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ABSTRACT = \

Th1s study descr1bes and ana1yzes the impact of early Finnish sett]ers,
bas a dqst1nct1ve ethnic group, on the rural cu]tura] Tandscape” of the Thunder
Bay area of Northern 0ntar1o. Bas1c obJect1ves of the research were to |
make an 1ny%ntory of the various settlement characterrst1cs of these

,'F1nns -and eventually produce a representat1ve form /or sty]e Involved

were tn}}la] folk architecture and 51te/settlement patterns Then,

~

v ‘
reasonings behind the,character1st1cs and form were developed. These.

: inc]uded'culturag carryéover of.01d'wpr1d t{dditions, and New Hor]d
transitions andxfhnovation-'lTo eporoach the prob1em field inspections
and 1nterv1ews were carr1ed out, and f1nd1ngs compared with those of

s1m11ar surveys conducted in F1n1and

-

L]

P 1 . N A ) 3.
The resu]ts of the study show that the Finns did produce a -very

d1st1nct1ve style of sett]ement in the Thunder Bay area. | This styﬂe,
however, was largely the result of a transp]ant of their tréditiona]
cultural landscape onto a new, but fami]iar‘physica]'environment The

- significance of the Finnish 1mpacg‘can be seen in the1r exoert1se in

dea11ng with the borea] reg1on and distinctive 1mage

iv

-
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CHAPTER ONE
R INTRODUCT ION

NatUQe of the Study ; “Z . IV | o
, o, :

Since Canada entered tts second century of pétitica1xexistence a
decade ago,'neW'diﬁensions7have‘been added to the coyntry{s sense of -
nationa]tem. One of the maip thrusts of this has beeq the great emphasis
placed on,thenvahied ethnic}qompositioﬁ of its society and=its cohtribdtiohs

,to the nat}onal'fabrie.\ Tetﬁs lfke"cultura1 mosaic’', I‘muzl‘ti—'cuTtural1'sm','
;and sa1ad bowlf have been engra1ned heavily into the pub11c mind. Ethn1c
bd1vers1ty has become recogn1zed as one, of the great riches of Canada. it

is in- th1s vein, that this study will exam1ne how one ethnic group, the

/
F1nns, or1g1na11y dealt with the 1andscape and the extent of the1r imprint

' he w”.\. x
////GQ 6ne region of - ‘the country. a , .

Of the over s1xty thousand people c1a1m1ng Finnish ethn1c1ty in Canada]
bver one th1rd res1de in Northern Ontario. The Thunde{ Bay census division
alqne has over eight thousand such people classified'a; u;ban and about,thrée
thousand classed as rural. ‘This'represents.the 1argest numerical,concentratidhs,‘

in both categories, of 'Finns' in Canada.

P | . - . B .

. 1. Based pn 1971 Census of Canada. Vol.
. N . . ‘




P .

-~

‘ The purpose of this study is to describe and analyze the impact.of the
F1nnrsh settlers, as a d1st1nct1ve ethnic yroup, on\the rural cultural Tand—'
scape of ﬁorthern Ontario, as exehp11f1ed in the Thunder Bay area. Three
‘Tines of approach have been u¢111zed in considering this prob]em F1rst the

Y &

problem is set in perspect1ve through a geograph1ca1 sketch of the area and
abrief higtorical out11ne of the peop]e 1nvo]ved Second]y, the phys1ca1
characté¢?§t1cs of Finnish- Canad1an settlement are descr1bed in terms of fo]k |
"arch1t£cture and of s1te/sett1ement patterns F1naT]y, an ana]ys1s 1s made of.
the reasons underlying thése character1st1cs and the s1gn1f1cance of their
impact on Canada.. While the bulk of the survey deals w1th the main 1n1t1a1
settlement era from 1900 to 1935, some of the trans1t1ons and evolutions to

the present are also 1nc1uded.

Significance of the Research

The sett]ement character1st1cs ana]yzed are pr1mary e]ements of the
Icu]tura] landscape. They show initial responses of the cul tural group to a

new geographic setting The theme then, is a 'man and the land' re]ationship,
/

......

The responses of these sett]ers, when taken in this initial ruraT context
are 'pure! in. two senses. _First, there has been T1tt]e mixing of Finnish
. v

styles and techniques with the regional non-Finnish population majority.2 '

Secondly, there is little discrepancy between form-and initial function;

.

2.‘ In 1971 the Tocal non Finnish population was seven times as Targe as .
the F1nn1sh population.  (Based on Census Canada, see Table No. 8).

>



' A~ ’ ‘ . ) . \.
“what G.H. Rivieré calls "deca]age“.3

- While settlement geography studies -are extensive “in Europe, in North
America;‘this is a relatively new and unexplored field. Exceptions, however,

do exist and are ﬁow‘becoming~moré;p1entifu1. Calls for research in this

S B

&iscip]ine havé been advanced byﬂsucp péop}e as K.H, S..tone4 and T.G. Jof*don.5 i

A " g .
One of the 'fathers' of folk architectural studies in North America, Fred

.

Kniffen, has appealed:

t - .
What I should  1ike to see is a dedicated group of young
workers who will with all deliberate haste survey the surviving
evidence of thé oldest occupance forms and patterns, who will
supply us with concepts, terms, and usable quantities . .
(and) thereby- raise this very fundamental and satisfying
segment of geography to a respected place among American ,
fields of scholarly enquiry that it inherently deserves.

» . : ) ¢ N . .
This quotation particu]ar]y points to the timeliness of such work.

In the specific case of this study, while many of the originél buiniﬁgs,'
farmstead features and a few of the origigal settlers persisf today, in-

twenty yédrs littie will remain By way of first-hand sources. Research

such as this‘ié designéd to reduce the loss.

3. .Rivieré, G.H., "Folk Architectures. Past, Present and Futu;e“, Landscape, .
Vol. 4, No. 1, Summer 1954, pp. 5-12. - : :

4. Stone, K.H. "Further Development of a Focus for the Geography of
- Settlement", Professional Geographer, Vol. XVIII, No. 4, July 1966,
pp. 208-209. ' - e : SR

Also see Stoné, K.Hi, "Development of a Focus for the Geography of
Settlement", Economy Geography, Vol. 41, No. 4, October 1965, pp. 346-355.

‘5. Jordori, T.G., "On the Nature of Settlement Geography!, Profeséional
Geographer, Vol. XVIII,“NQ. 1, January 1966, pp. 26-27.

6.’;Kniffen, F:B., "Folk Housing: ?ey'to Diffusion“, Annals, A.A.G. Vol. 55,
No. 4, -.December 1965, pp. 577. ' ' .

~” .



From the cultural aspect, there§yere several reasons why the °

* Finns were chosen for thefstudy.. First, of all the ethnic groups which
settled on the Canad1an Sh1e]d the Finns had come from. a prev1ous
env1ronment which was phySﬂcally very similar and consequent]y they had to
‘change the 1east-1h terns of environmental response. Perhaps as a \
result, the Finns seemed to exhibit an,unusual accord with this particular
1andscape. Secondly, this concentration of an ethaic group in one regibn;'
. and barticu]ar]y'one distinct area, poses SOmeLinteresting questions and~;
imp]ications”about.'chahne]ing' factors and social cohesion. Thirdly, .
va1though Finnish 1mm1grants have been the subJect of intensive research

f in the Un1ted States, little has been done in Canada, as will be evident

from the subsequent literature review. =~ =« . 4

Methods 'of Research -

(-4

Census of Canada data, which identified F1nn1sh ethnic concentrations,
‘were .used both in the initial 1dent1f1cat1on of the Thunder Bay area for the
survey and in the specific deve]opment of samp]e blocks in rura] townships.

I

Townsh1p sampling then, offered the advantage of a clear]y defined spatial unit
for which goverhmental stat1st1cs nere available. Moreover the land was'
orfgfnal]y re]eased by the Crown'and‘settied 1arge]y by townehips and thus
eeft]ementnpatterns were geared somewhat to those boundariee. .Sample.tOWn-

i ships were chosen_;o as to fit into one of three Categories:.‘an'egfremely high -
Finnish concentration, an extremely low Finnish/conoentration, and a’mdaed‘

Finn/non-Finn concentration.A The latter two categories were designed as a

control, showing ethnic distinctiveness and interaction of the popuiationé.

Pre]iminary.fjefd'inspectionS'were also carried out to confirm the blocks’



\

.general suitability. Some townshipsswhich initially seemed relevant
\stati§;ica]4y, were later found to be unacceptable because original settlement

characteristics had disappeared under later urbaﬁ overlap or- 'urban shadow'

n

effect.

1

With the samp1e blocks éstab]ished{ the actual field survey‘bégan. The -

~ procedure was to cruise all passable roads within each township, viewing

-

- (from the(road) each visible and accessible farmstéad7 for apparent 'original’

%étt]ement characteristics (otd bui]ding§ and fences). "As most farmsteads

were fa1r]y c1ose to the road and were relatively open, such v1ew1ng was
]

poss1b1ec1n the large majority of‘s1tes, as conf1rmed'by‘sett1ement data on
tﬁe detailed (1:50,00Q)‘topogfaphic sheets used. Some dfgédyantages of the
Cruising méthod inc]uded trespass warnings, masking of original struccuces ”
Withalater eXteriors-6f>réﬁgyaied?%ui]dings,and difficulty in obtaining
permicsion when fhe occUpants we?% absent. Many of these'pitfallé, howe&er,
were overcoﬁe through conversatioAi with‘ncighbdr{ng residents‘- Despite the
" problems, sﬁfffcient numbers . of de§ired sites were e;amined as to provide a
.valid sample. " ) o i v
. : 0 )

~Upon- identifying a farmstead with some of thc origina] characteristics,

aﬁ ‘on-site inventory' was carried cut. This included the f0110w1ng steps
1. structural ‘and 1ocat1ona1 check11st complet1on .

> 2. photographic record1ng.

3. sketches of structural features:'

E-3

sketch map of site. ‘
o V )

4

. The term 'fannstead' refers to the area 1nnmd1ate to the main cluster of
buildings on the farm. :

{ .
: N



5. site plotting on topograph1c sheets
(National Topograph1c Ser1es - scale..1:50,000).

6. Interviews and use of questionnaires (when possible).

Preliminary samp]ing of the project technique had:already_been tested in

a 1976‘study of log buildings in West—CentraT.Alberta. In the Thunder Bay"
area, eight townships were surveyed- three Finnish (>75% Finnish'ethnic
population), three mixed (28% - 75%), and two- non-FipnA<25% Finnish). A
total of 190 sites were-actuaT]y sampled, with checklists'on 362 budeings
The data eventuaT]y resulted in a ser1es of character1st1c matr1ces, s1te
dlstr1but1on maps, photograph1ééand graphic inventories of-all sites, and a
c;11ect10n of background 1nformat1onwfrom the 1nterv1ews. Ethn1c1t1es of
Andividual sites were estaB%?shed“py information provided in the ihterviews,
and the snrnames‘Of drigina] settters provided by a later titles search. ~

L 2

Literature Review

The background in written matertal has to be approached from two gifferent
areas of geography; settlement studies and cultural research. As previously
vstated, settliement geography'was late in COmtng to North America. ‘The first
research into the urban sector did not begin unti%“around 1900, and the'rural
aspect was not rea11y not1ced until 1. Bowman'promulgated’his "science of

sett]ementf in 1925. Bowman, however, 1nvo]ved h1mse1f exc]us1ve1y in the

“Process" part of settlement. Form stud1es of sett]ement characteristics

.

. 8. Bowman, I., qpe Scientific Study of Settlement" Geograph}ca1 Review,
Vol..16, 1926, pp. 647-653. : v : -
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A.I. Heinonen in 1930, called Fimnish Frfends in Cahada.

did not really enter the North American picture until the works of R.B. Hall
in 19319 and F.B. Kniffen in and after 1936, 10 on rural house types. Since
that time, rural works have grown gradually in number, wh11e urban stud1es

have become so“plentiful that they have v1rtua11y formed a separate field.

 Good. contemporary examp(é; of rural North American form studies have
been ddne by suéh people as P. Ennals, J.F. Hart, Fred Kniffen, E. Sloane,
D. Whitney and W. Ze11nsky (see bibliography). In recent years, a number ;
of pop&]ar texts have been published on barns, old churches, gr1st mills,
covered brldges, old houses, and”other such structures. The 1ist of people
involved in settlement pattern studies includes some of the above, b]us such

geographers as L. Gentilcore, G.T. Trewartha, J. Warkentin, and W.C. Wonders.

/
From the perspect1ve of cultural research most 11terature occurs under

the b]anket head1ng of F1nn1sh studies".  The Finnish-American community

-has been rather well documented by such people as M.-Karni, M. Kaups, J.1.

Kolehmainen, J. Wargelin and E. Van Cleef. Very little has been done on the

Finhish-Caﬁadian community, however. The first notable work.was writtén by

1 This publication

of the United Church of Canada, did prov?dé some general background, but

- 9. Hall, R.B., “Rural Sett1ement Forms of the. Monticello Quadrang]e of

Kentucky", Comptes Rendus de Congres International de Geographie
(Paris, 1934) Tome III, pp. 257-268.

*.10. Kniffen, F.B., "Lousiana House Types",. Anna]s, A.A.G., Vol. 24,

December 1936 pp. 179-193.
€

11. Heinonen, A.I. Finnish Friends of Canada. (Toronto: United Church
- of Canada, 1930). ‘ : .



Qas largely church-oriented. Eugene Van Cieef, an American geographer,

_ looked brief]y at the prdb]em in his “Finns of the United States and Canada,]2

in 1936, and later, in 1952, in more detail with "F1nn1sh Settlements in

Canada" 13 ’ : N

Since that time, most of the work done on Finnish-Canadians has come

out of the’two universities of Northern Ontario: Laurentian (at Sudbury)

—

) andyﬁakehead (at Thunder Bay). Unfortunate]y, however, most of this material
has not been circulated outside the institutions. The special issue.of

the Lakehead University Review entitled "The Finnish Ex;\)em‘ence"]4 is an

exception to this and'inc]udes short articles On Finnish immigration . and labour

[ 3
movements 0.W. Saar1nen of the Department of Geography, Laurentian Un1ver51ty,

“has a]so pub]1shed two. art1c1es,]5 one document1ng the 1oca1 community and

the other a general overy1ew of the distribution of the Finns in Canédax

PO

" “Un the local 1eve1,lthe Finnish-Canad3an historical societies have

12. Van Cleef, E., "Finns in the United States and Canada", Ba]tic and
Scandinavian Countries, Vol. 2, May 1936. ;

\

13. ~¥an Cleef, E. "Finnish Settlement 4n Canada", Geograph1ca1 Review, v
Vol. 42 Apr11 1952, pp. 253- 266 N

14. "The F1nn1sh Exper1ence R Lakehead Un1vers1ty ReV1eW Vol. 9, No. I,‘

- Spring 1976. . B o :

~15.  Saarinen, 0.W., "The Pattern and Impact\OfeFinnish Settlement in
Canada“, Terra, Vol. 77, No. 4, 1967, pp. 113-120. -

Also see Saarinen, 0.W., "The Pattern and Impact of Finnish Settlement’
in Canada with Special Reference to the Sudbury District". (Sudbury,
Ontario: Finnish-Canadian Centennial Committee, June 1967). ’

b 1

r



produced a few local histories. Of particular value to this paper was A

16

Chronicle of Finnish Settlements in Rural Thunder Bay, - which was part of

0N

their "Bay Street Project" series.

The only text currently available on genera]MFinnish-Canadian‘hisgory

is Yrjo Raivio's Kanadan Suomalaisten Historia]7 which is available only

in Finnish. While it again is rather church- and individual name-oriented,

some useful statistics and general background are pfovided. R

N

Some literature was found that dealt specifically with Finnish settlement
Wcharacteristics through the geographic perspecti&é. In North America, most
‘notably Matti Kans, of the Department of Geography, yniVersity of Minnesota

(at Du]uth) has produced several stud1e§"on Finnish folk architecture in the

18

Great Lakes states. = A co-worker of Kaups, Cotton Mather, has also provided -

“some useful work in this area.19

Perhaps. the most useful related material
consisted of a number of regional settlement studies carried out in Finland,

‘mainly during the 1930's (outlined in Chapter Six). Thése s¢éudies, many of

’

16.. Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Society,‘A”ChfonicTe of Finnish
Settlements in Rural Thunder Bay. (Thunder Bay, Ontario: Canadian
Uutiset, 1976). _ . '

“17. Raivio, Y., Kanadan Suoma]éisten Historia. (Vancouver, B.C.: New West
Press Co. Ltd., 1975).

18.. See for example, Kaubs, M., "A Finnish Savusauna in Minnesota," Minnesota
History, Vol. 45, No. 1, Spring 1976, pp. 11-20. a

19. Mather, C., and Kaups, M., "The Finnish-Savia: A Cultural Index to
Settlement", Annals, A.A.G:, Vol-"53, No. 4, December 1963, pp. 494-504.



10
which were produced in series by the Swedish and Finnish literary societies,

provided the necessary background or ‘control! needed to trace traditional

cultural carry-over into northwestern Ontario.



CHAPTER THO
THE GEOGRAPHIC,SETTING

Location
5\\\\‘\\Ihg\Thuhder Bay area lfies adjacent to an inlet.on the north-west shore

. T ' P
of Lake Superior, at apppOximately 48°25' North Latitude and 89°15' West
Longitude. It is focusé§\32\i:e former twin cities of Fort w1liiam and
Port Arthur, wh1ch along w1th he townships of Neebing and McIntyre were

ama]gamated and 1ncorporated as tne new city of Thunder Bay in ]970 Th1s

" area, also rejerred to as 'the Lakehead', 1ies “approximately 60 k11qmeters X

(37 mi.) north of the American border, 650 ki]pmeteﬁs,(404 mi.) east of-

Winnipeg, and 1500 kilometers (932:mi.) north-west of Toronto.

The ‘actual sample blocks consisted of seme of the outlying townships,

yet were still within a 40 ki]ometer—(ZS mi.) direct radius of the city.

These townsh1ps 1nc1uded Gorham and Ware in the north Conmee Marks and

-

0'Connor in the west; and Lybster, G1]11es and Pearson in the soutp west

L

Physical Geography: Physiographx‘

) The Thunder Bay area 15 located on ‘a marginiof the scarp slope of -the

P(ecambfién Shield. Three basjc types~ofjterrain are to be fourd in the

region: formerly {nundated lacustrine lowlands, tabular uplands, and

11
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hummocky'upTands. The ]acustr1ne Towlands extend west from the city about
.15 kilometers ( 9.mi.) 1n a va]]ey about 8 k110meters (5 mi.) wide, which
contains. the Kam1n1st1kw1a R1ver Surface conditions are general]y flat to
ro]11ng within the valley, with elevations ranging from the lake level of
184 meters (604 ft.) above'sea level (a.s.1.) to approximately 280 meters
(919 ft.).

.The tabu]ar‘up1ands contrast sharply with the low]anos with cuestas

- and mesas that can reach near]y 540 meters (1772 ft.) a.s.l..in elevation ‘ é
and possess sheer c11ffs up to 245 meters (804 ft. ) in hefght These very
d1st1nct1ve Tandforms, produced from diabase sills and dYkii’ 11e in the
southern ~portion of the area and extend up along the shore to the southern
edge of Fort William. Sills also extend along the S1b1ey Pen1nsu1a'1n the
east, forming at its southern t1p\$he unusual 1oca1 featuré known as. the

"S]eep1ng G1ant"

The bu]k of the area, however, is included in the hummocky uplands,
with elevations ranglng from 300 meters (984 ft.) to 450 meters (1476 ft. )
a.s.1. This sect1on, to the north and far west, typically cons1sts of
rock-knob relief, w;}h ro111ng to steep hills, va]]eys f11]ed w1th shallow

glacial deposits, and- deranged dra1nage - : LS ’ : o ;;

Hydrography ~ . J ' yég*

. In addition to being directly on Lake Superior, the area contains a

myriad of smaller water bodies. The main river, the Kaministikwia, is

fed largely by Dog Lake jn the north-west and the Shebandowan Riuer~fn

C
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the west, and eventua]]y empties eastward 1nto Lake Superior at Fort

William. The 80 kilometer (50 mi.) course of_the Kaministikwia, is basicai]y
L-shaped, with the north to south leg snaking through the uplands, and the
west to east leg meandering eXtensive]y on the lowland plains. . Other 1esser
rivers inc{ude the Current, the McIntyre, and the Neebing to the- north and
nqrtheast, the Whitefjsh to‘the,west' and the Slate to the southwest., These
smaller rivers are all f;irly narrgizin;\shaiiow, and do not 1end themselves

even to the Timited. nav1gabiiity of the Kaministikwia. Some were used,

however, for log drives in the past.’

Numerous.creekstnet the area and tnsré is a high density of small
lakes and ponds. ‘ihe iarger lakes inc]udeVOnidn, Haze]wood, Surprise and
’ frout n. the north; the Dog Lake chain in.the northwest;vwhitefish and
Oliver in the southwest; and toch Lomond and Cloud in the south; Many of
these_]akés which.aré of a rock basin nature, are quité sizable covering

many sdﬁére ki]ometers and having great.depth.

Séwgral of the lakes and rivers in the regipn héve:been dammed to
control waterfleVels, thus maintaining reserves, br as in}the case of the ~
Kakabeka Falls %?m (20 km/12 mi. west of the city) to generate’ hydro-
e]ectric power, Natura] waterfalls are common obstructions 1n the waterways,
reflecting the youthful nature of the landscape after glaciation of this
. Shie]d area. Most notab]e are Kakabeka Falls (downstream from the dam51te)

on the KaministikWia River, w1th 1ts 39 meter (128 ft.) vertical drop. On

‘the same river are’such lesser falls as Siiver and Dog. Trowbridge Falls

R M ) e i i o sk o 1 F L it el < T

T e i
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on the Current River is anothér of the lesser falls.

A large number of swampy areas a]so ex1st mainly in detached pockets
within the rocky up]ands While often hampering development efforts, these

areas do provide useful wildlife habitat'and cover.

Climate . o , T D

In the’KOppen system of climate classification, the Thunder Bay area
is designated as 'Dfb", as is most of Oatario. This can be describedlas‘
be1ng short summer, cont1nenta1 with some moderating influences from
Lake Super1or The mean annual temperature is 2.4% (36.3 F) at the
Thunder Bay airport w1th mean July and January temperatures of 17.5°%C

(63.5%) and -14.8% (5.4°F) respectively. 2

The mean total prec1p1tat1on at the airport stat1on-ﬂs 738.5 millimeters
(29.1") with 532.6 millimeters (20.9") falling as ra1n Average annual

snowfall is 222.] cent1meters (87.4?). ' S , . -

- The influefice of Lake Superior and to a lesser extent the terrain,
cause significant local variations in climate. The immediate lakeshore
experiences up-to.SO‘millimeters (2") more annual prec1p1tat?bn and up

to 1.2% (ZOF) milder temperatures than the 1n]and sectors of the area:

20. Bg§edhon Canadian Normals: 19471 - ]970,>Vo1” l-SI'and 2-S1I,
Environment Canada, Ottawa. See Table No. ]
for further data. o o :

e
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The average annual growing season is 160 to 170 days, with approximately <

» 2400 average annual degree-days. The mean annual frost free period is

90 to 100 dajs.?!

Forest Cover

The Thunder Bay area is.located in a transitional zone between'the

Great Lakes - St. Lawrence mixed forest-region-and the Borea1 reglon Pure

stands of Jack pine (Pinus banksiana) occur throughout the area, on the

dry/sand flats. Also common throughout are poplar (Pepulus tremuloides and

Populus balsamifera) on the cut-over ‘area<. Within.these‘common forest.

cover characteristics however, two sub-regions can be identified.

» Thé*squtng[g\irei\fSAditiona]1y.has contained good stands of white
'pine (Pinus strobus), re \pine (Pinus_resinosa) mixes, and a]though

depleted, these stl]] form a basis for the area' s 1umber 1ndustry In

the lower valleys with their 1acustr1ne sed1ments, strong yellow birch

(Betula a]]eghan1ens1s), and hard map]e (Acer saccharum) associations
.fgrmerly eccurred. Luxur1ant growth was fostered by 1ake 1nf1uences,
but these stands are now largely exhausted. Other species 1nc1ude red. TN
maple (Acer rubrum), white elm (Ulmus americana)t scrub varieties of e
willow (ggljg), black cherry (Prunus serotina), gray alder (Alnus rugosa),

and ironwood (Ostrya virginiana); and: traces of eastern hem]ock (Tsuga § =

canadens1s) and red oak (Quercus rubra) Lower, poorly drained sites ’ Py

21. From c]1mate descr1pt1on on "Soil Capab111ty for Agriculture Map",. et
Canada Land Inventory, Thunder Bay 52 B, Dept of Reg1ona1 Economic ™ %
Expans1on Ottawa, 1972. e
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03%ess sucﬁ\apecie as white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), white ash

(Fraxinus americana), and tamarack (Larix laricina). Large cut~oyef

// . . . e
(/ areas have become dominated by such pioneering speties as poplar, balsam.

~
~.
~

“fir (Abies balsamea), and white birch (Betuia papyrifera).

_////// With more severe climatic and edaphic conditions, the northern portion

& -

of the region tends heavily to coniferohs dominations of Boreal tree types.

While some white pine still is-scattered throughout this area, white spruce

(Picea glauca) begins to dominate with poplar and balsam fir. White birch
is common on. the slopes, and boggy areas tend towards black spruce (Picea

mariana) and tamarack. A ' 3

Soils

1

The parent materials on whigh local soils have been developed fall
k‘,‘

into two categories: lacustrine osits and thin glacial drifts. The

lacustrine materials include clays, silts, sands and gravels, which -were

(=]

deposited by the waters of the former glacial Lake A]gOHQUihu Two major

soil zones of this category occur within'the'area.22 In the Kaministikwia

R{yer valley, to the immediate west of the‘city, lies a poCket_of fine
material of a BrunisoTic nature, in fair depth. The other zone consists

- of avLuvisol dominance (Gray wooded),.and is found in the south to south-

western portion of the region. Gleysols also occur in both zones, in the

" more poorly drained areas. These finer textured sgj] types, proQide the

-2
e

/

’ 5 ’ S/ e
22. From "Sail Capability for Agriculture/Map", Canada Land Inventory,
Thunder Bay 52 B, Dept. of Regional Economic Expansion, Qttawa, 1972.
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base of the present agricultural district.

Extending into thv‘hiuher elevations, beyond the Timits of former
inundation, are the drift areas of glacial tills shallowly strewn over
undulating bedrock. The basic soil of this region is a Humo—FerriC‘Podzol
of a medium to coarse texture: Also present, however, are scattered Gray
Wooded areas, and occasional organic depos1ts in the lower, more noorly
drained recesses.“Exposed bedrock is quite commonly associated with this
zohe  While a number of the earlier farms were located on this soil type,
its poor quality and lack of depth soon evidenced its Tack of suitability
for stable commercial agriculture. _ L

b
&

-

General Settlement and Land Usé: Early Histohy%

i
A

TAéi“raisdn d'etre" of the Lakehead as a settlement focus has aTwa}$~;
been the geographicufattOr of its Tocation as a trans-shipment point.
As early as the mid-1600's, the Kaministikwia River served as one of the
main water routes to the wesf‘fbr French explorers and "vdyageura"

though the chief early route Tay slightly to the south. With American

independence and the imposition of customs duties, the North West Company's °

main western suppky/base at Grand Portage, had to bé’abandoned and
_relocated on "British" soil. The mouth of the Kaministikwia was the

obvious choice and thus, in 1807 .a new post was opened and named Fort

William, after William McG1111vray (the governor of the North West Company).

While the era of the fort was co]ourful, it was also short- 11ved In 1821,

the North West Company was absorbed by the Hudson's Bay“Company, which Tead

FohA g T 00

ek it
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to the rapid dec11ne of fort activity, because of the re]atlvo advantage
of their more norther]y posts. Even at its best, the fort never housed
more than a relative handful of fur traders, other company employees, and

é\few missionaries.

yThe idea of permanency in settlement began in the 1840's with a
few minor surveys and the opening of the first mine (copper and silver)
in the area, at the "Prince Location", 20 kilometers (12 mi.) north of
the American border afo%g the Superior lakeshore. 1In the late 1860's,
with thé discovery of both the Thunder Bay SiTver Mine (north-east of
Port Arthur) and the massive finds at the Silver Islet (on the Sibley
Peninsu]a),_the first real boom of the area got’underway. Constructio;
of the "Dawson" or "Red River Road" also occurred at this time, which,
although falling far short of its goal of providing a land route to'the
prairies, did open up much-of the northwestern THunder Bay area to home- | _f
steading. The road construct1on of which was stopped at Shebandowan in
. 1870, was also used 1ater that year by Col. Garnet Wolseley' s famous "Red
River Exped1t1on" to put down the Riel Rebe111on Wolseley is a]so
credttede1th renam1ng the docking s1te, former]y known as the "Station",
"Prince\Arthur‘s tanding" in‘honor of the future Governor General of Q 7“ ;

Canada. The namé was later revised to "Port Arthur".

e |

In 1871, Thunder Bay became a territorial districtof the province,

of Ontario, and in 1873, the areas of early population concentration became

.organized under the one Municipality of Shuniah. In 1881, pa£t~o£f5hud{ahav

was formed into the Municipality of Neebing, which included establjshﬁent
& ' L-‘ﬁ
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\// of the townships of Neebing, Paipoonge, Blake, Crooks, Pardee, and McKellar.

- The economiC»basééof the area then; was basically ‘mining, with some
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forestry and local agriculture:

A
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i&_1882, the ‘rail 1ink was established between Winnipeg and Fort
William, and by 1885, both of the Lakehead cities had grain elevators.
The>fu1] significance of the rai]way, however was not felt until the late

——,

1890 S, when Thunder Bay was forced to Sh]ft its main economic base from

o

mining to trans-shipment.

One interesting side?ighﬁ of this period, and one relevant to the
actual settlement of the southern portion of the samp]e area, is the story
of the Port Arthur Duluth, and Western Ra11way, known 1oca11y as the

IlP D n,

' g L s ‘ o
,e\\‘yv,afTHET:;;;;;; which once ran nearby was incorporated in 1883, as*

- the Thunder Bay Colonization Railway Company. Promoted
during the Thunder Bay siliver mining boom of the 1880's to
serve the m1n1ng region to thessouthwest of Port Arthur and
tap the Mesabi iron ore deposits of northern Minnesota, the
line was renamed the Port Arthur, Duluth, and Western Ra11way
Company in 1887. #Financed mainly by subsidies and bond
issues, when compLeted in 1893, it ran some 86 miles from
Port Arthur to its Canadian terminus at Gunflint Kake then
continued six miles into M1nnesota The co11apse of the
silver boom dashed the company's hopes and in 1899, the
11ne was purchased by -the Canadian Northern Ra1]way Company

: - Ontario "Historic Sites" marker
{ at Hymers )

-

<
<

‘What the marker leaves out:are the descript%ons of the adverse nature

of the terrain it crossed the numerous sfories of those who settled the

area on specu]atlon w1th high expect1ons of the. 1mpact of the rail system,

and the u1t1mate-4bandonment of most of the tine.

A . 1y




Lo 26

Much of the framewgrk for rural settlement in the Thund%r Bay area
had bEen estab11shed dur1ng the 1870 to 1890 period. Townships with
the most obvious agr1cu1tura] potential such as Neeb1ng, Paipoonge, Oliver
and McInt%{e were claimed 1arge1y by the Br1t1sh but a]so by such. west
Edhopean ethnic groups as the Germans, Dutch and French. With regard to
the urban sector, in 1892, the McKellar ward of the Municipality pf Neebing
waS»incorporated as the town of Fort William. Poft‘Arthur became
incorporated in 1884, and échiéved city status in 1906 Fort William
became incorporated as a city in 1907. The ethnic- compos1t1on of the ear]y
c1t1es, like the area genera]]y, was dominated by the Eng11sh with some

French, German, and Dutch presence but the cities also possessed large

concentrat1ons of Ukra1n1ans, Polish, and Ita11ans
&

In reviewing the ea&]y history of the area, thetshifts in focus‘of‘the Fa

' trans-shipment function should be noted. Ftrst, Thunder Bay was a transfer
point on early western waterways in the fur trade era. Secdnd]y, it

becahe the startihg point of an attempted ove?]ahd route to the Red River
Sett]ement Thirdly, it became a shipping pdrt for‘its local dres

F1na1]y, the cities became the Great Lakes term1na1 s1tes of the major

rail }1nks for the wheat of the west on 1ts eastward movement.

s
/’ P
Current Economic Base and Lapd Use-
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The dominant fudctiohgdf'the city of Thunder Bay remains transportation.

It is reportedly the largest center for grain tr§hs‘shipment in the world.

Inc]uded in this féci]ity are some 24 terminaThgrain e]evators,'with an

9
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effective capacity of abproximate]y 110, OOO 000 bushels. Also assoc1ated
w1th the port facility, is the major un]oad1ng ramp for iron ore pellets
from the Steép Rock M1ne at Atikokan, some 200 kilomé;ers (124 mi.) west
of“Thonder Bay. Finally, the Canedfan Néfiona] and Canadian Pacific
Rai]ways a]so have %ajor terminals Tinked tokthe port faeﬁlities and to

serve the city itself (with a population of 108,445 [1971 Census of Canada]),

which is a regional cap1ta1

Other major emp]oymeht industries include four pulp and paper mills,
Northern Wood PreserversI*and Canadian Car Company. Wholesale-and retail

trade functions are noteworthy, aga1n reflecting the reg1ona1 capital

>

funct1on Tour1sm and recreat1on are also becom1ng 1ncreas1nq1y important

to the Lakehead economy

| Agr1cu1ture has never been a major contr1butor to the total economy..
of the area, because of the marg1na1 nature of the 1and A ‘large number
of the or1g1na1 sett]ers of the rural d1str1cts, however began in.
farming. Only a relative few commerc1a] operat1ons exist today to supp]y
the Tlocal market with da1ry products, eggs, and some \pgetables. The
1971 Census of Canada shows that less than .5% of the total land area.
of the Thunder Bay D1str1ct is 1n agr1cu]ture At present about 80% of
the farms 1ie within 40 k1lometers (25 mi.) of the city.

) -
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CHAPTER THREE

.FINNISH IMMIGRATION AND SETTLEMENT '

. o

"Push Factors“ of Early Finnish Emmigration

The_latter part of the nineteenth century through to the early
[ years of the twentieth tentury was a very difficult and turbulent period
5 v, - : . .
s 5 : ‘
for many.fh Finland. One of the major results of these difficultigs was

mass em1grat%pn Four basic "push factors" wene responsible for the

exodus: fam1nes, changing economy, rap1d1y rising population, and

po]itita1 conditions.  Famines occurred in Finland in 1862-8, 1892-3,
1902, and during fhe latter years of World War I. The famine in the

1860 s in particular was so bad that . l . |

. . tens of thousands of people died of starvat1on, and
typho1d epidemic added to the death toll. Within two
months, April and May 1868, six times as many people died
as was-statistically normal. In Parkano, one out of ;
every four inhabitants died; in Ruovesi and Orivesi, almost .
one in six. The highways. were crowded with .people begging
. for food; the roadsides were littered with coroses

Hardest h1t were the landless rural dwellers and for many, thoughts began

to turn to 'the 1and of mﬂk and honey in Amemca AsS ”ﬁnmsh

24

farmer put it, "The heart pleaded No, butrthe_stomach comt nded Yes".

£,
7 L

23. From Wasastjerna, H.R., History of the Finns in Minnesota,k(Duiuth:,
Minnesota Finnish-American Historical Society, 1957, p. 46).

24. From Kolehmainen, J.I., and Hill, G:K., Haven in the Woods: . The
. Story of the Finns in Wisconsin, (Madison: State Historical
Society.of Wisconsin, 1951, p. 10). :

¢ %
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. The shift in economfc base from an agrariah td an induétriai society )
also occurred during this period, and again was particularly difficult for
the rural poor in the associated agribu]tura] conditions.; Farms changed |
from.numerous: subsistence-barter operations to fewer, more effiéieht )
céhmerica] entérprises. Even the prOGuction focus changed ‘from wheat to
mainly dairy, fequiring new facilities and experfise. Land prices increased
greatly, which put them beyond the!reach of mahy and fuffhék escalated
rural social strétfficatioﬁ through a growing landlord-iand]ess_tenant
system of farm ownership. ‘The'main‘impetus behind the éhift, however, was

the new industries, particu]arTy”relatedﬂto the forest'fesource,'financed

by En@Tish and Westerh"European entrepreneurs. Although new wealth r//

I

resulted from these activities, its distrib&tion was--1imited and many

Finnish farmérs derived few"personal advantages from the*®Industrial

Revolution".

X Rapid population growth also soon began tb‘outweﬁgh those benefits

resulting from'industrialization. The population of Finland had trip]éd

during the hineteenthAcentury. While from 1800 to 1850, the rural and
urban sectors had grown even]y,'beiween 1850 and 1900, urban popﬁ]ation

had»incfeaséﬁ 200%, while the rural had only risen 60%. A large rural

~ to urban shift was ma?n]y responEib]e‘for this, but urban employment

opbértﬁnitiés‘were not uhiform]y avai]éb]e throughout F%n]and._

In’th{é period of migration, industrial growth was not .
absorbing all comers fast enough, especially during the
famine years when even Helsinki had unemployment. Then,

(
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too, those 1iving closest to the southern cities had the
best opportunities to enter new jobs as they appeared. So
" the more distant rural areas sent their migrants overseas. 25

Thus the 1nhab1tants of northern rural districts were at a marked

3

disadvantage compared with those of the south.

Between 1893 and 1920 the provinces of Vaasa and Oulu
provided ove5651xty percen&\of all emigrants who left
the country.

[

One factor that adversely affected-both the urban and rural resident

X2t

e

alike, was the turbulent po]itica1 c1imate of the time. In 1878, a . .

'compu]sory m1]1tary serv1ce 1aw was passed by which all Finnish males
were subJect to three years service in the regular nat1ona1 army. Th1s
spurred emigration, but it was greatly accelerated from the 1890's with

a program termed "Russification".

Czar NichoTas II, after his succession to the throne of Russia in
1893, began a series of steps meant to end the spec1a1 treatment formerly
granted the Grand Duchyjof Finland, wh1ch formerly had enJoyed some
measure of autonomy Russian laws were given precedence over Finnish |
1aws, and many F1nn1sh civil servants were replaced by Rus%ﬁ"s 0f even
greater 1mpact were the 1mpos1t10n of the Russian language on the Finns
.and the 1901 1aw conscripting Finns 1nto the Russ1an army. The peop]e
of F1n1and were both shocked and outraged A period of terrorism and
counter- terror1sm enSued which climaxed in the 1903 assa551nat1on of the

_ \\ ‘

25. and 26. from Hoglund, W.A. , Finnish Imm1grants in Amer1ca 1880
- 1920, (Madison: Un1vers1ty of Wisconsin Press, 1960, p. 9).
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Russian goverhor—genera]. Continued instability followed until World
War I; which resulted finally in the recognition of the free nation of
Finland in 1919. Even with independenqe, new kinds of national uncertainty

arose, which were to last for decades.

The first trickle of em1grat1on began really in the 1870 s w1th some
3,000 people leaving for overseas ports 27 Dur1ng the 1880's, . this had
increased to 36,000 Finnish~emigrants and during the following decade an
additional 60,000 peop]e Teft Fin]ahd.v The emigration peak was rea¢h€H
from 1900 to 1910 with approximately 150,000 additional people leaving
Fih]and during that'decede. From ]919 to, 1920, this was reduced to

80,000 (again, for the decade)'and during the 1920's emigration drbpped

to 60,000 Figures during the 1930's continued to fall and borders were

closed during World War II and the 1940's.

Most F1nns however, did not migrate for the 591e purpose of f]ee1ng'

" Finland. Rather, they were also gonng to a new and better land.

L]
=

_Early North American ”PuT] Factors"

As with any migrant group, the Finns were subject to attraction (or -
pu]] factors") from the New World as well as to adverse cond1t1ons

(! push factors ) in the1r home country. Four basic "pull factors" were

© 27. Statistics in th1s'paragraph from Kero, R. ,» "Emigration from F1n1and

to Canada Before the First World War", The F1nn1sh Experience:
Lakehead Un1ver51ty Review, Vol. ix, No. 1, (Thunder Bay, 1976,
_ p. 7). . _ _ R .
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.reSpons1b1e for North America being the main dest1nat1on of the migrating
F1nns high wages, "free" land, political freedom, and adventure.
Concerning the first factor .

The Finns found wages in America practically beyond be11ef
- A good worker there could save three hundred dollars a

year - or about fifteen hundred marks . . . In Finland,
. a good worker could s&ge at the most two to three
. hundred marks a year.

Women's wage differential was even gredater, with domestic servants earning
up to twenty times the salary in America that was possible in Finland.

old'.

" For many the streets did seem to be 'paved in

Because a large portion of the immigrants were\froh a rural agricultural
background, with many from the former "landless" class, the prospects of

free land were a major attract1on of North America. A significant problem '

. 14
for the #1 s, however, ‘was thaﬁ because they were one of the later

immigrant grouss, land grants were available only in the more marginal

agricultural areas. Wh rable at least, to the areas in northern -

Finiand from which many of the people had 1eft,.most of thesé new,regioné
:25t111‘1écked theﬂpotentiél for lasting commercial opefations,; The ~
margina]ity of these areas howeQer, was not. referred td in the promotional
materja]»ﬁfovided‘by'deve]opers, and hence was' not known by many until
it was too-late. But agaih, "marginality" was a relative ter& to the
B Finns, and better lands cou]d eventua11y be purchased .if desired.
~28.. from Kero, R., "The Background of Finnish Emigration", The Finns in

North America: A Social Symposium, Jalkanen, R.J. (editor),

(Hancock, Michigan: Michigan State University Press for Suomi-:
,Co]lege, 1969, LE 60).

Y
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After the political turmoil of Finland, the "land of the free"
offered new hope to those persecuted.’ One Tetter written home by an
immigrant in Kaleva, Mfchigan stated:

It is not worth your stay-in Finland. If the gentlemen J//
(herrat) leave something for you, the Russians (ryssat)
will come and take it away from you slowly but surely

. You know we govern ourselves. :

. The Finnish language is heard whereyer one goes,
and all of us have our roots deep in Kaleva. The
dovernment, you know, favours Finnish immigration. The
climate is‘googg Kaleva needs a lot of active people
like yourself. < ‘ ;

In North America, fhe Finns had fairly autoﬁomous communities, often with
both 'white' and 'red' hall§ (social activity centers based 6n political
1eahings). Even education, for the most part, could be controlled by the
1pca1 ﬁommunity and schools that tagght in the Finnish 1agguage were
COmmon in new Finnish-settleménts. Political acumen, invfaét, beéame
onebdf the traits for which the Fiqnish ethnic g%oup in North America

became better known., 30 ‘ : Coe o

!

/The last factor of the American attraétioh,ﬂadventure,vshou]d also

Not be underestimated. Though secondary to the economic attraction, this |
: consideratidn still 51ayéd an important role in immigration. According
to Reino Kero, perhapskihe most prolific author in Finnish Emiération,_'
one of tHe 1argernand more stable groups of emigrants were the sonsvand

daughters of land owners.(ses Table A33).3]AThis group had certain

e e
AN

=%

T 29. frmn kero,vR., “The Baciaround of annish’Emigration“, op.cit.,'p? 61.

30. see, for examp]é, Gerdicks, A., "The Social Origins of Radicalism
- Among Finnish Immigrants in Midwest Mining Communities", Review of
Radical Political Economics, Vol. 8, No. 3, (Fall, 1976). oy

v
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economic security in Finland, and yet chose to 1gnore@pr1v11eges of ’
inheritance. Certa1n1y adventure was at least part of everyone s incentive
to travel several thousand miles to a new land. For many of the youno,

however, cur1os1ty was probably the sole- basis of their "American fever".

- It is debdtable which means of North American promotion'was most \“eb
effective with potential immigrants from Fin]and ‘Basica11y, though, ‘three
types of 1nducements were employed; advert1sement direct recruitment and
;correspondence from friends and kin. Advertns1ng took e1ther the form of
newspaper advertisements or promotional book]ets.‘ The agencies responsible
. for these: mater1als included the steamsh1p 11nes (extolling the virtues of
out- m1grataon), governments of various deve]op1ng areas- (procuring sett]ers),
the ra11road companies (looking for workers, settlers, and passengers), and ;
various 1ndustr1es (requiring 1abourers) ~ The settlement brochures in
.part1cu1ar often contained glowing descr1pt10ns of earth]y parad1ses ~ There
is 11tt]e doubt that Journa11st1c 11cence had a major effect on North -

1
America's draw

%
-
.
o

While direct recru1t1ng of immigrants was not responsible for large
'numbers of people, those 1nvo]ved did help to estab]lsh a footho]d on the
new continent. Open recru1t1ng was not a]]owed in F1n1and during the
1870's and ear]y 1880's, however many Finns went through e1ther Sweden or

Norway and some were en11sted secretly. The two ]argest recru1ters appear

31. from Kero, R., M1grat1on from Finland to North America in the Years
Between the U.S. CiVil War and the First Worid War, Series B, No. 30,
(Turkv: Turun Y]1op1ston Jutkaisuja, ]974)
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to have been the mining companies (most notably the Quincy Mining'Compény /
of the northern Michigan copper country), and the u.s. railway companies /
(particularly during.the later 1880's). U]timateﬁy some of the early l /

Finns attracted to northern U.S. deve]opmehts subsequen@]yfhigrated again/
and ended up as.among the first of the "Canadian Finns". _ y//

Letters from %heﬂear]y, more adventurous immigrants sent back-to the

01d Country, also p]a}ed a major role in the immighationupuPl.//NotyonTy

' were information and assurances provided in the correspondence, but often

tickets were sent back as well. , 4
. y J

Between July, 1907 and June, 1920, American immigration
officials reported that 55,366 of the 95,516 Finfish
arrivals 1ntended to join re]at1ves and’ 31 898/b]anned
to meet friends.” In the same period 63, 046 é1d their
own paSsage, and %? ,052 traveled on t1cket5/bought by
their relatives. ) s

/

Prdhotihn-in Finland was carried out howevéh under some degree of
‘duress The upper and ruling classes had Tittle sympathy forwthoserwhemAf—wﬁm»
they sa1d were desertlng the home]and Even the Church was urged by the
government to dec]are the evils of em1grat10n and of the New World.
. Opposition efforts, though seemed to. have had little success in stemn1ng

i

the»em1grat1on,t1de.

Est1mates of early F1nn1sh 1mm1grat1on to North America vary great]y
a ¢

Wh11e\one source has c1a1med that by 1900 over ten percent of the population ‘

32. from'Hogiund, W.A., op.cit., p. 10, based on U.S. government figures;

A




36, .
of Finland (of about. three million) had left for Amem'ca,33 others have put .

- 34

it closer to three percent at that time. Becaﬁgé“of-theninadequacy of

the records, the prob1em is a-difficult one to reéolve However. it is

c]ear that near1yyal\ of these nineteenth century Finnish emigrants

went to the Un1ted States. Canada probably had no more than ] 000 F1nn1sh i
K 1mm1grants before 1900.35, v | N\

Finnish-Canadian Immigr‘a‘tion

The Finns first became attracted-to Canada during the nineteenth o

g

century by such prOJects as the We]1and Canal construct1on of the 1820,
- and 30's, the development.of woods and port gperations in thehyancouver

area from the 1840 S on, and:the construct1on of the Sau]t Ste. Marie-

Locks dur1ng the 1880 S. Perhaps most 1mportant however, for. the ear]y**w
cont1ngent was the emp]oyment created 1n railroad-: construct1on dur1ng |
the 1880's and after. The railway, most notab]y.the Canad1an Pacific,
deposited Finnish workers, many of whom\were.1ookingbfor land, across,

central and western Canada. e
N ' : >\‘\~_\ B

2 o

however, the“fmmigrathn-f]owvof Finns to Can#da remained

modest until after the turn of the twentieth century. Three

€.

33.  from Aa1t1o T, rvey of Em1grat1on from F1n1and to the United
States and Canada", The ns in North America:- A Soc1a14§1mp051um, -k
" op.cit., p. 63. , Tt

T ' T e

34. from Kero, R.; "Emigration from F1n]and to Canada Before the First : %
World Nar", op.cit. > PP- 7 and 14. :

-35. - based en Engle, .» Finns_in North America, (Annapetis, Maryiand:
Leeward Pub., 1975, p. 64).
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waves‘were resnonsible for bringing most Finns to Canada: 1900 - 1913,
. 1920 - 1930, and 1950 to 1960 (see Table 2 ). The first influx
provided from 15,000 to 20,000 Finns, probably a third of whom came from
" the United Staf_ces.36 With periodic slack developing in‘the American
economy, tne prospecte of a growing\young Canada looked enticing; These
"American-Finns" came. largely from the Great Lakes states of Michfgan,
'“MinneSota,;and Wisconsin, but some left from Montana, the Dakotas and

other areas§-where they had been working on construction or perhaps in

resource extraction industries.

N

The second‘and“largest wave during the 1920's, more than doubled.
v . | S, ' _
the number of Finns in Canada. It occurred mainly Because of two factors;

hard times in Finland due to her recent Independence War and the 1ntroduct1on

kof a quota system on immigrants to the U.S., Jjust after WOrld War 1. -

s ey b .

Carfada, however, was open and needed labourers w1111ng to . o
work. ggey needed on1y to be hea]thy and have $25 in their " B
cket _ , N

)
a

Not a]] Finns, though, who came to Canada stayed there, and the’ inter-

" war. pe\\od Sp¥ the return of»many w;th "Canad1an t1me" to e1ther the_

states or Finl nd. SN ) \5(\J\? .
S

The final wav the 1950'shwas about 16,000-strong and was largely

tied to the Tifting of the Finnis tion restrictions of- the second . S

World War. Presently, .there are about 60,000 people c]aim1ﬁg“FTnnﬁshe~~A~“\f;_»e

S 1 RN e

2
el

ethnicity in Canada. - : T 4ﬁr

A
i
H

- 36. based on Engle, E., op.cit., p. 64. o

friet)
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| 37. Engle, E., op.cit., p. 64 7
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- The Canadian National distribution of Finns shows that traditionally
over half of their number are to be found in the Province of Ontarig
(see Table No. 4 and Map No. 6). Even more striking is the fact that
northern Ontario contains over a third of the national total. British

" Columbia has' been second provincially; with between 14% and 251 of the
tela] Finnish poputation since’the beginning of zhe century. There have
been exchanges for the third positaon hetween Saskatchewan, Quebec and N
Alberta, followed by Manitoba and;frace populations in the Maritimes. The
1arge§t‘point concentrations”are in the cities of Thunder Bay, Toronto,

Sudbury, Vancouver and Sault Ste. Marie (see Table No. 5).

The relative numbers of Canada's tbta] rural population declined from
69% rural in 1921 to 24% 1in- 1971 (see Table No. 6). Urbanization,«whiie»
Aoccurring throughout the coun%ry, was particularly . hard felt by'the Finns- °?

. during the 1950's when government po]1g}“§:used i’phas1ng out of marg1na1

far ions. ? T : :
/,a ming opena? ns. 1 . S—
A g ™

i“‘ Regarding the‘background CF the immigrants to.Canada, -most
were originally fggm rural occupat1ons in the prov1nces of Vaasa, Turku and
Por1 in southwestlF1n1and (see Map No. 7 and Table No. 3). Reino Kero
suggests the reasons for thié origin were largely due to timing. The

worst off of the northern rural Finns (eq., from -Oulu Prov1nce and northern

Vaasa) a]ready had emigrated to the United States prior to the main
38

¢ t
B Gd .

Canad1an-bound-em1grat1on

‘He alsq refers- to the cluster effect of

L

TR el

: — .
38. from Kero, R., 'Emlgrapgon from F1n]and to Canada Before the First
) WOrld War op.cit., pp." 10 and 13. - . _
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IMMIGRATION TO CANADA OF PEOPLE OF FINNISH

Year Nur)lber Year Number
19001901 682 1833 67
1901—1902 1.292 1934 79 N
1902—1903 - 1,734 1335 64
1903—1904 - 845 1936 61
1904—1905 1,323 1937 94
1905—1906 1,103 1938 81
1906—1907 1,049 1939 82
1907—1908 1212 1940 32
1908 4532 1941 20
1909 1.348 1942 -21
19100 2262 1943 18
191 1,637 1944 8 <
1912 2,135 1945 26
1913 - 3,508 1946 56
1914 637 1947 81
1915 91 1848 227
\Q 1916 276 1949 267
1817 129 7 1950 504
1918 15 1951 4,158
o 1919 25 1952 2,308
1920 1.198 1953 1.252
1921 460 1954 717
1922 654 1955 652 i
1823 —_—— 1956 1,128
1924 6,123 1957 . 2,884
1925 1,561 1958 1,296
1926 48113 1959 944
1927 5.167 1960 1,047
1928 3.7 1961 381
1929 471 1962 385
1830 2i811 1963 325
1931 136 1964 476
1932 62 1965 €56

' Sources: Canada Year Books (1939—1966), Canac-an

Department of .Citizenship and Immigration.

* Figures prior to 1918 are not statistically: accu.ate . : _,
as many,of the Finnish immigrants were classifiea as
either Swedish or Russian.

- Statistics for the period 19001908 are from cne
March 31 to the mext. Since 1908 the figures apply 'or

the calendar yeéar. Thu
1907—1908 and the fi

calendar year show an overlap.

the figures for the fiscal y ar N
t three months of the ‘1408 .

Figures- prior to 1926 do not include immigr ats o

k'J!mm the US.A

T TABLE NO.

(From Saarinen, 0.,

SETTLEMENT IN CANADA, op.cit.

2

ORIGIN (1900 T965)

THE PATTERN IMPACT OF FINNISH

. 114)

o ONTARIO | PORT ARTHUR | FORT WILLIAM
Turku & Pori | 179 21.0% 43 24.7% s 1.0%
Vpasa 423 40.5% . 70 36.1% r‘4s 71.0%
Oilu 63, 74% | .+ 35 18.0% 6 . 87% ’
Kuopio 8 6.8% 20 10.3% 1o1ax |
Hume 15 . 1.8%_ 315% o -
Mikkeli. 4| 10 1.2% "3 1sg o -

Viipuri 48 5.6% 8 4.1% a4 58%

Uusimaa ST 61% 7 36% . s |

TOTAL 853 100.0% 194 100.0% 68 100.0% |
- 1ABLE NO. 3

IMMIGRATION TO, ON ARIO
‘ NISH

o

BY F

PORT ARTHUR AND FORT NILLIAM

. OVINCE IN 1905
(from Kouhti, C.,, LABOYR AND FINNISH IMMIGRATION

TO THUNDER BAY“ 1876 191¢ op. c1t., p. 20)

5 - oo

1
'
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TABLE NO. 5

MAJOR URBAN CONCENTRATIONS OF PEOPLE >
T : ‘ CLAIMING FINNISH ETHNICITY IN CANADA

1921 1941 1961

Port Arthur 1,566 2,943 6,257
Fort William 660 . 84 1,02
Sault Ste. Marie g 851 1,301
 Sudbury | e L 2,0m
. Timmins ' s 876 :678
 Toronto , R ‘;35 ,2,819 3,944

\  Montreal 8 886 834 -
 Vancouver 307 ‘ 1,454 . 2,405

Y

-

BaéedJOn Census_of Canada
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s

relocation due to ties of friendship, Kinship and home parish.

Finnish Immigration and Settlement in the Thunder Bay Area

The first Finns in the Thunder Bay area are believed to have arrived .
in Port Arthur in 1876. While records provide 1ittle accurate data on-this
specific group;‘it seems 1ikely that no more than a few hundred Finns ‘

had settled inAthe area before 1900.39

‘These first-comers appear to hévé.
lbeen most]ybfrom the United States; which was experiénciné’somé economic
difficulty, and were mainly attracted b;_the opportunities preseﬁted
by railway construction ih the agéa.- One'ofv:Lé eérliér Finnish éonceﬁtrations
qccurred in Lybster township, i;“the south-west. It waé'fiéd to the
development of the Port Arthur, Duluth, and Western Railway, as well as
to %he~Si1vér Mounfain‘Mines. An immigration agenf,yin'iQOO, reported:

In Lybster, there is a fine settlement of Finlanders. -Indeed,

in one day, an]anders, aggregating one hundred persons40men,

women, and children, applied to me for land in Lybster.
Contrary to’this.impfession, howevere‘thé’1901 Census of Canada, listed

Ege total population of the township at only 34 people. Unfortunately,

39. Based on church records (Kouhi, C., "Labour and Finnish Immigration
to Thunder Bay: 1876-1914" in The Finnish Experience: Lakehead
University Review, op.cit., p. 18), Reino Kero's estimate of 200 .

Finns in Thunder Bay during the 1880's (in "Emigration from Finland

‘to Canada Before the First World War", op.cit., p. 14), and the

total estimate of Finns in Canada of 1,000 at 1900 (Engle, .E.,

op.cit., p. 64). IR

40. Dominion of Canada Sessional Papers: 1901, Vol. 35, No. 10,
- #25, p. 182. ;

e Rotaghs 40 0T

EE 2 S N S
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again, this sort of contradigtion seems to flow through much of the

earlier data and accounts.

After the turn.df thelcentury, and the real beginning of_the:immfgratibn
surge, Finps spread throughout the entire Thunder Bay area. Four major
concentrations eventually developed: fthree in rura].townships - Gorham, -
Ware, and Lybster;lanq the urban block of fhunder Bay, largely contaieed
in Port Arthur. Whi]e Lybster'has a]ready been diseussed,'the_nortﬁern
townships of Gorham and Ware, located near both Port Arthurtahd the
“Dawson Road", opened up with surveys and mining operations of tte 1890's.
This was followed by'actual land claims and sett]emeht after 1900.
Agricultural land was re]eased»ﬁn”theroistrgﬁt of Thuhder.Bay by‘provihciall
PFtee-GrantS“f”kAppiteation for Crown land legally involved, among other

€

things, that:

©

1. "the applicant be male (or sole fema]e) head of a fam11y, or
single man over 18 years of age."

2. pay $1.50 registration charge. .
3. build "a habitable house, at least 16 x 20 feet in size".
4. clear and cultivate 15 acres (of the 160 acres total ¢in the grant)._

5. "and to have actua]]y and cont1nua]1y resided upon and-cultivated
: the land for three years aftar Tecatlen“ (for at least six

. months per year).

4

These ‘conditions supposedly had to be met before the actual patent could

“’b

. be applied for in three years. M In rea]1ty, these cond1t1ons were

41, Cond1t1ons from Ye1gh F., The Ra1ny River District, Province of
Ontario Canada: An [1lustrated Description of Its 5011 Climate,
Products, Area, Agricultural Capabilities and Timber and Mineral

“Resources, 3rd edition (Toronto, Dept. of Crown Lands, 1894, p. 20-21).
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flexible, and a great number of variations and divergence occurs throughout

the area (to be' covered in further detail in Chapter Five).

L
‘

o ;
-The demand %%r land by thé Finns boomed after the‘fjrst decade of

the twentieth century and peaked around 1930. Tﬁis boowlperidd saw the

dev#]opment of many small rural nodes or hamlets, such as Intola, kivikoski,

Lappe, Toimela, and Sistqnen's Corners' Qithin larger general Finnish

communities such as Tarmo]a, Pohjola, Alppila and Osto]a. These érehs

had colourful histories with a distinctive Finnish-Canadian .lifestyle

- bolstered with great institutional so]idarity.42 Finnish farms were

mainly subzistenée operatfdns, located on the most marginal deve]dpment

areas, but were aided greatly by supplemental incomes from forestry,

~mining and construction.

Though thesé communities and wéy of life continuea Unti] the éetond
World War, deferibrafion began thereafter. Soldiers returning from the
war and the youth on the farmé‘were enticed by the fihanc1a1 rewards and
easier 1ife‘the city offered. The days of subsistence opérétionsvwere‘

clearly numbered.

While the presenf number of Finns in the rural sample townships
has stayed near 1921 1évels, the urban Finnish Séhulation.has increased

twenty-five times since that'date. Again, the 1971 Thunder Bay censds

42, For further-information on local colour refer to Thunder Bay Finnish-
Canadian Historical Society, A Chronicle of Finnish Settlements in
Rurql Thunder Bay, (Thunder Bay, Ontario: Canadian Utiset, 1976).
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TABLE NO. 7

TOTAL POPULATION LEVELS 1901-61

X N

_Township 1901 1911 1921 1931 1941 . 1951 1961

Fort William 3633 16499  2054] 26277 30585 34947 - 45212

Port Arthur 3214 11220, 14866  19818° = 24426 31161 45276
_Paipoonge - 284 - 742 991 1170 1392 - 1496 2145
Oliver ' ‘ 504 772 94 1040 © 1158 1026 1269

Gorham 57 1527 420 571 © - 540 . 355 458
_Scoble 16 © 54 116% 192 220 169 196

Pearson " -= 46 252 - 335 347 247 252

Ware 22 . 104 394 464 439 - 48 357
Conmee 19 145 ° 306 390 362 318 323
' 0'Connor S8 a1 394 330 . 368 332 375

Gillies 279 395 422 a2 4 37 425

Lybster 8 384 427 - 454 379 337 386

Marks -- 120 165 225 215 184 . 186

3
1
|
1

. -Baged on Canadian ’Census-Réporj;s, Vol. 2, 1961

-
r
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division reports about three thousand rural Finns, as opposed to over eight
thousand urban. Little.of the oniginai rural lifestyle exists today |

The former hubs of the communities are now either gone or marked only by

~ a-store or gas station. What were once farms, now for the most part are

b

| 'traditionally posseSSing the iargest riumerical concentrations of both'

N

merely residences or are abandoned. Most present rural Finnish residents

are retired people, commuters to urban emp]oyment or are invoived in

Tocal logging or trucking operations.

@

Summary

ol
The Tate 1800's to eariy 1900's were difficult times in Finland, With
many adversely affected by famines, a changing economy, a"raoidly rising
popuTlation, and an unstab]e political situation. Attracted‘by North

America's prospects of high wages, "free" land, poiitical freedom and

“sheer adventure, thousands of Finns emigrated Canada received three basic

waves of Finnish immigrants: 1900 to 1913 (with 15,000 to 20, OOO immigrants),
]920 to 1930 (With slightly over 20,000 additionai peopie), and 1950 to
1960 (with another 15, 000) In the first two waves, which are the concern o

of this study, most Finns Cape to Canada from the rurai areas’ of Vaasa, .

Turku, and Pori in southwest. Finiand

P

0ver one- third of all the Finns, that settied in Canada ChOSEQtO‘ﬁ851de

5

in northern Ontario. The‘Th#”der Bay area carries- the distinction of R

! 2 .
urban and rural Finns in Canada. Thunder Bay began to receive Finns iﬁ ’

1876, with maJor influxes beginning shdrtiy after 1900. Four mﬁﬁomﬁ-; 7




. /‘

Tt~ L
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.

.concentrat1ons of Finns eventually.developed in the area; three in the
rural townships of Gorham, Ware and Lybster, and the urban block in -
Thunder Bay (mainly in Port Arthur) In the rural blocks, which are the
focus of this study, strong Finnish communities deve]oped marked by

great institutional se]f suff1c1ency The farms within these communities,
located on the rugged up]and areas, were subsistence agrlcultural
operations supp]emented by incomes from forestry, m1n1ng, and construct1on
proaects The c]1max of the communities was around 1930 and World War II

brought about @ rapid decline in the area's activities,
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~ FINNISH S§I
(From Collection of t
" R Do

-

. HAYING TIME LUNCH-BREAK ON EARLY rruNﬁsn‘rARM;AT KIVIKOSI, ONTARIO
(From Collection of the Thunder Bay Fin

Figure' 2.
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ERS IN RURAL THUNDER BAY - TAKEN ABOUT 1908

he Thunder ‘Bay FinniSh-Canadian:Historica]“Society,

nor - R. Adams & C. Budner) ]

“:Figure‘3<1/

ish-Canadian Historical
Donor - M, Ranta) ‘

~

y

Society,"

.
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‘Figure 4~ £

EARLY FINNISH SETTLER BREAKING LAND IN'STRAwgé TOWNSHIP

(From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Society,
B Donor - Kari]glFami]y) ”%;/7n T ’

Len® [

Figufe 5 R :

. UPLAND SHIELD AREA, LYBSTER TOMNSHIP



F1gure 6

MANY FINNS WORKED ON THE EARLY RAIL GANGS SUCH AS THIS ONE
AT SUOMI IN STRANGE TOWNSHIP

,.(From CoTlect1on(bf ‘the Thunder Bay Finnish- Canad1an Historical Soc1e§y,

Donor - Karila Family)

F1gure 7

: LOGGING WAS ALSO A MAIN SOURCE OF RURAL EMPLOYMENT THIS SLED IS

LOADED WITH FRESHLY CUT RAILWAY TIES. . TAKEN ABOUT 1910.

(From Col]ect1on of the Thunder Bay F1nnlsh,Can%d1an H1stor1ca1~$ociety,

Donor - Kar11a Fam11y)

ey
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\ | Figure 8
TYPICAL NON-FINNISH FARM IN. THE SLATE RIVER VALLEY. TAKEN 1977.
. t . L, ) /, 4
2 . k . . . . . //

Figure 9 -

pd

FINNISH FARM IN HUMMOCKY UPLANDS - CONMEE TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977.

TYPICAL

)



. CHAPTER FOUR

.

FOLK ARCHITECTURE

Definition and Geographic Focus

Current North American settlement geography has been defined by one

author as "the study of the form of the cultural landscape, 1nv01v1ng its

w 43

order]y descr1pt1on and attempted exp]anat1on One of the most important

of these “form" elements 1s the building sty]e representat1ve of the common

- man of that culture, termed "vernacular" or "folk" architecture. Certainly

P
we LY

one of the gréatest imoacts an individual and’bis cultural group hasfon
‘their physical'surroundi;gs is in the erection_of bhi]dihgs. Housing3
for examp]e, for-most indfvidua]s‘is the single greatest fnvestmeht, the
largest material 'fruit of their labour'.

~ The term "folk architecture" can be approached on two Ietels. In

ﬁthe narrower,‘traditional sehse; it,refers to'non-profeesiona1 architecture,A

constructed from memory rather than.forma1 graphic plans. M Traditionally

- also, folk arch1tecture has been applied to the structures character1st1c

45

of the people of one particular culture. In the broader sense, the term

43. ‘from Jordon T.G., "On the Nature of Settlement Geography", op. c1t p. 27.

44. see Jordon, T G. & Roundtree, L., The Human Mosaic: A Thematic

Introduction to Cu]tura] Geogr;phx, (San Franc1sco - Canfield Press,-
1976, p. 307) e

45. ‘Montell, W.L. & Morse M.L., KentuckxAFhlk Arch1tecture,.(Lex1ngton
,Un1vers1ty Press of Kentucky, 1976, p xi).

. ¥
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)

has been 1ibera1ized tb inc]ude even planned buildings, such as "tract"
hou51ng, as 1ong as they are still representative of the common man.
Broad usage also extends 1ts representation to.regional or 1oca1 forms‘
of architecture, regard]ess;of the number of 1nf]uences 1an§ved. An
example of'tnis is the inelusion of the "soddy" or sod h0use of the Great
Plains wh1ch was produced through the ama]gamat1on of severa] diverse

cultural trad1t1ons 4ivah1s chapter 1s concerned w1th descr1pt1ons of

w

structures built by ahg§¥t1cu1ar ethn1c group (the F1nns), when sett11ng

'MJ;n a new.and re]at1ve1y‘y?rg1n eny1ronment (rural Thunder Bay).
o While many of the general geographic imp]ications of folk architecture .
'(as a characteristie of settlenent)'were‘discussed previously underh
"Significance of the Research“, a review and clarification would be helpfuf_
here. Two major geographic concepts are being dealt with in this study;
the man-iand re]ationship of the Finns, and the\diffusion'of that
”relationship Folk architectnre clearly i]iusbrates each of these concepts.
f'fhe lTinkage of the F1nns to thE’BB}E?ESH 1andseape of Thunder Bay can be
‘seen both in the maximum use of local material for construction and 1n the
" distinctive shelter design for protection from the e]ements‘of a severe
c]fnate. The diffusion of the re]ationship is obvious, in that "fbfk"
tradftions are‘being dealt with, thus involvingvcuftural carry-over‘(tb

be examined in detaiI in Chapter Six). Beyond this however, accu]turat1on,

' and the d1spersa1 of traditions can. also be spat1a11y mon1tored through

o

46. Welshs R.L:, Sod wa113 The Story of the Nebraska Sod House, (Broken
» Bow, Nebraska, Purcel]s, Inc , 1968). - .
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folk architectural studies.

A final reason for examining folk architecture is because of aesthetic
‘considerations. These aga1n, relate back to the man-land re1at1on, in that ‘

»

- the beauty ‘of these structures stems 1arg from their pure functionalism
, - and harmony w1th their natural ‘surroundingsi’ o

The Survey and General Building Form474/_‘

&
£

Through_pre1fhinary investigations it was discovered that nearly all
of the initial- bu11d1ngs of the samp]e area still remaining were built
from logs. A]though a few frame bu11d1ngs on which dates were established
were included in the survey, the cr1ter1on of log construction became a’
pre-requ1s1te to site 1nspect10n 48 The survey, which ultimately cons1sted»
of - 362 buildings over 190 sites, possessed a Finnish content of more thay
' 857 of a]] buildings over at Teast 83% of the s1tes Eng]1sh Dutch
Swedish and French Canad1an s1tes were a1so conf1rmed but 7% of the
" buildings over 8% of ‘the s1tes were not identifiable as to original

ethn1c1ty (see TabTe No. 9)

The types of structures included about one- -quarter houses (26%),

one- quarter cow barns (27%) 14% saunas, 11% hay barns, 6% horse barns,

47. Further stat1st1ca] details of the survey are to be found in -the
- appendlces - :

48. The frame buildings sampled were on]y on sites that. a]so possessed
- log buildings, and had dates confirmed on then. They were included
only to show that a minor port1on of the original buildings of
the "Finns" were built from frame. .

>
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5% chicken coops, 3%vb1acksmith shops and 8% miscellaneous structures
(gqrages, pig barns, goat sheds, granaries,“storége sheds, root cellars,
a lodge, a ;amp, a school house, and a éooperative store). Gon§}ruction' )
dates ‘of the Bui]dings kgnged from 1877 to the 1950'53 but 71% wé}e built
between 1910 and 1939. | R |

Log materials were m0§t1y jack pine (44%) but poplar was also‘used
frequent]y (22%), fo]]owéd by spruce (13%), balsam fir (9%), cedar (7%),
. white pine (3%), and tamarack (2%). %eam‘styles (see Figure 10) were
" ‘dominated by the occufrence ofﬂlogs f1atfenéd on two sides, and grooved ‘
or “§addie hewn" on the bottom (71%3. Other styles included/fhe basic

-round log (14%), logs flattened on two sides-only (7%), squared logs,

usually sawn (6%), and rqypd/Xoﬁé/W1thﬁthevbottom saddle grooved (2%).
" Nearly all 1ggs/wéf6/ae4bafkéd to a certain extent. Beam diameters ranged
/;frdm/iﬁ/(io.l cm) to 14" (35.5 cm), but were most commonly 5" (12.7 cm)

x 8" (20.3 cm) on the hewn 1095.49

Corner styles of log constructions were nearly half "full-dovetail”

'

‘joints cut flush to the wa11'(49%), often with corner boards covering the
. . PR Y .

<

' joipting sections (see*Figures 16 & 17). The‘"lock" joint was also common
(27%) with beams trimmgd aBout 5" (12.7 cm) past the cut corner. The |
‘"saddle notch" occurred on 10% of the bui1djngs, the "half-dovetail" 5%,
the "butt" joint 4%; the "A-V" joint 2%, and 2 few instances with the "i&p",

"Tapped", “1azy—man", and "square.notched" corners.

49. The Impe?ia] system of measurement will be used first here, for
~ structural materials and timber, as it is commonly accepted
internationally. ‘ :
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v %in1d1ngs had, between the tiers of logs, some form of caulking
chgpkﬁng” Most commonly this was sphagnum moss (47%),jbut rags, °
particularly burlap, were also used (27%), as well as cement“(S%) wooden

slats (4%), and trace occurrences of oakum, rope, mud and manure. Deliberate

: 9
gaps‘of 2" (5 cm) ~ 4" (10.1 cm) Were left betwe%n each tier on 31

@

bu11d1ngs, mostly hay barns for: vent11at10n

@

'. Wall alignment was often secured and reinforced by variouscmethods ©
Most common was the use of wooden pins (1 1/2" [3.8 cm] - 2" [5 cm] in

d1ameter) dr111ed through-a feW tiers of beams at regular intervals, and

around w1ndow or.door frames._,Another 1nterest1ng means was the use of

“reinforcing posts", found on 16 buildings, which were verticle beams .
bolted through the well, acting“as braces (see Figure 13). .A third
method involved na111ng the corner Jo1nts to prevent slippage, and was 5
found on 20 of the bu11d1ngs

, Exterior'wa11s wereWmost commonly bare {75%), but other finighes

' 1nc1uded sh1p1ap (6%), 0il stain (5%), rough board (4%), and trace occurrences

of "rockface" or 1nsu1 br1ck (sheet aspha]t 1mpregnated w1th coIoured rock

chips), "red wash" sta1n, pa1nt tarpaper and p]aster Trim around doors

R \‘.

" . and w1ndows, as we]] as corner boards was often painted on such bu11d1ngs

as houses and saqnas Interxor wa]]s were usually a]so 1eft bare (81%)

_‘ﬁ but many’ houses were pépered painted or paneled 1ns1de "Root ce]lars

'(the separate bu11d1ngs for that purpose) were e1ther rock or concrete llned

*"One house was even 11ned w1th sa11 canvas.

BN
<
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" Roof types were predom1nanfﬂy gab]e (86%) (see F1gure 18), some of

wh1ch were complex w1th - shapes, dormers and the 11ke Gambrel style

c0mposed 10% of the bu11d1ngs mestly in instances of 1arger barns The

4

“‘any’klnd

\

;lreswdua] 4’ were shed sty]es, h1p, pyram1da1 and arch roofs. Roof framlng

varied greatly, bEIHQ e1ther frame or pale construct1on and w1th or w1thout

purlins.’ Sheetlng materlals were usua]ly 1™ (2. S\cm) X 6" (15. 2 cm) rough C

' vcut lumber or ‘slabs, a]though d1mens1ons ranged fromxl" (2 5 ¢m) x 3"

(7 6 cm) to 1" (2.5 cm) x 12" 630 4 em). Su icial robf1ng materlals had
a 45% occurrence of wooden shakes, 15% sh1ng1es (tar based), 15% meta]

sheet1ng, 8” tarpaper, 2% board and 1” pole and b1rch _bark cover1ng

»‘bu11d1ngs Two of the materﬁa{g& however sh1ng]es and‘metal sheet1ng, were

.
1ater‘add]t1ons or repIaCements for the orlglnal surfac1dg
. /

~rk

A}though,d}out ha]f of the bu11d‘“"s'aere SO badly sunken that the

foundat1ons ‘could not be examined those ‘which couId 1nc1uded 42% w1th
Ia

rock foundat1ons, 285 with vertxca1 post (usua]ly cedar), 16% w1th concrete

(a later renovatzon feature), and ]3% w1th,hor1zonta1 1ogs or wood. b1ocks.>.'

,Many of the Structures howemer, seemed comp]etely wlth0ut foundations of
a

' e\ '\
§u11d1ng s1ze varIed\gEEord1ng to funct1on and will be:described

‘ Iater in’ greater detaII however, walls™ were general]y determlned'by the

30 (9 1 m) log length produced by the average tree The ,numT)er o‘F rooms . -

also var1ed most structures, however. cons1sted of one or tﬁo rooms,_v
' separated 1f need be by Iog walls t1ed lnto the s1de wa11 Bu11d1ngs

. were most]y ‘one’ story (74%), but many were l 1/2 (16»), and some wege

NS



© are present]y in what is cons1dered ~good cond1t1on '”‘V;“ ¥

o 68 g
/'. ) @ - ‘

two story (10%). Some of the barns were of great height (over 25' [7.6' m]),
- . R . - B Y
yet still had no more than two activity levels One ahd one-half story

;bu11d1ngs were defined as having two act1v1ty Jevels above ground, but

nly hav1ng a partia] vert1ca1 s1dewa]1 on tﬂe upper floor. Many of the

e story buildings did have some attic or loft space, but w1th no s1dewa11

K‘p

wers acce551b]e on]y from small outs1de doors, and were of limited use !

| (usua]]y storage) A 11m1ted number of houses had detectab]e full basements

~ (6) and some had root ce]]ars under the f]oor (10), butfthese figures are

conservat1ve .because of ]1m1ted 1nterna1 access and lack of v1s1b111ty

- While 83% of the bui]dings were considered to haVe displayed fair

or1g1na1 workmansh1p (see Table A29, appendix for va]ue Judgement gu1de11nes),

1S

. 57% of the structures are still in fa1r cond1t1on On]y 8% of the bu11d1ngs

. o
E R
Yoo . : | B
: -\ . ‘gf*‘ ‘ f{," R
. hed 5

dj-,@ : tV?“ ¢

-t

. " W]th regard to bu11d1ng use, on]y 23% of the structures are st111

‘ be1ng used for the or1g1na] function. Thus 77% have changed funct1on at

1east once (abandonment is cons1dered a change in funct1on), and approxumate]y

”14% ha(e changed funct1on at least tw1ce Nearly ha]f (48%) of the bu11d1ngs

samp]ed were abandoned
: . B N
In remov1ng the 15% of the survey.wh1ch was not conf1rmed F1nn1sh,

[ ,., ,",ﬁ,

T s first usegul' to’ %qp!ge theéon!:rh Knon F1nn) towm;’hw blocks of ¥

‘0 Connor and G1111es These areas. whﬁch were settled predom1nant1y by

Br1t1sh (see Tab]e 8\) had township populations rough]y/sumllar to thd
F1nn1sh blocks durlng the perlod of the 1920'5 and- 1930 S, and yet the

present 1nc1dence of log structures there is marked1y ]ess Conslder1ng

%.
. /A o “
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that these non F1nn townsh1ps were sett]ed f1rst, it would seenm loglcal

to assume that more log structures wou]d be ewgdent there, than 1n later
F1nnlsh areas. However, through both 1nterv1ews and field 1nspect1ons, it
became c]ear that many of the non- F1nn1sh sett]ers, particularly the British,

often built w1th frame even 1n1t1a]1y Moreover those ]og structures

wh1ch had been built by these people were genera]]y not of a lasting

qua]1ty or had been ‘torn down and rep]aced

- The non-Finnish e]ements found in the survey accounted for a]] the (

1ncnggnces of ‘the "half- dovetail® corner1ng, the majority of the cement

\ar

ch1nk1ng, the p]aster exter1ors, and the 1nstances of the use of mass1ve
logs- (over 12" [30. 4 cm] in d1ameter) W1th the,except1on of one Dutch

- s1te, the workmansh1p and quality of the F1nn1sh style was not matched

N

on the non F1nn1sh sites.

K?Ihe Sauna_

N
NP . i -
. -

Usua]]y the f1rst structure bu1]t on the new farmstead by the Finns -

<, .
Ve s

. .
/ E

Was the sauna. In its finst years, h1s bu11d1ng oftéh acted as a.

/

temporary house,50 as the sett]er had to: concern h1mse1f more wvth the ,
- pi

deve]opment of a 11ve11hpod than w1th construct1on of a more 1ntr1cate
dwelling. Later however, the structure became devoted to its main de51gn

purpose as a steam bath house Two types of saunas were ﬁound; the
. ,"‘\"‘ ¢ ' o - \\v'|

‘\+\>5Q; This is contrary to Matti. Kaups* f1nd1ngs of the F1nns in’ the U S,
o, See~Kaups, M., "A Finnish Savusauna in M1nnesota » Minnesota Hlstory,h .-
° . Vol! 45, ’No 1, Spr1ng 1976 p 20 - : N
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traditional savusauna (smoke sauna) and the updated more common style.

in the'savusauna a fire was built in a chimneyless stove (kiuas)
constructed from;mortarless field stone, which was pos1t1oned an the

. corner of the steam room (see F1gure 20) - After heating for two to
three hours, so as to reach the praper ranges (from 65° C [149 F] to as
h1gh as 121 C [250°F]), a vent would be opened in the rear wa]l to release
the th1ck smoke build-up and water would be thrown on the fare and rocks.
. Finally after a short period of "r1pen1ng", when the,air'was allowed to g?ear
~ and dry, the bath was ready for use. The more common version employed a .

.meta] or brick stove w1th ch1mney, which’ was readied in much the same way,

except with 1ess preparat1on time requ1red and a lack of smoky smel]s

Bu11d1ng form was ba51ca11y the same for the two types of saunas and

in some cases ¢ rsions were made of the traditional fac111ty to the more

updated vers1on, w1th tove replacement The d1mens1ons were typ1ca11y

'8',(2.4 m) x 16" (4.9'm), which. was usuallx equally d1v1ded 1nto two..,

rooms, (a §team room and a Smaller one=room structures,

8.
however, were also common

~a frame change reom. which was. a Tater’ add1t1on

These bui]dingstuére 1nvar1ab1y one story in he1ght but w1th a smal]
attic space somet1mes used for storage, and usua]ly conta1n1ng a th1ck hgi
. layer o; dirt or sawdust over the steam room ce111ng for 1nsu1at1on ourposes
‘The typ1ca1 form also 1nc1uded'one outs1de door one or two small windows, .

and a chamney and/or vent hole Some aux111ary uses»for the/sauna'fOUﬂdij

: : i} . T A,
‘ ) “y . - N
2 Y . , . - R
- - .

< T
4
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in the survey included summer kitchen, maternity room, laundry, grain

3

e
Lo

drying, and even smoke-curing.

The saunamwasvzandfsti]f is) truly one of the more essential features

of every Finn?Sh farmstead, and also was unique as a cultural indicator.>!

B

Housing Form~ . - ' .

Although the basic construction techniques of‘most of these early
Finnish dwellings were the same, variance did occur in both size and
intricacy. Houses ranged from simpJe 8" (2.4 m) x 12 (3 6 m) bachelor

accommodations to two story 30 (9.1 m) X 30' multi- roomed structures

Typ1ca11y, however, structures were about 16' (4.9 m) X 20 (6 1 m) one |

‘story w1th loft" -to-one :and one- ha]f story bu11d1n wtth gable roof,

one or two doors, four to six windows and perhaps-a small frame porch

.”sualﬂy the f1rst f]oor was divided into two rooms by a log

wa]l t1edﬁ1nto the oubs1de w&{}s, and the upper floor or 1oft was e1ther Ve
&

left open or a]so divided 1n@two ‘ﬁgxter1ors aga1n were- genera]]y bare - a

1og, but 1nter1ors were usua]]y covered w1th paperégpa1nt, board or

)

comb1nat1ons thereof As w1th those of - the sag&a fTbors wereg&yp1cal]y

partially hewn beams, covered w1th one or twq 1ayers of boards ?loors %

‘on hous Tng, however, were often supp ted 1ndependent of the wa]ls to R

avo1d d1stort1on from sett11ng On‘y_a few houses had full basements; y

5T. More deta1] on the sauna w1]1 e presented in Chapter Six. Also for
- ‘additiohal information see MatPer, C., and Kaups, M., "The.Finnish
 Sauna: A Cultura} Index to Set 1ement" Annals A A G., Vol. 53, e
No 4, Dec 1963, qp»‘494 504 : o
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——Jé;————~—EEE~ET311\i?Ot cellars, access1b1e through a trapdoor in the f]oor were

fa1r1y common\\\\
v \\—.\__ o , ] / '
' One feature found"in‘hearJy every house sampted was a red brick
PR & . ) | \\\ -
chimney mounted on a wall about SLfYT\S\m) above the f]oor 1eVe1, supported

\

either by tie-ins to the wa]] or large boards WhICh extended to ‘the floor

- (see F1gures 20 & 55) Th1s is in contrast to extend1ng the ch1mney 1tse1f ﬁﬁp
to the ground level and incorporating it. into the foundat1on as. found -
in most contemporarybconstruct1on practices. B

~Another notable feature was t@? frequent lack of 1nterna1 ‘access to the

' 1oft on one story bu11d1ngs and even the upper floor on some .one and one- han

storled houses. The outside 1adder to a small door °pe"‘“°%ﬂnd“’“

des1gnated the upper béﬁroom -

>

:
4 . - i
o (o d A C

. - ,

~

Barns and Animal Buildings

'Composing sggght1y'over a quarb }the\buildings §amo}ed, cow
- tit 4 A e

'ccurred in two bas1c forms. The one type, which will be referred o

to as”the "cow parlor" fgrm, cons1sted genera11y df one room broken up
: w1th severa] animal stalls- (most]y for da1ry cat compr1snﬁ§ paqﬁ or
aJ] of the ground level of a 1arge two story "comb1nat1on" barfi. Wh11e the

parlor 1tse1f was made of Tog (largely for reasons of 1nsu1atr0n) the rest |

S

i 'm

of the structure wh1ch was used for hay and some equ1pment ‘storage, had

. Ta light board exterior over a hewn beam skeleton frame (see~F1gure 30).

PO . o "l-.u- 'b% R . e Ny
cooe . . . ) . . .

-

-8



D1mens1ons of the log sect1on ranged from ]2 (3.6 m) x 16‘ (4.9 m) to
. 25 (7.6 m) x 35' (10.7 m), but most common]y averaged about 18' (5.5 m) .

x 24' (7.3 m). The other sty]e of cow harn was sma]ler, usua]ly 14 (4 3m
- x 18" (5.5 m), one story w1th a small hay 1oft These were often the ',

" earlier’structures, with® ~'st a few stalls, wh1ch frequent]y were later

converted 1nto ca]f barns, as rger comb1nat1on barn was bu1]t

The log hay barns were-ohe of the.most distﬁnct of all thettjpés'of
geeme_i;buildings noted:\ Invariably, they were round log strucﬁﬂres gusually
_,popiar) with'deliberate gaps of Z:h(S cm) - 4f_(10o2 cm) 1eft_for ventilation?;
."'and corners joineéd usually in a quickly made "saddle notch". Sizes of
- these buildings ranged from about912' (3 6.m) x 16 (4.9 m). to 18' (5.§ m)
x 40" (]2 1 m); averaging about 18' 05 5 m) x 24' (7.3 m). Peak height :
var1ed a]so from 9 (2 7 m) to 30' (9 1 m) but these barns always c0n51sted

of one 1arge open room 1n51de, w1th no form of. 1of§% mﬂ1ndows in f

bu11drg€®%were ‘non- ex1stant and doors con51sted of ﬁpe or two

where hay loads could eas11y be transferred and perhaps&the wagon stored

Also a un1que pract1ce of’ the area's Finns was the use of outward slanted o
. or cantu]evered wal]s onﬁhay barns The reason»for this feature;,u; probab]y
o A
because of added dra1nage and ease" ofxunload1ng wh11e on]y a few -u11d1ngs

/ . ,"5’

w1th the cantlleVer ocgurred ]n the ‘sample, severa] peop]e 1nterv1ewed

' sa1d that they were once common through the F1nn1sh areas. | It ‘is T1ke1y
that the slant des1gn and rougher construct1on produced a less stab]dﬁ@
structure, and few have lasted to the present The 1ater large comb1n;tion
barns also d1d<away with the need for these structures | A

-
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"5’%@? Ch1cken coops were also.fairly distinctive, character1zed by a 1ong
narrow bu1]d1ng (averag1ng approx1mate]y 12 [3. 6 m] x 20! [6 1 m]), with a
bank of Tlarge south -facing w1ndows and often a br1ck ch1mney for heating .
purposes ~ The 1ns1de was Tined with nest boxes, and a fewasmall ho]es

‘were placed near the floor level in the walls which aTlowed the chickens
e

" access to an outs1de pe/,_,__/—-f*""'”-‘i .

[

PSS

* Other animal bu11d1ngs were less distinctive qﬁ\iorm.,either resembling
the sma]]er cow barn or appear1ng l1ike a storage shed.. Often the sheds used °
for goats or p1gs ‘were s1mp1e small add1t1ons to the s1de or rear wall of
the main barn, a]most resemb11ng a 1&ean to" style’ (see Figure 69).
'lMany of these smaller an1ma] shelters had vent holes in the wall or small
f‘board ch1mneys for vent11at1on, and some of the larger barns had cupo?as

on the roof rxage

Other Buildings

P

E]even b]acksm1th shops were found in the samp]e, although most were '
des1gned on]y to serve the 1mmed1ate needs of the farm, rather’than being
of a commerc1a1 scale Norma1ly these were sauna- s1zed structures, and
in a few cases were 11ke]y at one time to have been Saunas. - They usualTy
had one door, one or two windows , a chimney (usu@]]y a large round meta]

“one) and perhaps a board vent. These were also usually one- roomed ‘
m' cbuﬂdmgs with a hand powered forge 1n one corner connected to a br1ck oven
or metaf ‘stove (often placed on a concrete pad), and,wa]]s 11ned with =

rough too]s and/or horse shoes..

&i;?
K
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\
; .
/
Garages built from logs were also found in the survey, a}though‘clearly -,
these were later structures or were converted from bu11d1ngs of other
or1g1na] funct1on Norma11y these were about 12' (3.6 m) x 16 (4 9 MO

o

with a bay and a small window. Storage sheds were likewise fa1r1y plain

" structures, often quite small.

Two root ce]]ars which were independent of houses and .involved 1ogs,
were found in the samp]e As stated previously, one was rock-lined, the

other concrete-]ined and both were partial dugouts. Several other sightings

. were also made of non-1og- cellars, although most were merely remnants,

" Country (to be d1s¥;“

examplified hy;a,ho{e,in a bank Tined with rock. )

(]

]

Wh11e most<of*the granarwes resemb]ed the normal storage sheds, one ;b
large structure q@gﬁfound wh1ch was d1v1ded 1nto a gra1n drylng room. (with
GhMﬂnQyTESSMStOVQ) and .a gh!1n thresh1ng room w1th ra1sed threshing floor.

S

This unique buildig

3 styled after the trad1t1ona1 r11h1 barns of the Old
ed in Chapter S1x) was belleved by its F1nn1sh 4
builder to produce 3*b tter tast1ng gra1n and flour than that which had

been processed thro’@h comb1ne

a schoo]house, al dge, p and a co-0p bu1ld1ng " While edch provided

The rema1§:n;izypes/ u11d1ngs. of which- there was one each, included _
» cam "

‘ ma%mmghts 1nto the soc1a‘l hnks of the early F1nmsh commumt1es, on]y

br1ef comments w111 be- made hEre The schoo]house, Lybster SchooFﬁNo 3,

" was a: 20‘ (6 1 mx 24’ (7 3 m) one story, Teg structure, built 1n 1919.

At one t1me 1nstruct1on was 1n the Finn1sh language 1n th1s school This.

i
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’bui1dihg'which had been in actiVe use until the early 1960's, at the time"
- of the survey was in the'process of being turnedvinto a garage.,f/"
v | ;//.

The lodge currently on Hazelwood Lake (originally Qn/Black Sturgeon .
Lake), was a later struEture built in 1941 by Finnieh/earpenters of the
Great Lakes Pu]p'& Paper Company. This huge hyﬁﬁg}ng (approximately 40
(12.2m) x 40', 1 1/2 'stories) was cdnstrucfee from pine logs left round,
but "saddle- grooved"'and was perhaps/;he most ostentat1ous of all. structures
noted. The camp, built on.the e/pfe of the Kaministikwia R1ver, was a sma]]
p1a1n strﬁgture, but 111ust§§ted that even at ear]y dates the F1nns of the
. area were fend of nature rétreats or cottages. Perhaps the most interesting
~of all structures in the survey was the'co-op.‘béuilt in'1909, the huée 18"
(5.5 m) x'4§"(13.7‘m)‘two story log structure served as the hub of the
0vi]1age of Nolalu. Not only were goods made availabie to the local community
through it, mény of-the area's commodiéiés were chenne1ed and marketed by
ity to the cities}oherrt William anvahrt Ahthur. Thi§ building, while
.'current1xtvacant, still stands ?n excellent condition and while ship1ap'ﬁ

covers the exterior, the stained']dg:wails are still visible on the inside.

4

\

Ot er bu11d1ngs such as the churches and meeting halls of the F1nns
were not included in this part of the survey, because -they were al; frame
“‘structures‘and were not part1cu1ar1y arch1tectura11y djst1nct. The(spc1o-
economic implications of these inéfitutiqns will, howevef, be discussed in

detail in Chapter Five. = o .

v .

-
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-Construction Factors

¥

The five basic elements involved in construction are planning, materials,

tools, manpower, and time. Planning for all of these buildings was non-

professional, but only in the sense that accred1ted architects mere not

uSed. Many of these men were, however master carpenters in their own r%ght
Mater1als were near]y all local; usually the timber and rock were taken
d1rect1y of f the farm on which the structures were bu11t Brick for the

ch1mneys came from the Tocal br1ckyard at Rosslyn V11Tage Shakes for the

roof were e1ther split by hand, taken off an 1mprov1sed m111 run by a group

of farmers (usua]]y 1ncorporat1ng a rec1procat1ng bTade powered by horse,
waterwhee], or a few men), or purchased from a small 1oca] sawmill (of

which there were many) Only trim items such as walTpaper, pannt, g1ass,‘

-.and certain furn1sh1ngs (such -as- agpox stove) were 1mported from other

| 4PToo1s.for tHe construction of these initial buildings usually ‘included .
a broad axe, a regu]ar axe, a cross-cut Saw, an auger (usua1‘cm]), )

a ch1se1, a b]acksm1th s hammer, a log scr1ber gggra), and perhaps a '
drawknife or peellng spud (for reva1ng bark) Even some of these too]s .

were hand- forged locally.

Manpower varied greatly, ranging from an ?ndividualrbuilder'tola‘; T

"building bee" construction crew consisting of many'neighbdrs and friends.

g/Agcordineg) the time element fnvoived in erection varied from a few'days

to a couple of pear;?\ Seasonality'was pf Tittle impbrtance in the first

<

i
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In sum, then, the survey has revealed certain distinctive featunés.of
the initial folk architecture of the Finnish settlers in this part of
Northern Ontario. 0r1g1na1 bu11d1ngs were constructed almost ent1re1y
us1ng a charaﬂ}er1st1c, highly ref1ned 1og construct10n style Beams were.
normally f]attened on two s1des and groovgd or "saddle hewn" on the
bottom Corner styles were prgdominantly "fu]T doveta11" or "1ock
notched“ joints. Due to the tight fit of the 1ogs; the need for ch1nking
was usually kept to a minimum but whan necessary; employed either sbhagnUm
mosS or rags. Beams were normally re1nforced w1th wooden pegs,. connect1ng
tiers at regular 1nterva1s and instances of both nailing and bolted

“:re1nforc1ng posts were a]so found,

Exterior walls were néar]y;a1ways"4eft bare a1tﬁough-painted trim
was common. Interior walls were 11kew1se bare, except in houses, wh1ch were

usué]ly papered-or boarded. Roofs were predom1nant1y gable, W1th ‘mixed"

<

framing styles, 1" x 6" (2.5 cm x 15.2 cm) rough- cut sheeting, and wooden

- -

“shakes for roof1ng . Foundat1ons wére at times 1ack1ng, but when nresent
. ﬂ - ee!
consisted commonly of rock or vert1ca1 posts. B

The two n:;:\d1st1nct1ve arch1teciura] bu11d1ng forms on the F1nn1sh

farmstead wero‘the sauna and the hay barn The sauna, unique to the Finn1sh

. farms of the area, had a very. standard des1gn (8"x 16" [2 4 mx 4. 9 m],

4
L]
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" two roomed facility with one external door and one or two small windows),
W
S%”» butmcame in two sty1es, smoke sauna and common (depend1ng on the type of

BEN A
ho

stove used). Usually the sauna was tﬁe first-structure on the farmstead and
served as a temporary house. The hay barn was the exception to the general

construct1on sty]e, invariably hav1ng rounded 1ogs with wide gaps between,

and occasionally sl1ght1y cant11evered walls,

The dwelling houses varied in form somewhat, but were normally about
16' (4.9 m) x 20" (6.1 m), one to one and one-half story buildings, with
‘ gable roof, two to four rooms, énd perhaps a small porch. Other common

/ features included a wall-mounted red-brick chimney, external access to the

& ‘:;:;“‘.

W

/. loft, and a small root cellar dug under the dwelling floor. - . —~
. ‘; B N Sat .
The main an1ma1 barn was  the 1argest structure on the farm, averag1ng
18'v(5.5 m) x 24" (7.3 m), w1th the Tower cow parlor bu11t of logs and
the top hay loft area constructed of frame. Th1s barn was usually multi-
purposed, serving a{ she.ter for a varlety of animals as we]] as providing
T storage for feed and equ1pment vSma11er animal shelters were less
:”d1st1nct1ve, w1th the except1on of 'the chicken coops, wh1ch character1st1ca11y

were 1ong narrow bu11d1ngs (averag1ng 12" [3.6 m] x- 20 [6.1 m]) with 1arge

P

‘ banks of south fac1ng w1ndows

Otﬁer budeings“in the areé%anJuded severa]vbﬂacksmith-shOps;‘garages, .
root cei]ars, grenaQ;es,'i"traditionél threshfng barn; a schoo1house,.1odge,
camp and cooperative store .While their construction sty]e was character1st1c,
often. the1r general form was not part1Cu1ar1y unusual 1n comparlson w1th

s1m1]ar structures erected by non-Finnish. sett]ers _

R
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This early Finnish architébture displays great hdrmony with its
Jatural surrodndinqs because of an unpretentious nature, ref]ec;edvinf
clean desfgn<and maximum use ‘of 10@31 materials& It has proved itsé]f
among the most functional and soﬁnd of aflwaﬁtﬁe“initial constructions

in the entire region. : .
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) , ‘Figure 13

~

HALF-DOVETAIL CORNER ON AN EARLY ENGLISH.HOUSE.

. | ~ NOTE THE WIDE
GAPS WITH MUD CHINKING BETWEEN LARGE WHITE P

NE' LOGS - (KNIFE FOR SCALE).
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Figure 14

LOCK JOINT CORNERING ON A FINNISH-BUILT STRUCTURE-

NOTE POLE RAFTERS AND SHEETING.

85
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Figdre 15
. , 4
SADDLE-HEWN BEAMS ON A WALL OF A FINNISH HOUSE
. , o B

LR
=
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Figure 16

cO

RNER BOARDS COVERfNGaA FULL-DOVETAIL JOINT ON WALL OF FINNISH HOUSE

" . - 'Figuré 17

COW BARN AND HORSE BARN IN GORHAM TOWNSHIP. NOTE DOVETAILING
UNDER CORNER BOARDS OF FAR BUILDING. TAKEN 1977. -



Figure 18

GABLE ,END ON FIMNISH STRUCTURE SHOWING POLE PURLINS, ROUGH CUT :
LUMBER SHEETING, SHAKES, AND AXE MC\RKS ON BEAMS

% S £

Figure 19 ~ < :

3 ‘
TRADITIONAL POLE ROOF STYLE.. WARE TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977

o
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Fiqure 21

SAUNA WITH "RED-WASHED" EXTERIOR, GORHAM TOWNSHIP
TAKEN 1977. NOTE THE BRICK CHIMNEY.

" Figure 22.
SAUNA WITH LOG STEAMROOM AND FRAME CHANGEROOM.
GABLE END AND LACK OF CHIMNEY (SMOKE SAUNA}, LYBSTER TOWNSHIP,

NOTE SMGKE VENT UNDER ‘
TAKEN 1977.

©
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Figure 24
FINNISH LOG HOUSE, LYBSTER TOWNSHIP, TAKEN 1977

r’—\

Figure 25

FINNISH LOG HOUSE, BUILT APPROXIMATELY 1930, LYBSTER TOWNSHIP, TAKEN 1977.
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Figure 26

EARLY PHOTO OF FINNISH HOME IN GORHAM TOWNSHIP
(From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Society)
\

Figure 27

EARLY PHOTO OF A'KIVIKOSI"HOME, GORHAM-MCINTYRE TOWNSHIP AREA
(From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Seciety,
. Donor - Luhtala)

O



Figure 28

EARLY- PHOTO OF A .WEDDING PARTY IN FRONT OF A LARGE LOG HOUSE -NEAR
’ NOLALU IN LYBSTER TOWNSHIP .
(From Co]]ect1on of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian H1stor1Ca1 Soc1ety,‘
. Donor - Maki)

Figure 29

IN CONTRAST, A MEAGRE PIONEER HDME\NEAR SILVER MOUNTAIN
o \LYBSTER-STRANGE { TONNSHTP AREA

L(From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Soc1ety,
Donor - N1em1)‘

A
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F1gure 32

LOG "COW PARLOR" IN COMBINATION BARN IN GILLIES TOWNSHIP
WITH ITS FINNISH-CANADIAN BUILDER TAKEN 1977..

Figure. 33 :

COMBINATION BARN IN WA 7 SHIP NITH "RED-WASH" ON NALLS & WHITE

R BOARDS

C;\ N
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~ Figure 34

©_ STABLE IN LYBSTER TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977. -

Figure 35

FINNISH HAY BARN IN LYBSTER TOWNSHIP. NOTE GAPPED ROUND LOGS
ON SLIGHTLY CANTILEVERED WALLS. TAKEN 1977.
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S
- Figur‘? 3/6‘.”"\5;\
P \/ ! T ’
ROOT CELLAR DUG INTO-BANK IN CpNMEﬁ/TOWNSHIP,ﬁ TAKEN 1977.

Figure 37

STORAGE SHED ON FINNISH SITE IN LYBSTER JOWNSHIP. TAKEN'1977.

C
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Figure 38 B
HAZELWOQD LAKE- LODGE, BUILT LARGELY BY,FINNISH CARPENTERS OF THE

GREAT LAKES PULP AND PAPER ‘COMPANY IN. 1947, MOVED FROM BLACK
. STURGEON LAKE. TAKEN 1977. .

Figure 39

. f

_ %ARN RAISING ON'A FINNISH FARM IN PEARSON TOWNSHIP® ABOUT 1920 -
» (From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Society,
. - Donor - Jv Lankinen) - '



' andl1essgp1anned than might have been expected.
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CHAPTER FIVE '
SITE AND SETTLEMENT PATTERNS *  °

Spatial Aspects.and Variance | -

To the geographer, evaTuations of settlements a¥so have to be approached.
on a series of scales. The d1fferent level$ of re1§vant space here (the

bu11d1ng site, _the farmstead, the farm, the local commun1ty, and genera]

reg1ona1 rura];sett1ement pattern) however, each d1sp1ayed wide d1vers1t1es;
This was only to be expected with such a lack of homogene1ty in the land

and to a degree the people. The Canad1an Shield is far from uniform in

=

the dé%@ils of its 1ahdscape feature.52 Moreover the Finns were not

53

comp]eteﬁ%ya unified whole contrahf‘to common belief. Beyond this,

the origigé]‘settlement of the area was in cértaiﬁ’respects Tess systematic

N

Despite these divergent e1éments, however, certain broad trends and -

¢

-patterns did occur. An underlyipg theme of funé%iona]ism versus aesthetics -

in placement, can be detectéd here. Although'difficult to documeni, and

still secondary, appreciation of scenic beauty did seem to play an unusually

3

52. For further information see Robinson, J.L. Resource; of the Canadian
Shield. (Toronto: Methuen Pub., 1969) '

53. See Kaups, M., "Patterns of Finnish Settlement in the Lake Superior

Region", Michigan Academician, No. 3,.Winter 1971, p. 89.

~ 101
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large part in the spatial aspects of Finnish settlement in the ayea. In
examining the various scales, both the natural physical attributes and the

man-imposed variables of each should be considered.
é_\

Building site topography varied,-but'was usually fairly flat and at

The Building Sites

an intermediate elevation op the farm. Exceptions to this were those for such
buildings as saunas, which occurred occasionally at.]eWer Tevels to take
advantage.of available uater courses, and hillside houses or barns. Houses |
were often,bu%lt on the side of a bahk to ease construction of a roet cellar
or partial basement (see Figure 41). Barns likewise frequently had a

Tower level for an1ma1s, but made use of the elevation differential for easy
“unloading of hay and other feeds from the upper storage area (see Figure 33).
Separate root cellars throughout the area were 1nvar1ab1y part1a11y dug into

the side of a bank, mainly for reasons of insuldtion. »
. . /“ .~ )

water or1entat1on, even at this micro-scale was quite strong for certain
structures Aga1n saunas, which requ1red large amounts of water for
steam1ng and rinsing, were often s1tuated directly on the lakeshore when _
available. Most often, however, they were w1th1n cTose proximity (c. 10 m
[30']) of a minor field drainage course. Some wash houses (for 1aundry)
and miTk;coo1ing sheds (structures c]ass1f1ed as sheds in the survey) were
.;150 noted place directly over a minor drainage rill. The 1odge and

cottage were also built directly on the Take and river shore for obvious

.-reasons of scenery and recreational opportunities. .0

SaN
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1

The placement of the building on the site was largely dictated by
functional considerations, but'alsc at 1ea§t partiafiy,determined by site
aesthetics. Of the 362 buildings sampled in thefsurvey, 34%Dfaced in'the
general direction of soﬁth, 32% faced east, 22% west (facing), and 12% north
(facing). Thg natural climatic factors involved were the disadvantages of
facing either the preva]eht Weéﬁerlies or the\0ccasiona1 éo]d North winds
of winter, as contrasted-gith the advéntages of southern exposure with its
maximum radiation effects. However, the majority of the buildings seemed
" to be 1q1d outAin‘a symmetricalqpatxérn (eg., roof ridges rupning either
north-south or east-west) co?responding general]yawiih the road network
(also Basedlon "true" directions). It is“debqtabie whether symmetry in
this case, on a somewhazgvariaﬁ1e landscape, is functional or aesthetic, but
probably there were elements®of each. In those instances where bui?diﬁgs
were not positioned "true" (eg. N.N.W.), it'appeare; as though some were
randomly placed and mahy others were made to fit work patterns (fitting
the budejng poé%tion to traffic flow). Nevertheleés,ﬁin several instances,

o~ .

- houses were positioned so as to maximize the appeal of the view with no

particular regard for practiéa]ity (see Figure 43).

. While view orientation is not unusual in later more Tuxurious
dwellings, it is significant in these initidl or "eparly" housing forms.
¢ ’ ,
Thus appreciation of the beauty of a rock face or of an expanse of

valley was an important consideration in positioning houses for the

P ~
.
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Finnish settier from the beginning.S4

The Farmstead, Field and Forest

The farmstead is ba;ically»an agg]oméfation of the man-made features
on the building site.‘wNormally chosen was a fairly level area approximately
2 acres (0.8 hectares) to 3 acres (1.2 hectares) in size, and again at an‘
intermediate elevation on the farm. Oftén the farmstead'was at least
partially bordered by tﬁe forest, ‘a rocky knoll, or a drop to a valley,
Orientation to surface water played some part, although dr1nk1ng water
was taken from wells. rhe magor determ1nant however, for farmstead
position, was access to ~some form of a road. 1In thg survey 83% of the
farmsteads sampled were road-oriented (w1th1n 100 meters [328 ft.]) of
_the road.55 Approximately 15% were basically centered in their Tandf

holding, and 2% were c]early_water—orfented.

With regard to theirelationship of a particular building to others,
two aspects must be considered; re1ati9g distance between buildings aﬁd
asso;iations of different building fypes. O0f the structures sampled 94%
were considered to be "clustered" or part of the "farmstead" (see Table 13)

<

The remgining 6% were well detachéd_from other budeings,‘main1y field

3

54, . It is noteworthy that the Finns did not have any cultural pred11ect1on
(religious or symbolic) for building orientation. This was not the -
case with many other cultural groups as descr1bed in Rapoport, A.
House Form and Culture. (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall,
Inc., 1969, pp. 74-78). ’ -

55. The percentage of road- or1ented farmsteads is somewhat high due to the
' nature of the survey. An estimated 10% to 15% of the farms in the
area could not be sampled due to restricted access. .
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TABLE NO. 14

FARMSTEAD POSITION

Farmstead'Position of Sites

106

Water
Road Oriented Number of
: Oriented Center of {often Sites per
Township ~(within 100 m) Landholding additionally) Township
Gorham 36/78 = 7/15 14/30 46
Ware 30/91 3/9 Coua 33
Lybster 33/73 12/27 . ‘ 4/9 : 45
0'Connor 9/90 1(%0 : - 10
Gillies 5/100 - 2/40 5
Pearson 20/83 4/17 ' 5/21 24
Conmee 17/89 2/11 s 7/3?, 19
Marks 8/100 - | 3/38 8
Total 158/83 29/15 » 42/22 190

KEY: Noted Occurrences o
////% of Occurrences

(
\

‘jn Tanship

ot .
]

Note: Some s1te&//ﬁrther off the road were not sampied
(access«&estr1ct1ons) )



hay barns designed to serve remote field areds .

From the house to main barn the charvacteristic distance was about
35 meters (114.8 £t.) and they were normally oriented with roof ridges
at similar or right anles. The sauna to house association was one of
the more vﬁridbie features of these Finnish farms, and again was probably
due to the need for some form of surface water for the sauna. Distances
between these buildings ranged from about 10 meters (32.8 ft.) to 150
meters (492.1 ft.), averaging approximately 50 meters (164 ft.). It
was not uncommon to find the sauna on the very edge J} the cleared farm-
~Stead area, probably for reasons such as privacy, natural landscape,
a more ready wood supply ahd the water feature. Other buildings were
usually situated near the main barn. Some roadside garages were seen,
but just asvoften they were positioned up the driveway betQéen the house

and the main barn.56

Placement of the bui1ding§-again was usually quite symmetrical on the‘
farmstead and-divided in half by the rough drive@ay (see Map 9). Of
the fiVe to eight buildings on the farmstead, nearly all were oriented
somewhat to the driveway for obvious reasons of access, with the exceptions
of some of the smaller animal sheds. These buildings were found positioned
ofthHe main barn, commonly beyond it and occasionally epclosed in a corral

‘area. Fencing was not particular1y"dist1nctivé in that it was norpally

) '

56. This tends to contradict a study's findings, in Michigan, Wisconsin
and Minnesota, in which roadside garages were considered a partial’
Finnish cultural indicator. See Mather, C., and M. Kaups, "The
Finnish Sauna: A Cultural Index to Settlement", op.cit., p. 507.
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barbed wire (three to.four strands on 6" [15.2 cm] sofwood posts
approximately twelve feet [3.7 m] apart). It is questionable, however,
whether any of this Was used originally, and ruins of various types of log
fencing were occasionally found.

-

The garden was also an integral part of the farmstead, uéua11y lTocated
off~td'one side of the house and away from the barn. The size of these
plots varied a‘gréat deal aﬁd original boundaries ﬁbre~1mpbssib1e to
delineate. Present gardens dh the Finnish farms ranged in size from
10 meters (32.8 Ft.) x 15 meters (49.2 ft.) td approximately 1 acre
(0.4 hectares)._ Usually they were quite well kept, particu]arTy among the
retired peopfe on many of the holdings. . Common produce grown inc]udéd
turnips, beets, cabbagef'onions, carrots, and potatoes.. Normally these

rectangular plots were aligned with the buildings and road.

_An interesting Tocational a;pect of the fafmstead was its relationship
to the field areas. Quite often the main fields were well removed from the
farmyard, connecfed only by a field road through the bush. In some case;
this situation occured of necessity (limited choice of developable sites),
but occaéionally this was due to aesﬁheticfSased p1acemént of the farm-

stead.

Field patterns in this”particu1ar area can best be characterized as
scattered, irregularly shaped patches, with relatively little of the total
farm area cleared. While it was impossible to determine all of the original

field boundaries, approximations based on present clearance, old fence lines,
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and tree stand patterns showed that 72% of the farms sampled had less than
30 ‘acres (12.1 hectares) cleared out of their 160 acre (64.8 hectares)

total. Field sizes ranged, ﬁowever; from non-existant to over 100 acres

(40.5 hectares).

Field topography varied, but was usually faﬁrTy level at the Tower
ézevations to rolling at the intermediate 1eve]s. The high elevations
rarely had enough soil to support good crops, aside from havipg too much._
slope and exposure. Likewisé, field shapes at the lower valley f]bors =
were slightly more symmetrical than the irregular fields of higher Tevels.
Fields basically Taid between the numerous areas of rock or of restricted
slope and sWamp. Sometimes forest also played a part as well, but for
somewhat cdntradictory reasons. Land was occasionally c]eared becahse it
e{fher possessed good stands of desirable treé species (primarily for timber

harvest, with field space a sgcondary result) or because thé area was eaéy

to reclaim (avoiding dense stands) for field space.

Drainage of the -fields was a1mo§tbexc1usivé1y natura]; with Tittle
attehpt even towards crude surface ditching. However, most land Sid'have
enough siope to drain fairly well despite this. The exception was the
flatter bottom land, on which sp}ing p]anfing would be delayed because of

wet conditions.

The field crops were mostly hay, some grains (oats, barley and wheét)
and patches of potatoes and turnips. Equipment was quite limited, usually.

small horse-drawn implements and a great deal of handwork was involved. -

4
/.
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A senior resident of G1111es townsh1p, Mr. W. 0jala, said that the first
trdetors d1d not beg1n to appear unti around 1928. Even in,the ;50'5
tractors, trucks and cars were few in number_among the settlers. The lack
of machinery helps to explain poth the lack of des%re for more cleared land,
and to an extent, the lack of clearing ability. The one advantage of having
the lighter horse-drawn equipment, however, was its agility and'adaptapi1jty

“the rugged terrain. Use of the horse permitted some areas to be worked

thal would have been impossible for the early bulky tractors.

The extensive_fonested'areas of these farms did not portray the
inhospitable‘wi]derness to the anns, that they did to many ofhers; Finnish-
,»settlers 1ntens1ve1y used and appreciated the woods for many purposes and
reasons.. Not only could they readily construct the1r bu11d1ngs from Togs.

‘off the1r own property, but seL11ng extra. timbey (part1cu1ar1y p1ne) provided
extra money in the beginning and in slack times when it was so badly needed
Aside from this, the forest supplied such things as firewood, wi]d]ife ‘habitat
for extra meat and fur, -windbreak for field and farmstead areas; rough |
'pasturdge for ‘domestic anima]s, and agajn desirable aesthetic qualities.
Nearly all Finnish holdings had logging trails that the original settlers
built and used %o the back limits of the propert1es _ Per%@ps only the

French Canad1ans and Scand1nav1ans could begin to match\tye Finns, as founding

ethnic groups, in their ut111zat1on of the woods.

The Farm Pattern

Crown surveys that employed "lots ‘and concessions" were used to divide

‘
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the Thunder Bay area. While theoretically township units were supposed to
have d;mensions of .6 miles (9.7 km) x 6 miles, actual sizes varied because
of fwo factors. First were the physical considerations of both the Lake
Superior coastline from which théx§urvey began, and thé occasional use of
major rivers as boundaries jn\the %nterior. Secondly, allowances were made
for settiements éstablished prior to survéyiné. Theréfore, a myriad of
shépes and sizes wefe Teft (see Map 11). Likewise, eacﬁ township's
subdivision could vary from its-ideél_of SixX concg;sions, extending
sequentially from south to north; with each &onCession subdivided into
~twelve Tots (see Map 12). These were further’subdivided‘into”a north

and south half for each Tot. The ultimate result was supposed to bé a e
township consisting of 144 - 160 acres (65 hectares) parcels with dimensions
of one-half mile (0.8 km)}x one-half mile each. . An example of the variation,
however, -can be seeﬁ in Ware township, one of the largest units, which has'.
eight concessions and twenty-one Tot diviSfons.

‘Roads theoretically were supposed to follow each of the‘concegsion
lines (east-wéét) and every other ]ét division (north-south). Thi; was to -
produce a grid of 1 mile (1.6 km) x 1 mile squares, oriented on "true"

" directions. However, again, fhe'rough topography and’priof settlement

tended to def]ecﬁ roads from this theoretical organization and symmetry

_in actuality, in these outlying areas.’

. |
-

20}

Perhaps the bestﬂwayAtb iI]ustrate‘the initial selection of the farm
‘unit_is by use of a model (see Table 16). Potential settlers in the

area were normally directed to thé Ontario Crown Lands Agency branch inf
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'MAP NO. 11 EXAMPLE OF FINNISH FARM LAYOUT IN
RURAL THUNDER BAY A.-APPROXIMATELY 15 ACRES
OUT OF THE 160 TOTAL ARE" CLEARED B.-LOGGING
TRAILS EXTEND THROUGH THE REAR OF THE PROPERTY
CUTOVER BUSH LEFT IS LARGELY POPLAR WITH SOME
SPRUCE. AND A FEW PINE B.-UNDULATING LAND AS
SHOWN BY THE JOG IN THE ROAD

TOWNSHIP SUBDIVISION- Lots
- ‘ A

Ideal Town-
. ship Area
6mi.X6mi.

Concessions -

HI[E[d[H

e 7181716 |5 71312 /;am/’/e ‘-(ocq/:'op‘
71 N4 Con. T 4af2
| /( A I 1 (160 acres)

[l

MAP NO. 12 . DIAGRAM OF TOWNSHIP SUBDIVISION
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TABLE NO. 16

IN ‘RURAL THUNDER BAY

FARM SELECTICN MODEL FOR EARLY' FINNISH SETTLERS

115
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Port Arthur, which superviéed the distribution of government land sales

and grants. There, the settlers could Took.over rough'm@bs to see what

M
NN

was available and make arrangements for a field inspection with the
government "land guide". Wh11e.norma11y the settler had a shoice betWéenif?
several TOﬁs in a township, it appéa%s'as thdugh;certain channeling efforts’
were made by the land agents. (The motives and actual power of these

officials }emain somewhat of a mystery.) NaturéT]y, the time of immigration

was also of major importance in land availability, with the Finns relative

£

latecomers.

Aside from government offerings; private concerns also had propekty
o \ ' |
available for those who. desired a better quality land and could-afford

" to pay for it.

"Land in Paipoonge township can be bought from pkivate owners
at $10 per acre, a credit of ten years given . . ."

. . . Slightly improved farms (in Oliver township) can
be had here from $2,000 to $3,000, while occasionally an
unimproved farm can be bought for a Tow figure." ,
~ - quotations -from The Thunder Bay,
- Kenora, and Rainy River Districts
0f New Ontario, a promotional booklet -
of- the Minister of the Interior,
Ottawa, 1913, p. 7.

However, few Finnsahad,either'the money or the desire for debt,
associated with these better sites, and most ended up on the more marginal

'grant land.

After the settler learned of the choices open to him, the-decision had
to be made as to which site he would devote the next several yéars,of his

life. He had to consider the economfc prospects of the ‘properties. Which
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could yield the best timber for buildings and sales? Which'offered the

best agricultural possibilities - quality of soils, topography, microclimate,
- and‘adkes: to waEer? Which presented opportugities for hunting, fishing

or specialized commercial busineSses? He also had to consider his access

to e;onomic resource institutions such as a cooperative for supp]iés and
"marketing, or‘an industry such as a mine, commefcia] logging operation

or construction project that would provide that a11-important supremenfa]

income.

ébcia] aspects also had to be taken into éccoﬁnt'iﬁ_the choice of a
farm. If one's only Tanguage was Finnish, then naturally one would seek
the Finnish communities in the area. These communities not only had the
~ conventional faciliﬁies such as the post off{ce and school where Finnish
“generélly was spoken, but had sbeciq] institutions such as the churches'and'a
meeting halls that promoted the cultural va$yes of the Finnish-Canadian way
of Tife. In addition, there was the freque:1 attraction of 1ocating‘next
to specific friends or kin. As outTined iﬁ Chapter Three, letters back
to 'relations" in Finland were a factor in immigration to the area, but .

beyond this, many»friendshipscalso developed around arrival time.

Aesthetics on this écale also played.a part in determination of
1ocatfon. While again difficult to quantify, sitUationsvwith strong view
oriehtétion, yét 11mitéd praética]ity were not uncommon. It-is only
natural also, that scenic-qppeal played some ro1¢=jn every site selection.
‘For the Finns, however, this appreciation for the visual aspecté of the .

northérn landscape wés-extreme]y strong. This part.of their cultural

s
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character, however, will be considered more closely in the next chapter.

The element of chancé might also help to account for certain farm
locations that could not be explained otherwise. Perhaps some. settlers
chdse 1and, "site unseen" either on questionable advicé or because of
ﬁeeming necessify. Perhaps the land was inherited or awafded, 6r maybe
simp]y the first site seen was chosen out of anxiety. Obviously, these

were usually among the Tless successful ventures.

While researching,the deeds of the sample townships, five significant’
bbseqyations were noted. First, a large number of the noh—Finnish names.
among the titles of the "Finnish" townships were givéh land under the
Military Land Grant (M.L.G.)vin which séldiers could receive free properties
However;.the forfeiture rate of these deeds was‘v?ry'high. Secondly,
several other.of the non-FjAnish names were early mining claims, which again
were usua]]} cénce]]ed. Thyedly, a large number of names, both Finn and
non—F{nn‘appeargd 6n several property tities and were later left to revert
to the Crown. It is likely in these cases that the c]aiégnts took only
.quick, cheap timber cutting rights with no intention of actual sett]ément.
This practice seemed to continue on for several decades, unchecked by the
government. Fourth, care ih.recording claim Tocation and patent dates
and even acéhracy in the property situation was often lacking.” Appaqent1y
there was both Tittle concern for the legal niceties among settlers a%d

a certain casualness on the part of the registry officials. Finally, many

of the 160 acre parcels were further subdivided as time went by.

)
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Community DeHneation57

Finnish communities in rural Thunder Bay were fairly clearly defined
social units. Community boundaries, however, had 1ittle correlation with
townsnip lines, despite the fact that surveying was effected prior to
settiement. Rather, commun1t1es were delineated along the 11m1ts of

4‘institut10na1 serv1ce ‘areas.. This theme was first exp]ored in A Chronicle

of Finnish Settlements in Rural Tnunder Bay produced by the Thunder Bay

Finnish-Canadian Historical Society. In their work, actual gapping of the

communities was attempted by institutiona1jcriteria and brief anecdotal

\

histories-were presented for each areas While their work was good for its
purpose as a 1oca1 history, its spatial exﬁ{épat1ons and cartograph1c

portrayal were 1ack1ng. These latter aspects..and their geographical
significances will be developed here. ’

Thé cooperatives were the economic,hearts of the Finnish” communities.
They served not only as the supplier of essential goods, but also as the
central marketing agency for the area's produce. MNormally these were

customer-shareholder owned, but-also tied into larger organizations. The

e

three compan1es 1nvo1ved in the areawwere the Internat1ona1 Co-op Trad1ng
Company, Ltd. (with former branches 10cated at Nolalu, Kam1n15t1kw1a,
Q

Tarmola, Intola-near Toimeal, and apparently SOuth G1111es and Devon) the

People's\Qg—operative network (former branches at Port Arthur, Lappe,

.

’

57. The term 'community' refers here to a place occupied by a group of
people with strong common interests, who sharé certa1n basic
facilities.

s
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Current River, and Sunshine), and the Port Arthur Co-op {former branches

in Port Arthur, Tort William, Pike [ake and Hurkett) (see Map 13).

Exceptions to the large organizational networks did appear, such as
“ the one run by the "Intola Farmers' Supply Firm", formerly on the Dawson

Road. Another similar organization was.thc Thunder Bay Co-on Dairy,

4

Y
formed to a Targe extent by Finnish farmers, which acted as a marketing

égency that allowed smaller farming operations, particularly in the outlying
areas, to compete with the large commercial concerns (of, for example, the

Slate River area).

Sbatia]]y, co-0ps wefé often shared between smaller communities,
Awhich were unable to support one 1ndividuai1y. However, another 'stop-qgap'
‘feature -was the pro]%feration of private1j ovined neighborhood stores usually
srun out of part of a house. On average, one or two of these couid be found

in each community.

What the co-ops were to rural Finnish econbmic 1ife, the "meeting
hal]g“'wére to rural Finnish sociaf 1ife. The halls were mglti-purpose
buildings, flexibly designed to take on any activity, whether it be a
dance, wedding reception, temporary classroom (for school), or the
stage for athletic, dramatic, o; concert performances. by local clubs

P ,

(see Figure 50). Many of the halls, however, were politically oriented.
' ¥

..Several instances can be found where the Finnish communities, split

on their political beliefs, built separate halls. While often within close

-



122

Ng
|

Pearson .,

¥
I\

Lybster . Gillies ‘ {:7 é

S FINNISH
(HALLS AND
[ CHURCHES

7 Finnish Halls
T  Finnish Churches

N AT




P
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proximity, thev wculd have very Tittle exchange.58 These were commonly

referred to as the "White" or "Red" halls (the former referr%ng to b%ghtist

political 1ean1ngs, the Tatter leftis*). While gone from most of the rural .

Wgréaé, examples still can be seen on Bay §Ereet in Port Arthur (see

{Figure 49).

. ) %
Churches seemed to play a much lesser part in the Finnish communities

than 'they did among other ethnic groups in other areas. Whi]e.active

congregatibns of Lutherans were found in both Lappe and Nolalu, generally

pnf} the more conservative "Church Finns" WOu1d attend. Again, a large

portion of the Finns of the area were strongly committed to leftest political

views, with religious consideration a minor factor, if in fact, existant.

the Finns fqr“sdtial &ctivities because of their halls.  Architecture of #
the Finnish churches was not distinctiye from other churches in the region

(see Figures 52 and 53).

", Schools in the early rural Finnish areas were plentiful 1in number, but
small in éca]e, w1th Timited transportation, greatly restricted tax bases,
and lack of government subsidization, groups of neighbors (peghaos a dozen
families per group) would joint]y constfﬁct a small one-roomed structure |

and hire a teécher at a meager wage to educate their children.

Some schools taught initially in the Finnish language despite the

58. Accounts in interviews stated that entering the "wrong" hall was,
for many, a social taboo.

-
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occésiona] non-Finn student. However, lessons were in English from the
Beginning in other schools/and eventually in all, thus confining ”Finnishd
to the playground chatter. Unfortunately, early records,fbr the schéols
were extremely difficult to 1ocate;vmaking the specifiés of such things as
the dates of Finnish language usage and %ven‘the pfecise.locatibn of ‘some

of the early schools impossible to establish.

An interesting sidelight of schools in the area can bé seen in the
comparison of. an early Finnish schoothouse (Lybster No. 3) to that of 5 |
bésica]]y English school (Paipoonge Ng.r3) in one of the better agricultural

mdeQe]opments (See Figures 54 & 55). While it>is not certain how
}epresentativé the English example (a large multi-roomed, brick building)
is, the Finnish structure (small, onesroom, log) was indeed typicd] for
the'time. While the bui]dings were,ereﬁted withipaa“decadé‘ofveach other
(the former c. 1919, the latter 1929) and are located ﬁolmore than 30
kilometers (19 miles) apart their.forms geré radica11y di#ferent. Again,
the re]ative‘prosperity of the peoples and the service area diffe}ential are

L2

quite apparent.

Post offices were also numerous, and were either run out of a store

or from part of someone's house. While perhaps less i

i

institutions, post offices still did serve as a cohesive rce, or 'contact

point", among a group of people to further #he idea of cdmmunity.

3
In conclusion, while communities were institutionally based, they

were not based on a single institution. Rather, cohesive groups formed

L)

ggant than the other’
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from overlapping spheres gf influence (see Map 16). Most important was
the cooperative economically, and the meeting hall sbcia11y; both of

~which were distinctly Finnish, in the initial settlement stage.

General Settlement Pattern

\ . ‘ ~
% ‘
Two major questions arise from consideration of Finnish settlement in
the area.’ First, "Why did they choose Thunder Bay?", and secondly, "Why

did the rural Finns sett]e on the more marginal upland area?"

The choice of Thunder Bay was largely based on three factors; work
availability, estabiished Finnish community, and the physical similarity ‘
to the 01d Country.. A survey conducted by students at Lakehead University

59

in 1971-1972°7 found that 48% of the Finns asked chose Thunder Bay for work

- reasons, 45% were Fin?ish community oriented, 3%'gave curiosjt& as a response.
and only 3% Tisted the simi]arify of the climate to Finland.' The low physical
environmepté] respd%se is surprising in the light of much of the written \

ymateria] end most of the public opinion personaT]y encountered, which pointed.

;lto the envirdnmentaT deterministic reasoning. However;{‘f\appears as though

the1r survey was not based solely on rural dwellers who would have been

& ] ‘

more environmentally aware. . -

The survey does not adequately investigate all the complex factors

59. Tuominen, G., & Va11lé S., "A Study of Finnish Immigration to Thunder.
: Bay", undergraduate h1story assignment, (Lakehead University, 1971- 72)
in Finnish Archives, Lakehead University. '

o
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“involved in migration of the Finnish community. What seems most 11ke1y

is that the Finns chose Thunder Bay because 1t offered them an exce]Tent
opportunity to repeat and to some extent, to modify and improve on the

01d Country tifestyle. Trades d1d not have to be changed drast1ca11y, they
knew how to dea] with and appreciate that type of Iandscape and the

--community provided familiar social funct1ons.

As to why the rura]pF1nns concentrated on the marginal up]ands, two
possible explanations exist. F1rst because the F1nns were one of the 1ater

groups. there was a 11m1ted choice in available government lands. It is

-y

interesting to specu]ate, however even if they had been g1ven the opt1o?
whether they would have selected otherwise. Aga1n, ‘the determ1n1st1c
'factors, such as familiar aesthetics, might point.te the upland preferencek)
The answer to this, as well as other quest1ons ra1sed in th1s¢;ect1on w1f{‘

be developed in the next chapter

Summary

S1te and sett]ement patterns of the Finns of Thunder Bay are ‘somewhat -
harder to characterize than their arch1tectura1 sty]e however, certain
tendenc1es were observab]e The-farmstead cons1sted of five to e1ght
_ buildings, Taid out symmetr1ca11y over a level two to three acre (0.8 -
1.2 hectare) area at an 1ntermed1ate e]evat1on on the farm. The cluster

was usually road-oriented, often water-or1ented and at’ t1mes aesthet1ca11y
"based. Field patterns could be character1zed as scattered;, 1rregu1ar1y

shaped patches with Tittle of the total farm area cleared. Forests covered



.

129

the majority of the Finnish holdings and were highly utilized by these

settlers.

The choice of the farm unit was based specifically on the economic
opportunifies (such as in agriculture and forestry) and social ties

(friends or kin) that the particular site had to offer. However, more

general considerations were access to the social and economic institutions -

of the Finnish commuhity, and the proximity to supplementa] emp]oyﬁent

. industries (egq., commercial forestry operations, mines, construction

projecfs). Certain elements of chance and esthetics also entered the

selection process.

$

’ 'The/Finnish communitigS\were institutionallyJased, delineated by

composite service areas. Df most importance to the community economica11y
. 4

was the cooperative and séciglly, the "meeting hall". However, schools,

churches and post offices were also involved.

o

v -

General settlement pattérns raise‘queétions abput why the Thunder

Bay area was chosen bx the Finns and why the rural Finns settied on the

marginal upland. However; these questions can not be,properiy“explained’

vwithbut-éxamining traditional Finnish settlement.

[ ;



Figure 40
SAUNA ON RIVER SHORE IN PEARSON TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977.

" Figure 41

FINNISH HOUSE WITH PARTIAL BASEMENT DUG INTO HILLSIDE, BUILT
- APPROXIMATELY 1928, PEARSON TOWNSHIP.. TAKEN 1977.

S
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" Figure 42-

FIELD HAY BARN ON A FINNISH SITE IN'W@»RPTOL‘{NSHIP. TAKEN 1977.

= Figure 43

VIEW QRIENTATION OF FINNISH DNELLING IN PEARSON TOWNSHIP. SEE MAP
NOTE ROCK SILL THROUGH MAIN WINDOW. o
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- Figure 44
FINNISHYFARMSTEAD IN INTOLA AREA, ABOUT 1911

From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historical Society, .

Donor - -Ranta)

Figure 45

FINNISH FARMSTéAD IN LYBSTER TOWNSHIP. NOTE BUILDINé
- SYMMETRICAL ALIGNMENT. TAKEN 1977. o
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. Figure 46
FINNISH FARM IN PEARSON TOHNSHIP. TAKEN 1977:

Lo

Figure 47

ANOTHER FINNISH FARM IN PEARSON TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977

~
-
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Figure 48

OLD C0-0P BUILDING IN VILLAGE 0

F NOLALU, LYBSTER TOWNSHIP, BUILT 1909,
PARTIAL LOG STRUCTURE COVERED WITH SHIpLAR. TAKEN 1977,

o

Figure 49

BAY STREET IN PORT ARTHUR WITH THE
"SMALL FINN HALL" ("RED" HALL)
"BIG FINN HALL" ("WHITE" HALL)

PEOPLES C0-0P, THE
BUILT 1914 AND THE
BULLT TQIO» TAKEN ]977.

> o e



Figure 50

EARLY PHOTO OF THE POHJOLA (DOG RIVER) HALL, BUILT 1933 IN WARE TOWNSHIP
(From Collection O0f the Thunder Bay Finnish-Canadian Historiga] Society,
‘ Donor - V. Teras) .

Figure 51

 FORMER TOIMELA POST OFFICE AND p

« [ RIVATE RESIDENCE IN WARE TOWNSHIP,
PARTIAL LOG STRUCTURE COVERED WITH SHIPLAP.. TAKEN 1977.° . :




L

UAPPE LUTHERAN CHURCH, GORHAM TOMNSHIP. TAKEN.1977.

Figure 53

-

FORMER LUTHERAN CHURCH IN LYBSTER TOWNSHIP NEAR NOLALU. TAKEN 1977.
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Figure 54 _
PAIPOONGE SCHOOL NO. 3 MULTI-&OOMED,.SOLID BRICK EXTERIOR. ‘TAKEN 1977. =~

\Figire 55

LYBSTER SCHOOL NO. 3,  NOTE WALL-CHIMNEY AMD INSUL-BRICK ROCK- FACE
' OVER LOG WALLS. TAKEN 1977.



CHAPTER SIX

CULTURAL CARR!»OVER AND THE SIGNIFICANCE
OF THE FINNISH IMPACT

Lifestyle Transition

The natidral physical similarities between Finland and Northern Ontario

are well known.60

Climate, geology, hydrology, soils and vegetation are
strikingly alike, with strong subregionai parallels. In migrating then, the
Finns did not dramatically jchange the type of physical envfronment to
which they were accustomed. Rather, the main difference in their.pew
geographic settiﬁg was a Tessenjng ;f cu1tﬁra1 restrictions. Here with
Timited superVisions, the} were relatively free to make their own choices
and créate their own lifestyles. As with most imMigrants, this was a

- process of trade-offs, seeking the best from their cultural past, yet
fulfilling some former dreams through 1nnovat1on, and adapt1ng to the
features (which were either desired or imposed) of the new nation. While
" many of the more adaptable newcomers chose the economic advéntages of the
city, othersvprefqyréd to resume the rural Tifestyle, yet wizhAcértain
modifications. These alterations, however, were‘Veﬁy 1imited‘fh the

1nitia1¢§tages of settlement.

& v

- 60. As noted by Ehlers, E., "Recent Trend¢ and Problems of Agr1cu1tura1

; Colonization in Boreal Forest Lands", in Frontier Settlement, Ironside,
R.G., Proudfoot, V.B.. et al.(eds. ). (Edmonton: Department of
‘Geography, The Un1vers1ty of. A]berta, 1974, p. 60). °
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W.R. Mead stated that the development of most farms in*northern
Finland could be characterized in six stages: three bui]d{eg stéges
and three c]earing.61 The building sequence Qéélfirst ﬁﬁe sauna,
second the animal barn, and third the farm house. Less distinctive “
were the clearing stages of stump destruction, fencing of fields, and
the establishment of a permdnent cover crop. Mead ;gpt on to refer to
. the importance of the income from the bushlot . ‘

As the frontiers between fhe forest and farmed land have

stabilised, it becomes apparent that on this farm, as on .

so many Finnish farms, a %dbstant1a1 contribution must
derive from“the woodland. .

He then discussed such things as woodland Dasturage, the importance of the
farmer's w1fe in farm ma1nfenan§e and seasona1 activity rhythms (which he

‘,\‘..L\‘w )

actually charted, see Tab1e%ﬁ§2< «Jhe agr1cu1tura1‘base of the "sma11

- holding" was mixed. o 5
One or two heifers are maintained with their weaning ca]ves,
one horse, one sow and half a dozen chicKens. . . . The bilk

. ' of the (f1e1d) area is therefdre under grass or fodder

- crops (oats, roots, c]over

In conclusion Mead stated . . . ; -

'A limited amount of ﬁarm income derives from the animals,

most of their produce being consumed by the family. It 1s, -

in other words, a marginal subsistance venture; capital for
the development, if not the maintenance of which comes at
best from the wood16t" or from direct outside subsidy.

)

His describtions, while referring to Finland, could aTsoLapp]y

61. Meéd, W.R., An Economic Geography of the Scandinavian States and ;
Finland. (London, University of London Préss, Ltd., 1958, p. 167).
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We11vtd the Finnish sett1ements;in rural Northern‘Ontario, with oniy
minor qua]ificatiens. First, eertain of the Finnish farms in Thunder ~
Bay did have more animals than mentioned, above. The egg business, for
example, was taken up by many férm wives for extra money. Secondly, the
,the‘outside %ubsidy that Mead referhed to in Finland, was probably direct
government §1d.}'1n Thunder Bay,.the only subsidy was from outside jobe
in resourcétOr construttion indgstries.' However, similar supp1ementaT

s

work was alsd carried oUT—by many in rural Finland.

Finnish Folk Architectural Transfer
Y : . .

‘The Finns are generally credited as being the first to bring
* European log structureestyles to North America‘through their settlement

" with the Swedes in Delaware in 1638. %2 It has been said of this small

colony that . . . - | o . ‘ B

Transplanted Finns carr1ed their customs anJ‘manners to the
banks of the Delaware almost intact. 01d skiTls inherited

firom their ancestors wéreénn:to steady use in the great -

gBﬁE&EE\Ef North Amer1ca 3 ¢
Not on1y were the F1nns first, however, w1th these Tog bu11d1ngs, but their
d1st1nct1ve structure§ have proved ‘to be among the most: 1ast1ng, a fact

which can be ver1f1ed by the cont1nued existence of some of their f1rst

62. See Weslager, C.A. The Log Cabin in North America:  From Pioneer Ddys

to the Present. (New Brunswick, M.J.: Rutgers University Press,
1969, p. 150). ' ' : '

A1so see 0lin, S. C .Finlandia: The Récial Compsoition, the Language‘
and a Brief History. of the Finnish People ~ (Hancock, Michigan: The
Book Concern, 1957, p. 140).

63. seé Engle, E. Finns in North America, op. c1t R p ° 20.
e 3 w
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buildings. %

.The Fiﬁhs, with their natural atunement to the forests, were

skilled craftsmen in several forms :of Tog ‘housing; they used

both round and dressed logs, 'and their methods of corner

timbering were unique. Even though family names were

sometimes changed, shortened, or appeared to be Swedish,

it was the characteristic Finnish log cabin that has

allowed historians to track the original builders.65
While it has proved difficult to assess the impact of this early colony,
certafn]y there Mas ari influence from this base on later colonial developments
of other peopies. Likewise, later enclaves of Finns, partiE larly in the
Great Lake states, displayed a traditionaf architectural style which was

highly respected among settlers.

The Finns, however, were not the first to bring log structures to
Thunder Bay, and /in fact, fhey could be'considered the last. The French,

British,

ermans and othérs had bui]t with logs prior to the relatively
late Fignish settlement. Many of thesé earlier settlers, in fact, alfeadyﬂ-
had sw{tched to frime tecpniques'before the majqrwé&es of Finhs came.

The Finni settlers upon arrival, though, brought a new sophistication to
1og:construction in the area. Ironically, this I;new“ skill was actually a
display of design and dexterity stéeped in many Centu%ies of Finnish
tradition. Log beams were hewn by the Finns in a way that fuﬁctional]y could .
not be improved1Updn for strength and fit, and'for‘appearance,'présented

a neat face. SimiTar]y, cornering as a rule was so tight rot was no Tonger

o

64. See Engle, E., Finns in North America, op.cit., p. 19, and wes1anger,
C.A., The Log Cabin in North America, op.cit., pp. 166 & 167.

'65. See Engle, E., Finns in North America, op.cit., p. 18.

1Y
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a major immediate prob1em’and visually, their 1og'houses were often mistaken

for frame at a distance.

The construction techniques found in the Finnish Tog structures in
ThUnder Bay often reproduce almost identical struptures found in Finiand,
Certainly not all the various regiona1 architectural styles of Finland -
can be seen in Thunder Bay. Nevertheless,‘the generalized F%nnish stj]e

can be traced from one country to another.

The main features of the general- Finhish}sty1e have been set out‘by
J.G. Grano, the Finnish geographer, in his descriptions of traditional

"peasant habi tation" . %®

With regard to houses, Grano pointed out that most
were rectangular in shape, but sometimes had L—shaped "wing—fype" floor
‘plans. °Tﬁeyfwere mo$t1y single story, with the commonugab]e roof’predominaht.
Practica}ly'the sole building materials used were log, but some clapboarding
appeared‘?ﬁ the ;ore affluent areas. Shingles (wadden) we;e tﬁe mos t
§¢ommon foofing,material. Porches, eithqr open>or‘closed,’were an "important
subsidiary fe;ture which Tend form_folthe building". The co]our‘df the

. dwelling was usually unpaihted natural grey#(from weathéring).in the more
odtlying areas, but could be painted Qith Tighter colours such as white,
light‘yéllow, and light brown in fhe more affiuent areas. Red staining .
was.aiso coﬁﬁon.~ Often_cbrner boards and window trim were painted,vuéuaI}y

white;

66. Grano, J.G., "Settlement of the Country", in Suomi: A General Handbook
on the Geography of Finland, Grano, J.G. et.al.(eds.). (Helsinki:
Geographical Society of Finland, 1952, pp. 358-361). -
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.Barns, he noted, were also built of logs in the more outlying districts

and were usually Targer than the dwelling house. The function of the barn

was mixed, providing shelter for a variety of animals and a _hay Toft. THe

A stable efther was part of the large barn or an entirely separate building

(often‘multi-chamberea and with »=s®a1l hay Toft). Outbuildings were
generally unpainted and were frequently roofed with materials other fhan

shingles, such as bdard or birch bark.

‘This describtion; although referring to rural Finland, couléztﬁso

apply quite well to Finnish settlements in rural Thunder Bay. While Grano

-_elements not found in Thunder Bay (to be discussed later),

also spoke of oth

his gen sumary hoJds true for this.region.

4

Massive amounts of research on Finnish folk architecture, farmstead
1ay6ut and other folk traditions  have been published by the "Svenska
Litteratursaalskapet I Finland" (Swedish Literafy'SOCiety in FinTand) in

their Folkloristiska Och Ethnografiska Studier series. While most of their

work has been directed at the "Swedish" population of Finfand, both of the
ﬁwo majok concentrations of Swedo-Finns (along the coasts near Vaasa and
near Turku) are Tocated in southwest Fin]agd; near the districts of origin
of most of the Thunder Bay Finns # A%thougﬂ a few distincfgve Swedish ,
features can be-detected in fh%%}’il1ustfatiobs (such as decorative noints

and fireplace structure), the basic Finnish style is clear, with many

re]evant‘regiOnal elements ‘shown. In Valter Forsblom's Sydos terbottniska
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d11mogehyggnader67 (South Ostrobothnian Folk Architecture) for example, of
1976, the "saddle-hewn" beams and "lock-notch" cornering. is found on nearly

every buildihg and many of the photogréphed features are nearly identical

} .
to those fdund on some of the Thunder Bay sites (see Figure 58).

A 1ater; 1931, article by Forsblom in a subsequent serfes AT]mogebygghader

i Esse68 (

Folk Arch1tecture in Esse), also had both s1m11ar general
characteristics and reg1ona1 specifics such as roofing sty]es and building

layout (see Figure 59).

In a series of the "suomalaisen Kirja11isuuden‘Seura" (The-Fihnish
Literary Society), Albert Hamalainen examined historic bui]ding traditions’

of central Finland in-Kesi-Suomen Kansanrakennukset: Asuntohistoriallinen

J

Tutkimus, publiehed ih 1930. Here 39ain many of the general constructioh
features such as- the "sadd]e hewn" beam, "Tock- notch" corner, the pole-
'b1rchbark roof1ng, and spec1f1c bu11d1ng types parallel much of that

found in Thunder Bay.

It would appear thef only minor variations oCCurred‘in the transferenEe
of building fypes frbthihland to Canada. While general Tayout and
construction were mhch‘theigame roof maierials chahged s1ight1y The
" pole-birchbark style rema1ned identical, shakes, however, changed from poplar
to mixed wood in F1n1and to cedar to mixed wdod in Canada. Cedar was also

used in Canada~f0r s11ls_and foundat1on posts occas1ona11y.- However, cedar

-

62.#'V01ume51 of the/éeries, published in Helsinki.

68. ;-Volume II of the“series, published in Helsinki.
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was not used as much by the Finns in Canada as by other ethnic groups,
perhaps because they were not familiar with it in the home country.

(Cedar does not commonly ocCcur in Finland.) Thatched roofs, whichvcoang
be seen occasionally in remote areas of Finland during the earTy.twentiefh

century, were not found at all -in the Thunder Bay area.

Other‘differences included the use of stone. "While farge stone-walled
foundations and even stoné barns could be found in certain of the mora
prospérous areas of southwest Finland, they were almost non-existant in
.Thunder Bay. It is-suspeated that the timekelement différéntial accounted
fdr this. In the new 1and the Séttler was in a greater hurry to get

established and thus chose materials ‘and methods which were easier to use.

¥

Even the log sill arrangements in Finland seemed more complex than found

in the’survey. The practice of "red wash" sta1n1n9691w0u1d also seem to
have been more~c0mmon in Finland, although it could Se found on several

. sites in the Thunder Bay area. Firep1ace—stove refinemegts too, seemed

to have takea placé in the’transfér. -Nhi]a in Finland ft wou{d apoear fhat'
'fireplaces in the'maiﬁ dwelling were bﬁi]t,of stone or claybrick, in
'Thunder Bay éveﬁ in the %ar]y times, a metal stove was connected to a mid-

wall brick chimney (see Figures 25 and 27 ). A1l of theserchanges, however,

were rather minor.

When looking at particu1ar types of bUi]dings, again the most

69. "Red wash" was a red powder (ochre based) which, when mixed With
water, ‘could be applied as a wood stain.
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distinctive of the Finnish farm was the sauna. Both the concept and design
T T _

were.transptants from Finland-with only minor modifications (see stove
styles in ChapterﬁFour). The significance of this structure to the Finns
again must be emphasized

A rune of Kalevala says that Kot1henk1, or the 'home spirit'

dwells not in the house, but in the sauna and the Finns

believed this with all the1r hearts. Since ancient times,

sauna had been associated with birth, rite-of-passage, love,

health and death. To the Finns in America, no matter -

how poor they were or how humble the building, sauna

gave them a stability and Tink with the Bast that was

almost as'necessary as food or shelter.’

The distinctive hay barn was also a very c]ear‘example of carry-over.
With round Tegs, gapped for ventilation and walls often s1i§ﬁt1y cantilevered
for drainage and ease of un]oad1ng, the Finnish hay barn was a characteristic
of the f1e1ds of both countr1es (see Figures 66 and 67 ). Referring to.
the F1nn1sh\1mmigrants in thg‘Great Lakes region, A.W. Hoglund said:

They cutyiogs and built hay barns in the fashign of their native

¥g:t?;ggg.anzuggtgi:273?9¥1d be built with Tittle cash qutléy

Another building disp]aying a strong degree of architéctural transfer
was the threshing barn or riihi. The barn w1th dry1ng room and separate
threshing room with raised thresh1ng floor, was formerly found only in

72

certa1n areas of southwestern Finland. A near-c]ass1c examp]e, however

70. Engle, E., Finns in North America, op.cit., p. 53.

71.? Hoglund, W.A., Finnish Immigrants in America: 1880-1920,-op.cjt.;“p. 23.

72. See Atlas of Finland: 1925. Section No. 23, Chart No. II ‘

i
we
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" can also be found built by a Finn in Gillies to nship in the Thunder Bay
4 o
area (see Figure 70). The need for these stfuctures was lost somewhat
in the_transfer, though, because of the mechanization heifa and only the

one example was sighted.

Transfer in the Farmstead and 0&era11 Farm Pattern

One of the most common generalizations about the Finnish farmsteads

in North America is the large number of bui1dings f6und on them. i

" Finnish-American homesteads were different from those of
other Amgricans; usually they had smaller buildings, but
more of em. 3
'Cotton Mather and Matt1 Kaups not1ced that Wilson, Dav1s and Van Cleef had
all commented on this feature, a]though they had not found 1t all that -

significant.74

While this certainly was a character15t1c of the Finnish

/ _farms (as found also in the survey), it was not unique to the F1nns. Other
Nordic groups, and even such people as the- Ukra1n1aps, often had a mu1t1tude
of bu11d1ngs on thelr farmsteads. What ‘was more d1st1nct1vp ' ;wever, were

th&= types of bui1dings erected and their Tayout on the farm

&

In Grano's description of the."peasant home" in_Finiéﬁd,75‘he cited

the traditiona] compositioﬁ'as inc1uding\fhe;ﬁouse,‘the mixed basn, the

storehouse, a few small animal sheds, the hay barn, the sauna and a

-y

z

~Z3. Engle, E., Finns in North America, 0p.cit.1yp. 48, :
_ - A4. Mather, C., and Kaups, M., "The Finnish Sauna: A Cultural Index to

Settlement", op.cit., p.-501.

75. Gréno, J.Gi,'"Settlement of the Country", op.cit., p. 361-365.
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MAP NO. 19 TAYOUT OF AN EARLY FARMSTEAD IN
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gragary thresh1ng barn, w1th the 1atter three usually being separated from

théﬂfarmstead cTuster He also commented on the symmetry of the layout

% ~ i

say1ng ' . o o o RN )

. Unless th1s arrangement is obstructed by topography, the
various buildings constituting the farmstead are general]y
constructes at rlgh;6angles to each other or are all in ™
the same d rection. AR

x’."\,

Wthe in ear1y t1mes in F1n1and this often resulted 1n a t1pht pattern
w1th the bu11d1ngs and fences arranged to form a small c]osed rectang]e,
by the turn of tpe twent1eth ce?tury, it had begun to open up Desplte
the open1ng,\hbwever, the tayout still took on a genera11zed rectangu]aro
to U—shaped pattern. Again, Grano's:descriptions would also app1y fair1y
well to the Finnish farms of Thunder Bay, as would Smed s character1zat1on

of farmstead s1te e]evat1on

3
\

Farmsteads are very often located on rocky or till-covered .
hills which protrude through the sediment cover and prov1de
a firm, dr¥7s1te_ Teaving the .fine grained deposits entirely

» in arab]e. -t -

While farmsteads:were u3ua11y not on the hilltops in the Thunder Bay

area, because h1lls are h1gher here most were on the 1ntermed1ate slopes .
»

* for the reasons descr1bed above. . o

T . ‘
Another distinction: of the Finnish farms,. was<the1r relat1ve1y

sma%J amount of tleared land.. While in North Amer1ca average farms were

e~

approx1mate1yufour_t1mes the1§)ze of those which they had Teft in

Y

S

76. Grano, "Sett]ement of the Country", op.cit.,. p 362

77. Smeds, H. "Finland", in A Geography of NordenA S¢mme A. (ed )
(Toronto: . He1nemann, 1968, p. 168).°

i . A ’
- ’ ) -, : v i\ ) .
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Fin]and,78 cleared acreage remained ‘the same. In 1910, according to
Smeds, 68” of the farmsvin Finiand had iess than 24.7 acres (10 hectares) 4@&

cieared 79

Again, in the Thunder Bay survey of Finns 72% of the farms
gsampied were estimated to have less than 30 acres (12.1 hectares) cleared.
'TherefOEe, despite fitting into a new survey system (prov1d1ng 160 acres/

65 heitares per farmég farm activify{ as’refiected in cleared area, remained

. the same. [ ane

/

Transfer of the General Settiement Pattern~

The carry—overiof general rural settiement pattern can best be approached
in three ways site“types, population dynamics, and soeio-economic institutions.‘

With regard to site types; Grano set out a number of descriptive categories
80

4

for site classification of Finland. The two maJor types were "coasta]

1

or shore dwellings" (which were water-oriented--and scattered over much of

'theycountry), and the “hiii or Vaara" settlements (which were on the higher,

iufOrestﬁciad hil1s of eastern Finland). Within each of these, were other

!

mixed descriptive'eieMents pertaining to orientations to forest, fields,

or roads, thus produCing categories Tike "shore- fieid" or "forest- road"

£

Esker settiements were aiso found spotted over southern Finiand

°

78. Based on 1920 Finnish government "enumeration figures, see Brander, U.,
"Agriculture", in Finland: The Country, Its People and Institutions.
(Helsinki, Otava Pub. Co., 1926, p. 318); and a. North American figure
of 160 acres (64.8 hectares). ,

"79. Smeds, H., "Finland", op.cit., p. 173. .

80.. Grano, J.G., "Settiement of the Country", op.cit., pp. 341= 356

:'. \:>




Finnish distributions in Northern Ontario, which corkespond highly to the

‘lacustrine pockets on ‘the Shield area. : S

152

Finnish settlement in the Thunder Ba:}5 :}ﬁhowever, would certainly

il

fall into a mixed classification entailing elements of all the categories,

~rather than falling neatly tnto.any one of Grano's ®lasses. It is interesting

s

to note though, that-the pattern would more closely resemble the Vaara

type of eastern Finland, than the coastal settlgments of, for examplé,""

southwest~Finland. )
_ .

el

A question raised in the last chapter can nowlbgﬂanswered. "Would

" the Finns have originally settled in the lower, flatter Slate River Va]]ey

of the Thunder Bayvaréa'if they had been giveg_the ooportunity?" ;The

answer would be 'yes', because actually it more closely resembled their

former homeland 1ocation“(with*{he coastal or shore types) than did the
upland. Thus a/transition was mége in site type for most of the Finnish
settlers in rural Thunder Bay, although it still could not be considered

an extreme change from that of the home country. -

. R \\ h } )
Another feature of the physical influences on settlement pattern was
raised by HeTmer‘Smgdsbin regard to soil:
As a general rule the ‘overwhelming majority of rural

 settlements is related to clay, silt, and fine sand 81
deposits, the best. soils for reclamation in Finland.

‘ while again referring to ?in]and, thus rule could apply equélly well to the

.
r . A
o T . :
. r - . :
.

81 smeds, H., "Finland", op.cit., p. 168.-

%
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With regard to popu1at16n dynamics, southwestern FinTand (again, thé
most gommon region of origin for‘Thunder Bay Finns) was at the turn of

this century, iﬁ a §tate of transition in settlement. Reforms were taking'
.b1ace which wére breaking up the traditional agg]omefatéd_vi11ages of the
region, into the dispersed patterns fouﬁd e1séWherg in Finland. Rural
population statistics in\FinTand at this time are rather inpomp]eté and.

82 Thus, it is difficult to give specific -population

have limited validity.
land settlement hierarchy compariSons for the era around or befofe 1900. -

If is c]eaf, though, that rural settlgments did have a far areater

population density -in southwestern Finland. than in northwestern Ontario. «
By 1920, the‘Vaasa province of Finland had a population of 14.3 persons

‘per square ki]p@eter'with 88 rural communities. Turku and Pori had 22.0

persons pér squére kiTometer with 111 rural coﬁmunitie§.83 Only about

15% ofvthevpopuIations of the provinces in 1920 were urBan-based,84'
therefore thésé ffgures are not radically different Whehiggtfng just'the
rural‘densities. The immédiate Thunder Bay aréa, simiTarlykhad a population
deﬁsify of about 21.8 persons per square k11ometer in 1921, however 88%

85 The three Finnish townships had a 1921

population density of about 2.4 persons per square kilometer.

. ] ‘ B / ' . - N : . ‘ .
© 82. As nhoted by GraanﬁjSettlemcﬂt“of the Country", op.cit., p. 367.

83. See Sederholm, J.J., "Situation, Boundaries, Popu1atibn and Divisions AN
of Finland",,in Finland: The Country, Its People and Institutions, .
op.cit., p. 15. , : ' _ -

. 84. Based on a 1930 nation total of 18.3% urban and the 1888 figure of . -
8.4% urban, see Tunkelo, A., "Population" in Sumi: A General Handbook:.
- of the Geography of Finland, op.cit., p. 317. o

8

85. Based on the 1921 Census of Canada figures. e -
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Anothen comparative measure of rural popu]at1on density was farm size.

“As prev1ousl)\ment1oned the average Canad1an holdings were approx1mate1y
\

: four t1mes the\s1ze of the home farms in Finland. Thus, the dens1ty aspect
of sett]ement d1d rad1ca11y change in the transfer; with. most Finns coming
to Thunder Bay exper1enc1ng a dEgree of d1spers1on to wh1ch they were

\
unaccustomed

In examining the transfer of 1nstitutions, it would be approgg*atg_ﬁﬂ

a start with the cooperat1ve, cons1der1ng its economic -importance to the

o

Finns. Wh11e the. cooperative- movement did not begin in F1n1and until 1899
by 1920 over 3,000 were reg1stered w1th1n the country 86 Th1s w1despread

acceptance sprang 1arge1y from the strong soc1a11st movements of the time.

/
/

In the soc1a115t view cooperatives helped to 11berate
workers and farmers:from capitalism.87

Moreover, many of the F1nn§ who emigrated were of a‘gtrong Socialist

bent Wh11e the finns were not solely responsible for 2stablishment of
91

oY

the cooperat1ve movement in North Amer1ca, they did certainly play a

ma;or-ro]e.88

! The cooperative movement is something the Finns found developed
1/ to -a considerab1§ degree in their native land and was brought
ovér from there.®” . - jﬁk

<

86. See Book, E., "Co-operation", in Finland: The Country, Its Peopies
' ‘and Institutions, op.cit., p. 138. - '

2 0%

87. See Hoglund, W.A.. The Finnish Imm1grants in Amer1ca 1880-1920,
i op.cit., p. 77.

3_881 See Kercher, L.C. Consume; s Cooperatives in. the North Central States.

(M1nneap011s Un1vers1ty of Minnesota Press: 1941)

89. Warge11n, J., The. Amer1can1zat1on of the F1nns, op. c1t , p. 87.

i ; . ' ,
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It is interesting to note that most of the early dairy cooperatives in
Finland were located in the sbuthwestern portion of the country. Likewise,
similar co-ops were among the strongest in. the Thunder Bay area, aga1n

he]p1ng to establish the reg10na1 transfer

Ve

Another major institution, advanced largely by tﬁé socialists as noted
in the last chapter, was the early development of the meeting'halT and its
relation to the church. vTo a great extent the imporfance‘of fhé Church had -
been lost for many of those whom had seen both rapid sdcial reform in |
Finland and'wgre faced with thé trials of migration and establishment.

As one churchman séfd America was the land for home mission

work, because the immigrants were not attached to regu]ar

church Tife as they had been 1in F1n1and
To replace the social base of the communisies, the hal]s were éstab11shed
While halls were not unique to the F1nns, they were d1st1nct1ve in the sense
that they were created in the very ear]y stages of settlément. -Their
éxtreme]y high degree of activity would also seem to set them apart from

halls of other groups. . Both of these features were a tribute to the

organizational abilities associated with the Finns who did settle here.

‘While the Church suffered in the transfer, it certainly did not cease
to exist. . Lutheranism was the denomination of the state Church of Finland,

and again the branches found in both Lappe and Nolalu, in the sample area,

A

" 90. Hoglund, W.A., The Finnish Immigrant§ in America: 1880-1920, op.cit.,
p. 27.

N
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were Lutheran. Traveling missionaries also serviced the rural Thunder
fa '

Bay area, most notably Pastor A.I. Heinonen from Porf Arthur, who wrote

Finnish Friends in Canada, mentioned previously.

The Significancg of the Finnish Impact

Two elements in the transplanted Finnish character can be identified
in nearly all tﬁﬁ?ﬁesearch carried out on the Finns in North America:
B+ ¢ , ' '
resolute determination or sisu, and a marked organizational ability.
Detefmination in this study can be seen in their strong pioneeriné ethic:
Among the Norden peoples the Finnish one is,‘and perhaps
- always has been, foremost in piopeering, a clearer of forests
and wrestier with stones and boulders. . . The drive
northwards into the forests is as typical a Finnish §
phenomenon as the challenge of the sea has been typica(ﬁy
Norwegian, and pioneering is a major formative feature
of the Finnish character . . . Sisu has been fostered
by pioneering work continugqg for many centuries in
unusually hard conditions.
The Finhs»in Northern Ontario, as in much pf North America, carved out
settlements in wilderness where other groups could not or at least would
not make the attempt. But aside from clearing fields and. harvesting timber,
. the Finns were also highly respected as hard workers in the mines, mills,

construction projécts, and in neaf]y any other Tine they'chosg,

“The orgéhizationa] abilities of the Finns were seen in'the great
o independenée of their communities and the Targé number of organjzationS‘they

. ‘ 3 :
created for nearly every‘purpose, Associations were fprmed for such

.91."See“5meds,'H., “Finland", op.cit., p. 156.

-

¢
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activities as sport, drama, music, temperance, church, politics and
labor, and several ecoromic functions. Not only were church and schoolhouse
erected, as in other communities, but cooperatives and meeting halls

- formed integral parts of the'cuTtural 1andscape as well, even in early

times. ' | H‘ o ‘

While these two features of will power and organization were the Finns' =

’

) ‘ ST ’ ,
strongest assets,-<in E:i:?eginning:they were also thén their greatest

. o N N . .
barrier to acceptance~by other communitieS. Determination was sometimes

i 14

viewed as obstinacy, ‘stubbornness, or worse. ~The desire for organizational

14

’comp1eteness“Wéé occasionally termed clannishness, by those from outside.

In addition, the Socialist movements of the Finns were regarded with great
suspicion in a capitalist North America. .

-

While at times, then, there was;ﬁrittﬁaﬁ between the Finns and their

host society, there was never éstrangement between the Finns and the host

"
&

'envifonmentfd¥‘ﬁbrthernvOntario. The Finns brodght Wﬁth them a méstery of
the bqrea1 landscape born out of numerous centuries of dea]ind with it.
Their ancient Northern tradition; not only réinfdrced thé5tanadian 1hage
of "dréwers of water,<hewers of wood", the people ‘and methods rathér
idea]iy'sympolized the theme. This transferral of image was indeed, the

Finns' greatest cultural carfy-over. | ) -

a

o

Summar o

’ m”Ihe'Finns did not significant]y change their type of physical

./.-“‘

énvadnment in the migration, yet.did have fewérlformal cultural restyictions

- . 7 ) : Rl
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in the new geographic setting. Despite this freedom, rural settlers
retained many of their C]d World settlement characteristics Economic
life, although improving s]1ght1y, rema1ned much* the same 1n1t1a11y, with
vsubs1stence agr1cu1tura1 operat1ons, supplemented with income fromr
forestry and other‘outs1de sources. Architecturally, genera] styles,

as well asbmanyvspecific~f0rms; remained nearly identical in the transfer.
The most distinctive and obvious of these carry-overs was the sauna and

fie]d hay barn styles. Minor structural trans1t1ons were made, however,

in such th1ngs as foundations, stoves, and certain mater1a1s
) fhe farmstead was basicaT]ythesaéef;::;;::;hhﬁﬁééﬁasraéea that it
had been in Finland also, with a cluster of buildings, that characteristically
included the dwe111ng ‘house, main barn, storage sheds, an1ma1 sheds,. sauna, -
~and hay barn. The threshing barn, which had been common in Finland, however,
was lost in the transfer due to improved mechanizatidn in the New World..
Bui]dings were laid out symmetrically and the farmstead positioned’on

higher, drter sties. Cleared field area remained the same, despite a

four- fo]d increase in total farm size in North Amer1ca, as opposed to

F1n1and

' The most radical change in the general ;Zttlement pattern was the much
greater dispersal of bopu1ation over the Northern. Ontario Tandscabe. Site
types also changed s11ght1y in the transfer Instttdtiona]ly, the cooperative_
was a rather drrect carry-over, however, thrdugh a 1oss of influence of
Figs

the Church meet1ng halls were developed largely-ds an adapt1ve or innovative

feature.
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The‘significance of the Finnish impact can best be approached through
two tfansplanted aspects of the Finnish character. Firét, the resolute
dqtermination of the Finns can be seen through their tremendous pioneering

efforts. Secondly, strong organizational -abilities are evident through

the solid institutional completeness of their communities. The Finns

displayed a great mastery of the boreal landscape and their traditions

ﬁelped,ﬁin'part, to mould:the Canadian image.

?
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Figure 56

FINNISH HOUSE IN WARE TOWNSHIP. NOW USED AS A CAMP, NOTE POLE
' ROOF. TAKEN 1977. ALSO SEE FIGURE 19.

. Figure 57

EARLY SAUNA IN SOUTHWEST FINLAND. NOTE POLE ROOF STYLE. -
. (From Forsblom, V.W., "ALLOMOGEBYNADER I ESSE," op.cit., p. 25)



ﬁFigure'58

LOG HOUSE IN SOUTHWEST FINLAND, TAKEN ABOUT 1915, NOTE SIMILARITY
TO STRUCTURES PREVIQUSLY ILLUSTRATED IN THUNDER BAY.
, STONE, HOWEVER, IS USED FOR-THE CHIMNEY ON THIS HOUSE.
(From Forsblom, V.W., "SYDOSTERBOTTMISKA ALLMOGEBYGGNADER", op.cit., p. 33)

Figure 59

SMALL LOG HOUSE IN SOUTHNEST FINLAND. COMPARE THIS TO FIGURE 22.
(From Forsbiom, V.W., "ALLMOGEBYGGNADER I ESSE", op.cit., p. 7)



Figure 60

¢ -

EARLY FINNISH HOME IN LYBSTER TOMNSHIP. TAKEN:1977.

Figure 61

SMALL BARN IN FINLAND, TAKEN 1948. COMPARE GENERAL FORM WITH FIGURE 60. |
(From Talve, I., "DEN NORDOST-EUROPEISKA RIAN", op.cit., p. 17)



Sy

Eigure 62

OLD SMOKE SAUNA WITH BIRCH BARK ON ROOF, LYBSTER TOWNSHIP. TAKEN -1977.

(Frbm_Forsb]oﬁ;'V;w

]

FI gure 63

‘SAUNA IN- SOUTHWEST FINLAND C. 1915

"SYDOSTERBOTTNISKA ALLMOGEBYGGNADER", op cit., p. 713
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- AR Figure 64 = I
o L T g e s .
REMAINS OF TRADITIONAL R%\CK STOVE IN SAUNA IN RURAL THUNDER BAY. _
B 3 . L/ , - X ’ L ' . .
. . 5 - : . / LAN - ’
.

 HAY 'BARN IN SOUTHWEST FINLAND. C. 1915, -
e . "NOTE STRAW ROOF, COMPARE WITH FIGURE 35, ~
» (Fron Forsblom, V.W., "SYDOSTERBOGTNISKA ALLMOGEBYGGNADER®, op.cit., p. 81)

g
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/ "“‘ s F1gure 66 ' .
¢ FINNISH HAY BARN IN GORHAM TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977.
“ ey
> o \
¥ A /
of $
F'i'gure 67 o, _‘ .0 N_ .
HAY BARN IN SOUTHWEST FINLAND C 1915 ,
(Fr'om Forsb1om, V.W., "SYDOSTERBOTTNISKA ALLMOGEBYGGNADER"', op.cit., p. 80)
i ’ :
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“Figure 68 ‘
SMALL ANIMAL SHED OFF BARN IN FINLAND.r TAKEN 1948.

(From Talve, I., "DEN NORDOST-EUROPEISKA RIAN", op.cit., p. 21) =

.~ Figure 69 .

ébAT SHED OFF BARN ONhFINNISH SITE IN CONMEE TOWNSHIP. TAKEN 1977.

S T



A
51

)

[+

o
Figure 70 S ,
TRADITIONAL RIIHI GRAIN DRYING- THRESH ING BARN. WITH f
RAISED THRESHING FLOOR IN GILLIES TOWVSH P. TAKEN 1977. I
P i
&
.

Figure 71

FARMSTEAD IN SOUTHNEST FINLAND, TAKEN 1915, NOTE FAMILIAR BUILDING . )
' FORMS. AND: SYMMETRY OF" FARMSTEAD LAYOUT, : '
(From Nikander, G., "BY OCH I SVENSKOSTERBOTTEN " :

" FOLKLIVS-STUDIER: V, Helsinki, 1959, p. 29)A

. oy
. v
[y : - e
. R ' . L v -
L R s » . c ) . K
. . w A
‘
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nguré 72

s

EARLY FINNISH FARMSTEAD NEAR INTOLA, C.. 1905

(From Collection of the Thunder Bay Finnish—Canadian,Historica]-Society,' -

Donor - Maki)

+

L - Figure 73 ‘
AN EARLY SETTLER'S FARM IN NORTHERN FINCAND

(Frbm Book, E., " THE \LAND QUESTION AND LAND REFORM", in'FINLANQ: )

THE COUNTRY;,iTS'PFQP%E AND INSTITUTIONS,JOp.Cit;, p. 135

A

-

o

K
i
!



A \

> e
169

e
a .& .
3
1)

_ -

BN .
- ., SEMI-OPEN TYPE "“VAARA": FARMSTEAD IN EASTERN FINLAND
-BIRCH BARK ROOFS QN BUILDINGS AT RIGH,T,VTQRNIP FIELD I,\,{QREGR ND
(From Grano, J.G., "SETTLEMENTOF THE COUNTRY", OpiC“ Py g
s _ ; i, —
. . a ™ 13 ’ ”
. ‘ SR Co «d g
14 "
B o ; p »
. . "‘ﬁ" . ~
‘ - Figure 75
. ‘ ‘ R N % , .
o e ."FARMSTEAD IN SOUTHWEST FINLAND A ‘
N (Frdm*’ﬂppe]@%%n;. A., "OM BYFORMEN OCH GARDSTYPERNA ‘I ABOLAND VASTRA - -
SKARGARD"», FOLKLORISTISKA OCH ETHNO-GRAFISKA :STUDIE"R’, Vol. IV, 1931, p. 204)

j\ ‘ B p
&‘.‘3.29 , :
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Figure 76

* TIGHTLY CLUSTERED FARMSTEAD IN FJINLAND 4NOTE SIMILAR CONSTRUCTION .
OF BUILDINGS TO THOSE SHOUNOF THUNDER BAY -
(From Grano, J.G., "SETTLEMENT OF THE COUNTRY", op.cit., p. 360)

¥ N . 4

. : =)
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w
. Q;*\ PRI
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N
" Figure 77
, o

&

FARUSTEAD IN SOUTHWEST FINLAND, HOTE BUFLDING FORM
.~ AND SYMMETRY OFFARMSTEAD LAYOUT - . . :
(From Nikander, H., "DET GAMLA BWGGNADSSKICKET I KRONOBY", op.cit., p. 3)
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F
2 !
F1gu§e 78
FIELD FOREST TYPE RURAL SETTLEMENT IN FINLAND
(From Grano, J.G., “SETTLEMENT OF THE COUNTRY", op.cit. p. 348) ;
O ' - "~
R &
-~ V S - \
. ) 4 S '
, »
R

o

Figure 79~

EARLY FARMSTEAD IN SDUTHWEST FINLAND, AGAIN NOTE FORM AMD LAYOUT
) ~ (From Apoe'lgr‘en, ., "OM BYFORMEK;J 0 H GARSTYPERNA I ABOLAND
~ : VASTRA SKARGARD", op.cit., p. 208) ' :

»
o= . “

v
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- however, -also_in Tts

CHAPTER SEVEN'
j CONCLUSION
/

The .Thunder Bay area of Northern Ontario has traditionally possessed

the largest numerical concentrations of both urban and rural "Finns“,

in Canada. Rural Finnish settlement, the concern of this study, took

+ place mainly from}]900'tom1935, and/concentrated in three areas of the

peripheral rUgged’upTSnds. These<rara1 Finds established many distinctive

f : S . . ' : )
settlement characgeristics in the area. Vernacular architecture was largely

of a highly refihéd 1og construction style. Certa1n bu11d1ng types, notably

the sauna and hay barn were un1que The form of the Finnish- Canad1an 33

w,{ w °

' arch1tecture d1spTayed great harmony with 1ts natura1 surround1ngs, because

i
S

of an unpretent1ou5 nature, reflected in clean des1gn and maximum use of

The F1nn1sh ?3 stead was d1st1nct1ve particularly 12\bu11d1ng types,
; -

‘ b

ymmetr1ca1 1ayout or1entat1on g*ﬁ\road water and

view), and g ner7 location (1ntermed1ate elevat1on) fﬁe]d patterns

could be characfer1zeebé>ﬁgmal1, scattered 1rregu1ar1y shaped patches.

Forests ‘covered tﬁé“vast majority of the F1nn1sh Canadian holdxngs, and

webe of crucial ecghom1c 1mportance to the sett]ers.

- The Finns(settlfhg in rural Thunder Bey established strong independent

g

I'4 . 4
communities, marked with great cohesiveness and institutional solidarity.

\

72 e
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That they chose to occupy these most "marginal® areas at all is,

however; perhaps the most distinctive feature of this rural Finnish

L

. sett]ement. _The Finns, then, were responsible for a significant expansion
of the ecumene of the Thunder Bay area, as they were elsewhere in many
parts of North'America.. ’

-What .the F1nns accomp11shed in‘rural Thunder Bay was a fa1r1y d1rect
transplant of their traditional cu]tural 1andscape into a new, but fam111ar
phys1ca1 env1ronnent Econom1ca11y, these peopie reta1ned their limited ’

g agr1g3§tura1 base part1a11y subs1d1zed by act1v1t1es in resource or
construct1on 1ndustr1es;"Archjtecturally, transference was almost compTete

@

in both general construction sty%e and specific budeihg“types "EVen'the »

J

strong trad1t10na1 s1gn1f1cance of the sauna remained ]argely 1ntact Wh11e

ey -

T

affected by a new survey system,. wh1ch rad1ca11y reduced their dens1ty of
settlement, the spat1a1 patterns of the farms remained much the same as in _

"
exploitation. ‘Sites chosen for farms were simi ar, despite certa1n

the homeland, with.comparable farmstead 1ayoﬁt§;?fie1dpatterhs and forest -
mod1f1cat1ons wh1ch had to be made by F1nn1sh 1mm1grants, due to Timited
land availability. Inst1tut1ons, such as the cooperat1ve and the Lutheran‘«
chitrch were also transferredt though ‘the church lost 1nf1uence in the move

and was rep]aced 1nst1tut1ona11y to a degree by the meetlng ha11

1 . -

The significance of the impact of Finnish settlement on rural Thunder
Bay is notewgrthy in two respects.‘-First the Ftnns demonstrated a mas tery
~ of the boreal 1andscape born out of centuries of dealing w1th it.. Secondly,

' the -¢ransplanted F1nn1sh character with its strong w111 and great organizational
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~abilities, proved to be compatible with the general ideals of Canada, yet
at the same time imparted a distinctive image to’ the relatively small

total Finnish immigrant population.

In conclusion, two recommendations for further stud1es are made. F(rst,
 there ex1sts in Canada a desperate need for further systemat1c studfes o
early,settlement, particularly relating to folk arch1tecture, while some -
physical eridence of many original cultural landscapes still remains. These
records prov1de additional 1ns1ghts into our heritage, not found 1n most .

- Tocal historical accounts. Second]y, F1n1and as well as other countries

) cou1d continue to provide many more useful techn1ques for p1oneer1ng and -
northern deve1opment as yet untr1ed in Canada. Their 1onger exper1ence &
and greater deve]opment emphasis of the northern 1andscape could be of

great benef1t to Canada Akﬁhough there s a1ready some international

cooperatmn92 and mutua] exchange between the northern nations, this

]

'shou1d be extended further to, the mutual benefit of all.

'-a_,-

T

92. ;ee for example, Nonders, W.C. (ed ) The Arct1c C1nc1e Aspects of
“the North from the C1rcumpo1ar Natlons (Don Mllls Ontario:

“Longman Conada Ltd 1976). ‘ Ty
> °p ° : e . ? :
/
s
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1 FINNISH SETTLEMENT IN RURAL THUNDER BAY

war5~§\J&éé ussen. Department of Geography. University of Alberta
: Master's Thesis Field:Research- Summer, 1977

STRUCTURAL CHECKLIST -

SITV‘NUMB“R- | 'PHOTO NUMBERS- “DATE-

FARM/OWNER NAME- »

: Original Owner-
SITE; LOCATION- -

STRUCTURE TYPE- House Barn Other

~ Original Secondary

Log ., _ Frame Othgv s A

L0G STRUCTURES- v e u,; -
L0G CONSTRUCTION STYLE- Horlzontally E@atﬁéégQ .__ Verticle
LOG MATERIAL- Pr___ Pw Pj sw Sb cd

T Bf Po _ Other_

BEAM TYPE- Round_. Squared bs) Squared(2s)" Other
CORNER STYLE- Dovetall : Lap Lapped__ - Saddle
Locked ____ Mortise&Tenon Other,

CORNER‘&(BEAM-REENFORQEM“NT- Pinned__ _ _ : Nalled Other
CORNER OVERHANG- Flush______ Trimmed Untrlmmed '
AVERAGE BEAM DIAMETER- 5-7" 8-10" 11~ 13"
- 1=16"_ - 17+
CHfMKING- No_____ Yes “Type-

- FRAMEﬁSTRUCTURES—

_STUD SIZE- STUD SPACING . *(When Possible)
BEAM MATERIAL-Pine______ Spruce _ Other '
- STUD SURFACE- Rough Sawn______ Planed -
. A
" OTHER NOTES, . . 7
7f R

—BuﬂLDING AND SPECTAL FEATURES SKETCH ON REVERSE SIDE OF THIS SHEET
/ ‘

R §



0 : o Page 2

GENERAL STRUCTURAL FEATURES- ot T, 1%
'EXTERIOR WALL COVERING- Bare,__ Stained______ Painted \
| B Board Plastered __ Other .
Colour . ’ ~
INTnRIOR WALL COVERING- Bare_ Plastefed 4 Papeiﬁg///’
} Other Colour i

-SKETCH OF WALL CROSS-SECTION ON REVERSE SIDE OF TH¥S SHEET /,
.ROOF STYLE- Gable Gambrel __ Other_

ROOFING MATERIAL- Shakes Shlngles Rockface
) Metal ‘ ther

SHEETING MATERIAL- -

ATRUSS TYPE- “Purlin Séissors‘ : Other —
FOUNDATION- None Post____ Rock Concrete__- Other

~ Continuous Pier Spacing Pier Size

NUMBER OF DOORS- NUMBER OF WINDOWS- VENTS-

BUILDING SIZE- (Approxlmate)-

ADDITIONS-

NUMBER OF STORIES- 1 13 2_____ Other

Basement__;__ Crawl Space . :

BUILDING CONDITION- (Value Judgement) Good_____ Fair Poor
ORIGINAL WORKMANSHIP- (" S ) Good_____ Fair " Poor__

BUTLDING USE- Original
OTHER STRUCTURAL COMMENTS-

N Present Abandoned

~

-SKETCH OF INTERIOR LAYOUT “ON THE REVERSE SIDE OF THIS SHEET

. LOCATIONAL CHECKLIST
BUILDING ORIENTATION- By Road Center of Farm Other
Near Other Buildings Separate

Front Fécing— North___ South___ East___ West__ _

CLASS OF LAND- (Keyed Through the Canada Land Inventory)

FUNCTION OF SITE Original _ Present C !

TOTAL FARM AREA- 'CLEARED \/\§2N;ARABLE .
. -SKETCH OF BUILDING SITE AND TOTAL FARM ON REVERSE SIDE OF THIS SHEET
OTHER COMMENTS bONCERNING LOCATTON-

i)

B2
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~ \

" FINNISH SETTLEMENT IN RURAL THUNDER BAY QUESTIONAIRE

Mark A. Rasmussen, Department of Geography, University of Alberta

Master's Thesis Field Research- Summer 1977
§ :

SITE NUMBER DATE | INTERVIEWEE

WHO BUILT THE BUILDING?

WHAT WAS HIS ETHNIC BACKGROUND?

WHAT*PART OF THAT COUNTRY DID HE COME FROM? - WHEN?
WHEN WAS THE BUILDING CONSTRUCTED?

DID HE BUILD OTHERS?

HOW LONG DID IT TAKE TO BUILD?
HOW MANY MEN WERE INVOLVED?

WHERE DID HE GET THE MATERIALS?

WHAT TOOCLS WERE REJUIRED?

BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE TECHNIQUE AND TIME ELEMENT INVOLVED-

‘WAS THE ORIGINAL "FARM" FULL-TIME OR PART-TIME?
OTHER JOBS? B

LIST THE ORIGINAL SETTLERS-

WHY DID THEY CHOOSE THIS SITE?

WHY THE THUNDER BAY AREA?

DID THEY SETTLE DIRECTLY ON THE FARM?

DID THE SETTLER COME DIRECTLY TO THUNDER BAY FROM THE OLD COUNTRY?

' WHAT WAS THE SETTLERS OCCUPATION IN THE OLD COUNTRY?

BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE OPENING THIS FARM & DEVELOPMENT OF THE AREA-

N

o

, N
WHEN WAS THIS FARM‘R&RST SETTLED?

DID' THE SETTLER PARTICIPATE IN ANY' CULTURAL ACTIVITIES?
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TABLE A18

BEAM STYLE USED

Flattened :

2 sides & Left Round . Flattened Flattened
Townships Saddle Hewn on Saddle Hewn Round 2 sides 4 sides
Gorham 62/65 3/3 14/14 3/3 | 14/14
ware 39/70 B V7 7/13 4/7 376
Lybs ter 77/81 | - ‘ 7/8 4/4 /1
0'Connor - - > 3/25 7/58 2/17
Gillies 5/71 - . 2/29 -
Pearson 33/70 2/ 8/17 3/6 e
Conmee ) 28/68 - , 11/27 2/5 : | -
Marks 13/100 - .- - -
Total 257/71 | 8/2 50/14 - 25/70 21/6

ﬂil Noted Occurrence
, % of Occurrencek in Township
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KEY: # of Noticeable

.

¢ TABLE A20

CORNER & BEAM REINFORCEMENT USED

Township Wood Pins Nails Reinforcing Posts
Gorhanm 42/82 7/14 2/4 |
Ware 12/60 2/10 6/30

Lybs ter 51/90 142 , 4/7
0'Connor - 1/100 - -

Gillies 4767 2/33 ' -

Ppear Qﬁ 11/73 3/20 1/7

cOanQ) 2/22° 5/56 2/22

Marks 13/75 - = 1/25

Total 126/78 2012 16/10

Occurrences \
% of Occurrences
in the Township

190"
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 -TABLE A23 S &
INTERIOR WALL COVERING OF STRUCTURES
. Ship]
o ' _ (Tondue
Township Bare Papered Painted rBoard & Gr&ove}
Gorham - 63/83 . 4/5 5/7 - - 4/5
Ware . 32/91 /3 1/3 - | 1/3
Lybster 60/80 . 8/11 1/1 5/1 -
0'Connor 8/80 R 1710 - -
Gillies 5/63 - 1/12 1712 1/12 -
Pearson - 21/75 . 5/18 /3 1/3 -
Conmee  28/80  3/9 3/9 - .
" Marks 7/88 ; - 1/12 -

Tota] 224/81" 22/8 13/5 8/3  5J2

o

KEY: Noted Occurrences , - '
////% of Occurrence
h in Township

Note: Some interiors could not be seen
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TABLE A24

ROOF TYPES OF STRUCTURES <.

x . ' N\

Township - Gable Gambre! ~  Shed - HiDAJ“VV eramfda]
| CompTex \ : o '
“Gorham 76/85 6 8/9 373" .; 1/1 ‘ 1/i<' L
ware a8l 2 . 2 oz 12
" Lybster 78/90 4 g9 " /1 - -
0'Connor  12/92 - - /8 - - -
- 1/14 | - . -

Gillies . 6/86

38/97 3 2/3 - -

’éonmee _ 26/79 3 - 5/15 ﬁ% 1/3 1/3 ' -
Marks 8671 - _ - 2717 - 1/8 1/8 L
Total . = 283/86 32/10 8/2 4/ 2/1

| - ¥
\ & o -

KEY: Noted Occurreneﬁsf . :
— % of Occurrencés :
- in Township

Note: Some buildings had no roof left -~ -
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3 \
N  TABLE A2
. ROOFING MATERTALS USED )
- ood - »~ S

Township Shakes Shingles Rockface Metal Tarpaper Boards
Gorhem . 47/50 . 20/21 1213 8/ “6/6 1
Ware 22/31 - 5/8° 233 58 . 35 -
Lybsteﬁ) 49/48 12/12 7/7 - 2}/26 . 8/8, 3/3
0'Connor o7 217 | - 6/50 - 216 -
Gillies 3/43 nre YL B Vv R Al
Pearson i6/42 . 8/21 J‘~' 513 25 4/11 3/8
Conmee ~  23/56  4/10 IRV 4/10 -
Marks - 3/27 1/9 '?/9 ' 6/55 - . o

Toégz:::f~ 165/45 53/15 52/14 . 53/15  30/8. 8/2

S
£ By

% of Occurrences
in Township

!

KEY: Noted Occurrences//

~

/

Note: Some bui}dfngs had more than one material

o+
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TABLE A26
‘); © FOUNDATION TYPES USED .
Log or -
Township Rock Post Horiz-Blocks Concrete
Gorham  10/28 8 8/ ;. 15/42
Ware . 14/56  7/28 S s
Lybs ter 28/44 27/82 S e/9 3/5
0" Connor 2/50°  1/25 1725 .
Gillies 457 2/29 - SR VAT
Pearson 12/54 ~ 5/23 5/23 -
Conmee . a/27 . 4y27 BRRETAL 4/27 _{
‘Marks © 1/25 1/25 - T ys

~ Totals 75/42 50/28 23/13 - 29/16

KEY: Noted Occurrence
c % of Occurrence in Township

Note: Often buildings were syn&fh and foundation was not visible. *

¢
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TABLE A28
BUILDING HEIGHT OF STRUCTURES

N \\::) Total No. of

» : * Cxx .+ Buildings in
.1 Story - 1'1/2 Story 2 Story Basement  Root Cellar Township

=

62 20 7 2 1 - 4 95

Ware T s | 1 57
Lybster 70 T 33 1 95
0'Connor 12 1 O B | 13 -
Gi1198s 5 L2 2 - 1 7
Pearson 33 /,7"/' 2L 2 a1
Conmee 25 oL R e a2
Marks -_ 8. 1 ' 4 R | " 13
Totals | 267 59 36 . b | 10

789 6% 10%
362 Total Buildings |

* To be considered a two story bu11d1ng, the structure had to have at Teast
two floors, neither of which had angled side walls (for roof peaking). In
the case of many of the larger barns, buildings were of great heights Gover
.30'), yet still had not more than two activity levels. .

** Basement, and Root Cellar based only on1y-not1ceab1e occurrences. Also,
building functions vary again, Timiting comparisons.
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A RY

TABLE A30 .
CHANGES IN USE OF STRUCTURES
Two Function Three Function
One Function (changed (changed - Total No, of
- P (use stayed at least at Teast Buildings
. Jownship ~ the same) once§ twice) Abandoned . in Townghip.
Gorham - 21/22 TV AN 12/23 . 50/53 95
Ware 9/16 48786 10118 28/42 57
Lybster  22/23 257}7 77 45/48 9
0'Connor ~  2/15 11/85 2/15 . 7/54 13"
Gillies - = - 7/100 ' 3/43 3/43 - 7
Pearson 9/22 32/78 - t 10/24 24/59 41
~ Conmee 17/40 25/60 3/7 16/38 42
Marks 5/38 8/62 2/15 3/23 13
Total 85/23 277777 . 49/14 172748 362
| A |
\ e “N '
KEY: Noted Occurrence /g/ .

/ )y
#7% “of Occurrences
il /\(own;j_hip

Lo

-



SAMPLE OF LANDS TITLE RECORDS
(From "Doomsday Book" Records, Ministry of N

Thunder Bay, Ontario)

wn =
-
~
~nNo

wnv=
NN
NN

<
™
wm=
—
\,—-‘—ll
NN
~nN

N
NN

o

Area
280
140
140
282
141 /’
141 -
280
140
- 140
Later -
- 280
140
140
Correction -
268
134 -
134
160
263
131 1/2
131 1/2
237
118 1/2
91 1/2
115
222
111
111
281
140.1/2
140 172
260
130
130
128
223
63
160
280
140
140
279
139 142
139 1/2
280
120
160

TABLE A3]

Concession No. 2
“Locatee

Gust Lehtinen
Oscar Silkanaa

Pegé?JWidgren
Os¢ar Lehtinen’

Axel\ Maki
Gust\Fiskar
Carl Fiskar

J. Lamminen
John Karja
ETivia Karja

. ngard Koivisto
J. 'Moline
W.A. -Robinson

John Palo
Nick Makela

Heary Hamalainen

.Arne Hamalin

Arthur Forsberg

Audrey Koskinen
Audrey Koskinen

J. Korhanen

‘3. Luastarinen

. s
L: Pederson
Antti Pitkanan
Alex Palmn

Alex Palmn
Hiram Windsor

A§e1 Johnson';.
*J.J. Babcock

Matt Pakka
Alex Wertanen

Otto Hill
John Stewart

- Apr.

“Sept.

201
tural Resources,

=

.Patent Date

Oct. 21, 1921
May 5, 1916

Jah. 2, 1921
Aug. 16, 1923

Nov. 21, 1923
August, 1912
July 12, 1948

11, 1918
12, 1917
22, 1948

‘Dec.
Oct.
Apr.

11, 1923
11, 1917
6, 1948

Sept.
Feb.

16, 1921
Apr. 6, 1921

21, 1920
10, 1936

Apr.
Jan.

Sept. 12, 1919

Jan. 21, 1916
Dec.4J3, 1941

~dJan. 9, 193]

Oct. 19, 1916

~Nov. 12,7192Q

May 6, 1941
Dec. 15, 1915

Aug. 10, 1921
June 26, 1913
23, 1912
15, 1911

Jan. 2, 1913
May 9, 1912

Aug.
Aug.

14, 1919
17, 1913

May
Oct.
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AGE OF FARMS (IN YEARS).
| 2 3 4 6 16 20
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;EPTEMBER_ELLg L.,E L..g LJLm L& Lajj

M KIELD HUSBANDRY [MANIMAL HUSBANDRY  FAFORESTRY [JsuitbING  BBTRAVELLING DOMESTICWORK

- TABLE NG A32

MEAD'S CHARACTERIZATION OF ACfIVITYiPATTERNS
o ON DEVELOPING DAIRY FARMS IN NORTHERN FINLAND
(from Mead, W.R., ECONOMIC GEOGRAPHY. OF SCANDINAVIA AND FINLAND, op.cit., p. 168)
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