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“fof Alberta farm 0penqtors rent a]] or ‘a- portLon of thexrﬁ*

. land requxrements. Thls ptoportlon has 1ncreased from?~h

'Prpvynce.f}ii,was’evtdEnt that ;here’was‘ﬁo exxstlngﬁ

Q1nformat10n base upon whlch to eva]uate the effectLvenes&

.necessary for the formulataon of effecclve agrlculture

'fapproxxmarely fxve\percent in 1901.- These changes {hjf'.A.q

finf‘{mationﬁas to ﬁhy Jhese changes occurred,“'“ :

-Mdetalls about SPECLch character*stlcs of tenure Ln\theﬁu

'_O“ . -‘:_

R

f the present tenure system under the cutrent soc1al
¢ 4 < -

-

economlc and pO]ltLC&l condxtxons. Thls 1nformat10n Lsf

-
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I

':tenure‘are cérrelated wlth other changes 1n the atructufeff¥“f

-
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© A INTRODUCTION . e

'febnfexb;'vith e=view]t6'udderStahding;more-fu}ly;its
ﬂimpdftanee'enJSXp

‘;agrlcultural 1ndustry and soc1ety as a whoﬁe. : e

"study obJectlves, a’ descr1pt1on of the research methods- age

’ scatemenc of the‘szltét1ons of the study, and ‘an dhtlxne

jihfrestrhetgie‘of'enj.seeiecy. In A]berta, Jand benqre,'.u'

'fike agfieulthre‘itseTf,,is:not s;et;c,~vCon9epsely,die

begihningcoffthe_centpf&}"

:study theme.“ Thls 1s followed by a deserlptlon of the

(PRI

s . .INTRODUCTION

.The‘oVefel] purpose of @hls study iéfto prov1de af'

descrlpt1ve ena]y515»yof agrzculturaJ‘fland tenuﬂb

Alberta. The originsy . characterlstlcs and 51gn1f1cance offu

e .
-

"~ ‘the tenure System apeﬁ;exe‘eed 'in: a 's'.ocv.fio—e»cdn'omi'c'

.

T : P T
Thzs chapter begzns wzth a’ background ana]y51s of‘the4 .

’
Y
-

of the organlzatlon of the theszs.e

BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY PROBLEM

Land tenure is -a crucral_eegment of the agrlcu]tura]

,u.

’ DR : Y(LA o

-prbpriéteness'for.farm'ﬁtedueefs,»the

: problem to be addressed in- the study,‘a statement of the5”

ﬁes‘been3eubjecpvﬁ0»eonsidenablefchadgeHSihcefthe‘



P _-af‘t't' e".r"n o

" tabte 1,1% depict _sf—"s-dm”e'r"-'otf' V:r{'e ,s’igh’i:,f-i«c?-ah:"":sir‘.uc"ru‘fs?r- o

Y

‘,changesfin agricuTture, accompanred by a changlng tenure

D L :

-.n.
",

~the tota] acres farmed in, the Prov1n e.i.This hasfbean;fwf

eaccOmpanied3‘however5'by a notlceab]e 1ncrease lnfthéjL;

: i - ¥

ayerage farm 31ze and declxne 1n the numb%r of farms.
'Thrs means that fewer farmers are operatLﬁg 1arger farms.f”“”

“The ! tenure data show that ;he 1ncrease zn fafﬁ Blze[i&ff

e

assoclated1 to some ‘degree w1th'changes ’in}ignure“

-

C—— =

arrangemEnt%.' fThe proportlov. of owner*operatbrs; in .-

[ ..."- ’

{ensus daﬁa reveal 11tt1e c?ange 51nce. 1961 1n.'

‘e

1fA1berta has declzned from 92 percent of total farmersiinff

*

'~31911 to 52 4 percent Ln 1986.u Th1s decllne rs synonomous

:wgth an 1ncrease 1n the number of part owner/paréikenants

. : e « S i *

'-from 3 8 percent in’ 1911 ‘to 40 6 percent of the total as\~'

| .of 1986

P .
WY,

'foﬁ tenure as compared to. 58 percent 1n 1986‘< For 1981,

'gthegstatlst1cs show ‘an average farm sxze of 476 acres for;‘t_

’fu]l-ownersiandr1317 acres'foriownerrtenantspi Thlsf

.

1nd1cates that farm operators have graV1tated toward aj

N 0

»;_m;xed tenure 1n order to lncrease farm"szzc.

Although census data ciearly prov1de ev;dence cf

change, they lack suff1c1ent deta11 to properly analyse i'

PP
e

fthe sxgnzflcance of those changes-ffc'q;“

:the farmland area was farmed undef the owner operator form

. 3ﬁFrom a“differentﬁperspective;11n 1911, 88 percent of;'



Tab]e l 1

. y : B ,-_’.

7.?;;:f§_ FARM DATA FOR ALBERTA, SELEanD YEARS

1961

 ‘Number.of Farms . 82, 954 73, 212 58, 056 |

Average Acres-

Tenure Status
Owner***-'
Tenant-

£w N
o8
TR,
©
*
~

Area Operated"i

'000 acres . 29,293

bi&‘Area;Opefated 7 : R R
.-Owned: ~ -.,~'f88} - .81°e]Q
CRented 12 19

T
IR

4911*”“192r

"._6&5"

47,229 47,

68

32

- T:,' Ca

l

?;-SQQrEeﬁ Adapted frpm Alberta Agrlculture and“Statlstlcs7 Vo

D Canada--»:;
gt

s
o -

Lk 1911 farm data glven for tenure 1n?orﬂatlon only
%% - pefinition vf ‘census farm changed in 1976
fadioliod Includes férm mamager category -

. Maeaed not avallable L '@;

o



“fﬂﬁcg DESCRIPTION OF THE PROBLEM b

'Vftenure revea1ed a serlous 1ack of relevantiznformat1on andg

exzst1ng studzes onkthe SubJect of tenure 1n A]betta.;lAsf

f?dresearch of today should not be expected to be the tenuref

L -“-‘si'gn?i'f'ican’c’e. “o"f._ ‘the Prob) g.ﬁ-

Genera]ly"speaklng,vthe ﬁroblem be1ng addressed 1n[

- . '.

th1s the51s is: a need to 1dent1fy the charasterlatlcs oh

‘.>,

Albérta s land tenuxeisystemy1n:pnderut0“evaJua£e'1t&

'jreJa¢iVe'merits*éndgghdn§Ebningé foi the presenc &Eructuref

: A L e o : 3
'of agr1cu]ture. ”IWItialfIeserChJIntO'thﬁ'subject ofj

RS

i .o
.\,

nthe Land Tenure Research Comm;ttee of the Un1ted Statesf

Department of Agr1cu1ture (USDA) has p01nted out,,"tenure 

-

{research bf f1ve,'ten o;,tweney;ygars_ggd.fLL]_

~
-

There is'a’ growzng body of Titetethe“thhhﬁétfesSeef}d”

1the 1mportance oé\\\dl tenute varlables xn aoc1o-econom1c

by two- pgomlnent analysts that'.‘ ‘-F'¢ﬂyfﬁ

"where tenancy or’ other c0mb1nat10ns of tenure
serve a fundamenta‘ purpose,,there nothlng;
.wrong or degradlng about ‘the’ 1nat1:ut10n.. On the
other  hand,. unless ‘the’ socxa! and economic

. environment prov1des an 1ncent1ve, the’ producerdT
‘chan o nez.ther . opetrate ' ef£1J:1er1t1y .moT
,'effectlvely "[2] : RS

. -."«

-In Alberta,,where much ecoqomzc and polxtxcal;.d

Z\

be{an 1mportant and dfnsztzve 1ssue.ﬂ mhanxes zn théf::

7:exe§:ed pressute on: the tenure znstztut;on to adapt to'

{dresearchzreIated.to agricultute{ »It;hasfheen‘pointed oqt\‘"

f'zmportance 1s atCached to agr1cu1ture,vland Eenure should_f“

"ﬁstructure of agrzci'tnre over the past two decadea havegﬁf



'fthdsé'changés.. Theﬁreshdﬁéégjdf7fhef¢§;i6usfsagm§nfgfo
S g . R . , o

 soc1ety to;these changes leads,toxthg-hYPOthsx

'ffsocxal attltudes have not adJusted accordlngly. ﬂ'”'”

A genera] decT1ne 1q,the eConom1c tefﬁ%ﬁkbr  }£$

n",agr1cu1ture has also affected farm tenure. A shortage of

o : E v ; o
"cqplpal_and“large land portfo]los b€1ng he]d by fznanC1a1

ﬂipﬁfﬂfﬁti&ps has-lhcreased the amount of ]and bezng

'fleaééd;  Thefterms ']and bank' and ethty f1nanc1ng H&ve;f.”

also recent]y become common. v;i

» . . S ] Lo e S L “
'Un)ike'bthgr pnqwi@qe&, A]berta hzstor1ca]]y has‘;jy
ﬂf;hbsén'hot‘tb,interfere w1th thq'tenure»struﬁture;f
Ho&qvét;.iffchangeéﬂto'the_induhfry cont1hue:at the

'pfesent:pdde; pollcy makers may be forced to 1nt€?{éné.

‘The major preq;se under]ylng thls_research is that the"

: S e . . : B

”characterispicsfof the p;¥sgn£ system must be undérstood '

infdrdéhftg prebare;tﬂé n€ce§sary'}qfrastructqt¢¥fqrg

- i 4 : . ‘ . . i' -‘ ) . : . ‘ i_ ‘,A_ . . , : ,‘..l’ " . : A . . ' . ' ‘ b‘: - .< . . S |
.'evbn;ual‘change.-rEutupevpol1¢1es,cgn,only_be,gffecplve°1f‘
'based5onsaQEUtame infbrma£ionVaﬁd cdn$trdctiVe‘scénafibs;ﬁ';'
. P :

2. Problen COmpongnﬂs

-' . v":A,

‘ZIhé'-task_'df lderxtxfy1ng ‘and evaltJatlng Ftﬁ§. f

.,characterzstlcs of ];na tenure ‘in Alberta was pqxce1ved tos
?f ;nvo1ve three malﬁ éompoﬁents.quf\\ ‘"q}fg£  . j:”  };
(?)?f;ffﬁgglpfoposed.thgt_;ﬁé pén§£§;i£§;icﬁtﬁqn }ﬁ>iﬁ”

‘Alberta QOMpr1sea §o§§fgn;;Edﬁom{;faﬁh € §é§i§T'o;,;gf
';j1deologxcal cOméQnent:‘ A§ shqﬂ;:§f Qﬁs:d%;ﬁéA;ﬁeq€;55p§g f'

to examlne both aspects in this study, =



;”ﬁ¥fheffpto$oeedtihafifhc'cﬁi?eoc teni

fa funct;on of he hzstor1ca ‘ot It;foiiowp,‘

'%that eﬁfond%rst&nmlng of héﬁhie}orieetlﬁe“'l

':e&sentmal-1n'evaluatlngtthe

uﬂhhanges wlxhxn'the system

"ﬁﬁeouroecof 1nformat1on'regard1ng epeczflc tenurlal-w

'marrangement&‘withaﬁ'ﬁh proV1nce of A]berta and

:5vvarlowg agr1cultura] reglons.f Furthermore, a knowledge of

'&hhe n&ture jf these arr?ngements,t1se.wlandfJease”
R . o IR R

&contracts,‘ls necessarx for ' eva]uatzng thezr effectlveness
e T SRR e S R PICRE D EA S C IR F I U o
for’ a]l part1esrﬁ_.; B TR L

. ‘..

RESEARCH\OBJECTIVES 3ff ff{3jff],;'j"-75;~?fj,j7,f;;u-**V

The theme °f thls'the$1s 13 the agrzcultura] rahd”‘

_7

)’-

":tenuae lnstltutzon 1n Alberta. Admxttadly, the scope of

n@;thisHtOpic is*vast*and,;although the atudy 18 1ntended co

o be desor ptxve‘zn nature, some argfs ate necessarxly
-Temphaszzed more than others.} Both the broader and more;jf

.|.

Lt ?'iBPeCIflC °b\£cglves are outlzned be1ow{f;””
R AN I R _ft.--/ S : :

1. To estab)zsh the nature of ATberta 8 tenure~'ﬁw;‘;f¢p1Qﬂf
~‘1nstzgpc10n and to d1scover the bases for dte e T
) existence. ' o S . e SERE

g'?@loef:; to trace the or1g1ns of the ueyure sysnem,
. _f:”;o document che changes whlcm have occurred 1n : AR
";5-“;tHe system over 1me and toleva]ua:e thexr canees f,;ﬁi
'w-and effects'--”.- g ' - S S

-',f;odgy, uszng avallable deca?and a autvey.ug




*ﬂﬂjz, To eva]uate the approprzateness ,dlnf;éfgecgfgewggg,»-f'~
of the present tenur" tructure . RS SN

to ana1yze ]and ]ease arpangements and land]ord

T,tenant relat1onsh1ps, Cao Lf _,‘V-,_gﬁ‘;__f
to 1dent1fy the market for ]ease ]ands, DR

I - . e

to examlne government pol1cy w1th respect to Pand Choan
tenure and make apprOprlate recommendatzons.rh o rx_'ff;

R RESEARCH APFROACH .::“}rrg,_

The reﬁearch ﬁyr th;s thes1s is. conducted 1n thtee*w

'-.separate ﬂarts.;ff;}ﬂ :
The f1rst part con51sts of a reV1ew hf the 11teratur€ﬁff 

to determlne the s1gn1frcance of land tenure for A]bertebﬁf
’ and to pr%yrde f ba&zs for eva]uatxon of other research

‘.:, 04

o

h,” f;nd;ngs;u”lnvolved,1sf hlstorlcal analy51s of thef“v“
T o T _ . s
"Vfoundatfonsvof=xheWIEnure-1ust1tut1on.__The &rzg1ns %f5 s

'-".'

3,

L {Wharlous components of the preaent system are determlnedf

z{through an examrnatxon of reJevent l1terature."‘
Ca el .o ) _D~ e e Y

The"-‘8ecbﬂd-'-*.r'esea-r-v-c-h component c'*on'-s.i""st's“"‘vofv t-hé
.{cabulatlon and analyszs of census data from 1901 to 1986;1:

. _,v[The purpose is to subétant1ate the-changesfinltenure
S S » : o teo :
- . . . N . N X : K .- ﬂl.? -‘ .
patterns and characteristlcs 31nce the beg1nn1ng of the(
Lo e B I e h I o
T 'ThefTast'portzon_JJ ;~frésearcu;inworvesfaw»‘
A ”\survey of Alberta farmers." The susey is des1gned'to»

o

.obtaln primary data about the speczfzc characterzst1cs ofi"'

} . .'

: RN - =
ERE varlous tenure arrangements 1n the proJ%nce of Alberta.
:”fth@ results are also 1ntended to serve as;a baszs forfe




*ﬁ?fﬁjblbilography and an appendrx.;h"'“'

'ﬁifetatement of obJectxves and an outllne of the research

L comparlson

hh&methodo]ogy' for;theg'”

“f*gpncainedk;“fchqpterff‘

THESIS ORGANIZATION

Thzs theszsf'conszetrﬁjofi.eeVeﬂfﬁchdbterﬁw,hilﬁ “

‘_4'

Chapter One focusses on ‘a descrxptzon of the study,

P,

Ciami b

‘?nmethods. . ) “ - .

Chapter Two ls concerned w1th the 81gn1f1cance of

~agr10u1tural land %enureu". “fit 1ncludes ‘a

fthorough deflnztlon of tenure re]evant to the study and
7concJudes wzth jrev1ewiof 11terature concernrng

B e PRI L e R P R E e
;concepts related to tenure. Cﬂh;ﬂ] o '

~

Chapten;Three 1s deslgned to create unﬂerstand1ng of

"7h5the 1de010g1es whzch are attached to agrzcu}tural tenure

o i .
'Lin‘A]berta,. The soc1a], economrc and polltzcal znfluences

‘;on the tenure system are traced w1th a vzew to a better
jundenstandlng of the consequences of change to our present S
';. o . _ TR .

._fsystem.i<

S

'QChapter Four descr1bes the h1stor1ca1 trends andf”

= characterzstlcs of land tenure 1n Alberta from 1901 to
"{f4986._ The causes and effects qf certazn tenurzal chrngegffh?

’f;are a]so dlscussed. fft"b

. »’~ o




'-fjthgn survey.i.”

Chapter Slx presents the results’of the Alberta Land

°

._jTenureoSurvey and inc]udes an ana1y31s of the reSu]ts of

S Chapter Seven 1nc1udcs'a.research summary and a fj‘
-presentatlon of conc1u51ons and recommendatlons.;i:" R

‘p“ -
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:fO FOOTNOTES

1 Interregzonal Land Tenure Research.Commztte:, U'zted’O

. _ States DEpartment of Agrxculture._”Land Tenure:
é'ﬁ,,; Resaarch‘“ 8cope and Nature,«ERS 119,'1962, p l..
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CHAPTER II

THE IMPORTANCE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND TENURE IN ALBERTA

A INTRODUCTION .‘&.,_T;.t§

f.;, - . ". ——-

Agrxcultura) ]and cenure in deve]oped econom1es ISEﬁﬂ

*becomlng an . Increasxngly Impo;tant toplc &n :he research

‘"liperatUre, -A maJor focus of thxs research has been ouf-w'

Cthefeﬁfeere-of«renurxa1 chamge and on the eff1c1ency of}fJT

R
S

jeuerging_ieﬁure>forms.w Thxs chapteru s‘xntended

'7high1igh£5rhe SIgnIfIcance of tenure and tenure‘reseerchffuﬁ

for A]berta.; g‘~:‘;‘:i‘favz?uzh_Tﬁf(;-TTQ-TQ.fff‘ S

The chapter begIns wIth a defInItIOn of tenure..lTHig

" Lo

%‘ .

fol]owed by T’descrlptlon of appllcab]e tenureT@ff

L classIfIcations.i The next three sectIons focus on thf@f;i

“.

re]evance of. tenure goa]s, seCurIty of tenure and tenurefgﬂT

0
. ;related-pOIICIes;,'V

L BL DEFINITION OF AGRICULTURAL LAND TENURE

V[Qhe{concept of land tenure encompassesiéﬁuiﬁe_

spectrumbof related aubjects.{:THe-term ie.ofteﬂ;T
mxsxnbeTpreted and/or used to:denote on}y part of Its fulk

meanlng. j' f‘f:_T.f

'_,".,.'Lat? tenure has been aptly defxned as- ,‘-"",

CYATT rlghts and relatxonshxps that have'beeanL

?.created among men to govern -their relations with™
rrreapect ‘to- the land.- These. re]at ons. determlne"

L '_.vl.i , ;%efz7e;11iTIT?-ﬁv:.”A




ey

 Thé§Q5¢“Jﬁﬁ'

['acttvxty"

'prdducéfé

'- lﬁ.futéTfsdciéty

"gv“‘defxne

pyggll as relatLOnshxps,

el

'f’finktltutions in’ a socxety WLthln whxch farmers_bp rate,“j

- -.' : ."" v : ’ ' m;u;;i L
dlSl:rlletLOII of 'g; dexr1ved ber1af1::s axnong«ﬁ' '

.;'2 :

U]thately, teﬁ*re reflects thezgrrangements'

by whlch farms of d ngen sxze, va]ue énd productive power7;fL

i :‘,a te"’o.Pe'l‘-A't_e_d'}_-{ ‘ U '

LI

sets of ordeted relatxonsh;ps among pe0p1e whxch&
X thelr rxghts, _j' “‘he tlghttﬂqf
'Q{. others, : PALLIER



fTENURE CLASSIFICATIde

' fv§ate’both general a@df}pétificﬁq}ﬁSSifiéamipnirf 

"ﬁphg;paﬁu e
Bae mature’

andhOlder‘thétééé5fhgqﬁﬁféﬂiﬁ

: ’ to re]atlonshlps whlch;jﬂ
fu”f»fff'~" T e .

,Qf}. ;spec1fy condztlons un'eﬁywh1ch the 1ndlv1dua] Wgndmpsgrfﬁl

;.Y One chass1f1cat1on of genera] tenure forms 1s gzven Voo

 ?iby the FQP Tand Agrzculture Organizatlonsb"Those.formsHif*

o
L 2 .

,@wh1ch are\pertlnent tpvthe A]berta env1ronment ane'

jﬁsummarlzed as follows"f”

'tl.i~cﬁtto-a1y~1enurhs»n

Thls group Ls character1zed by the non- hdi9idwé{f

.—‘o. ' 3 E

M.<ownersh1P of 1and and by the lack of t1ghL

f@;,f;aexcept accordlng co thé customs of the soc1f;'

tQ 1ts usey_fﬁ

gtoup.f~
‘nghe system 1s representat1ve of the trzbal custom conc@ptﬂ{"”

7wh1ch 1s prevalent on Indlan reservatxons throughdut Northii
-Amgrmca,- -.*ﬁ?y~u'};' SR Q75 J’_,*:..’v '/
2. Co--unal renure:

et

Thls categoty perta1ns to certamn groups of soclety ,~

I3

f'fwho farm as a group. The land is" owned by the group, andf i

. - * oy
~ costs and benefxts ate often dzstrtbuted equally among

K3

@f-:uﬁeveryone.q The most common example of thxs Fystem iﬁJ ¥

- A]berta 1s the typxcal Hutter1te\colony. Thls u]ass of' 5

ltenure accounts fot approx1mate1y three pencent of

”‘Alberta ‘8 farm ]an 6



‘,;'Indlvxdual

W

Proptletotsth Teun"'

Thls defzn1t10n refers to th?_e férming opefat;ons

{assoc1ated Ulth 1nd1v1du T farme‘fowners, tenant'farwer

§

'thjs groupglqv~

]andlords, and”b'fh.fa
b' S . T y'f '

.

’;Qwhofreht land from va ious

55; uj mdnagers and Taborers.~ Generally speakzng;

“fpomposed of all opera,ors not 1nc1uded 1n the~two prev1ousf

jtenure class1f1cat10nsf Thls categoty comprlses over*95_3?‘

percent of the totaJ agrzcultura] land and farm*pg;ulatlonT[ ;

??;:{j 1n Alberta.>f~{us -j,”;-'fggﬁff_j

More sPec flC fo s. of tenure vary acootdin to suchAff“
i gﬂ g :

.) .
. s

:ﬂqfﬂ¢ ﬂjmattersfé permanence of tenure,‘share of costs nd:

S5

beneflts,f sonrce&'§£ f1nance, éesponslbxllty for“

o B . . e o S -~ ¥

o management declezons,'and swperv131on of varlous othet-

product1dn actlvztzes., Reyno1ds notes that

L

e "the exlst1ng tenure system can be regarded, not”
o ffas; fact of.nature,vbwt -as. reflect;ng'the AR
'ggd_ﬂxncerests ‘and preferences of ‘land*ovwners: “and.’ .;f#

- T'Qi}cu1t1vatots, plus productzon characterzstlcs of ST

”b.g j . agrzculture, SR s '

'” > Thzs observat1on éaq be expanded

O ‘;«,




L e) FLxed\Rent Tenancy

“cash payment. o e - L

o7

-

Q . jthaﬁ?g he doe's not rent from others. "Somefwritersf

-

e

have placed restrxcttons on thLS deflnltxon through thef

;, - _ e - . . | R
:tincqrpbration‘qf such concepts as farm equxty,:farmf‘

I R )
strdcture<or crganizatidm,.and pr0perty rlghtslo
' R R SURRNEI

 (5)5'Share Tenancy

. Share-téna - tprcally rent thELI t

4

': 3

'Wners 1n return for a st1pu1ated‘

frdm.dne'or'more

portxon of the farm output., The farm operator common]y 13_“

3

'yf;eeﬂtovmake.all management dec151ons w1th the pOSSlb]e

L Y o : [ . N

n“ekeeptqpn,cf.eXbILCLt 1ns§ruct10n5jwh1ch mayﬁbe-contatned-

'

_in’'the_ rental contract.. . . N T

~Share ‘tenancy should not be:. confused ®with 'share-

; LN e e o
croppers', a term used.to describe. farmers 'who work 'under

,ttetsuperviajan df;the”lanchrdjyho aféo-furnicnes7aﬂﬂ'ﬁ

L
5

X e - A S i
,machlnery and, Ln some_casest.tnputs,j' :

.

The foed rent tenure class typifiee,tne operator who

L . o o T L T
‘.rents his entxre land base;\ He pays & fixed.rental charge

) N S co s RARCTE ‘ S
per. unit of land‘and-may be subject_to other termﬁ.in His

S .-1',.' s .
partqzular contract. Payment may be in’ thé form of cash

)

'.on'in_klnd. In A]Berta,'tﬁe tenant e‘prxmarlly an

-

LndePendentffarm operator and, 'as~§nch¢4 manages his

o L G e e e e
~operation as he sees fit. The fixed reqt\ts‘nsual)y a’ .

TN -‘? 3

"(d) Part Owner/Part Tenancy : j»-;‘”swf.' ,t‘ 'i”fjf'

The operators assocxag;d thh ChlS category own ‘a
5 ,

portxon of thELI land base and,rent addxtlonal Tand_frpm, 
"' . AN . .. .‘ v e . e S - w o '

A

/ Jand base . =



k]

a

vf QdmbinatfbhybfftheftwoltT L

do not wxsh to farm. ,A}ternattvely,'an Indlan may own

R

4

hj(e)s Coﬁmhnai and Customary Tenures

o
DY

These tenure forms were deftned 1n the general cléés;

-~ othe'rs - under ‘a share agreesment, fixed 'rent agreément, or a .

definrtions,f However—“it shou]d be poxnted out that thev_

-

i’t

......

’

"_..may xlst i‘n :.var‘ll.o'u.s' 'un,i."q'ue fo;rms accordxng to"th,“e“-.,
.soc1et1es~and,culturesfjnfwhlch they re‘founi ror'

jv1nstance,_a farmer on .an.. Indlan reserve may rent 1and from

nelghbours who have the rlght of use of thetr fxelds but'*

["?__

¥

‘]and off the.reserve in-add?tﬁon'toxhis ftrlbarvholdlngs ;

As stated earller, communal tenures ;n Alberta apply

v

vprimari]yjtoxﬂutterite'coTonies-spread:througnout:the'”

province.:

[T

-

]abe]]ed Tor'thefmostfpart,»as,ovner}or!ownerfoﬁEratbg;

B

tenant, and part—OWner/part-tenant (owner tenant) The-

other SpECLflC tenure claSSLflcatLons as deflned above ‘ate

-

'jreferred‘tonthroughout@the'studyfwhere apprdpriate,7-'”t

L€

D. LAND TENURE GOALS

TN

- : . . - -

Oneivaygtp”understand‘tne srgnlftcance of a land

ten_u’re-"in‘stitution‘'in",éoci..etyﬂi;as':,to_ex'afmxn_e_,-t_h'_e’specifzc6

: goals of the systnm.e_iaf'.*.'i R '{;_.f’E .
’ - Each tenure system has its own set of goals, based on

~[the soc;alj p011t1ca1 and economrc envxronment 1n whxch

S IR

etsn-Fem:exists;:gIn'theory,ftenurefgoala'qunotﬁV

’For*!htfbufposeé“of”fhi@*ﬁﬁﬁdyigtenure forms ‘are . .

.”;




.

'necessarz]y represent'thb”attual‘pérfutmaﬁdéfbfja”

.'\ Bs

paLLxcu,ar system, but reflett people 5 v1ews ~as’ to what a_'

TN

(3 o

y;m&WCTgﬂaﬁ thag,"' é Tandg'tenure structure, shou]d‘

~individual g

' f, 'who'l e“ s o‘_c‘;

: : 5 ok

fall Lnto three bHSLC categorxesq ecbnomxc,‘soéiaj;'and"

. -
5

| tegd 12
SR .

provxde for effLCLent and productxve u#e of resources,7

Eqﬁitablé anoﬂ%s for-farm'famiiles,;and'ensure»securxty.

of employment and re51dence for farm operators.,uAs Such;

it»should,]end 1tse1f ~fraedqm‘add_flexihility;in

o . e

production -and managemEntg_ Just -as- important, iespecially

ltEnqpe';nscxpptLon shou]dvxdearly prov1de,‘ The Royarﬁ:

CoﬁmisSiOnfon Agricultura.and Ru:al L1fe in. Saskatchewan
practxces and merovements whxch add to” '

é}]-beidgaand, at the-samejtime;,beﬂqfit.théa,i

,"ll‘hfoljoging'this_reasoding; %ﬁﬁz;e,goalai'

InfthelféBnomfc‘rea1m, fhé3téﬁura?syatém sh6u]ds

3

7fo}at6day's rapidly'phaﬁgiag enviroaméﬁt; stenure goals

-

shou]d”ensufeQease of transition for farm-faﬁj]ieS'dUriﬂg:

periods pf?a&justhent. This iné]udea bothieﬁﬁiyfand,exifﬁ

. achieving. consérvation of- land resources.f,"~ffa

ﬂA;;;L— Socla] coals

©

*In order 'fdffréa]izeF_thel%potenIiaﬂ fOf ,écbnémi?-

~growth, the social weli;béing af tha'rhral poﬁulatioh;pﬁd

o.farmidg., in,addition, land tenufe'sh&ﬁld‘haJp':h 

W




<

f}socxety a's a who?e must be consxdered.uTIﬁ“th$5§enee§

tenure goa)s sh0u1d be concerned w1;h maxntarnxng¢i

fequrtable‘standards of lxvrng,_as well as encourag;ngﬂ ui{;:ﬁ;;

‘unblased part1c1patlon by a]l tenure classesiboth 1n andu”

':jfoutszdeiof'the communxty.< Agarn, an meortanL Lssue hereTg_ff].;zf

"ﬂrs stabLILang the effects of rural mrgratlon, such thatf'

‘;eommunxty;sttuctures_and'persbnad 1ntegr1ty are’ preserved

 3;’ Legal or.éolxtxcal Goait ;‘:r'. "T?af.»[j:f'_ef ;.r,;:ﬂ_:' 455
3:The ro]e of.laws ane gevernmentAlegie{errnniiseﬁdv'. |

:Pr9§¥de:stab111ty (notbrxgrdrty)'thhxn £hejeeohaafé7ﬁvdejﬁ

:ieeeiaf rnetrruc;ons'whxch make up agrxcuiture.: The 1egal

.

in?titufien must be in harmony thh the others, an1ud1ng

e thac'of land tenure, fn order for the system to functlon"'

\\g effectlvely. To do thxs, 9the Iega1 bases of land tenureut’n“y
. shou]d be clear1y defzned, yet capab1e of ad3ustment"13
"Mo‘_r‘e_'_spec;flcall]y,’, ’l»egal‘ ’go‘aglvs,v'avre concerned '~w‘1_£_ha="'

providing”’éecurity' of tenurel'wi;hout'diecrfmineting

5 ”2eJaga1nst any partlcxpants Ln-the'syetem;

‘4‘2’}, e . ) L

;_ T Land tenure goaJ 5§ggest how ‘a partxcular systemvie

neupposed to. fudctlon rnwthe*eyes_of the.ex;ethg,soczetyf ”'

-

The obJect bf tenure research LB to evaluate the actua1u'

»

’performancej as well as the approprxateness of ‘8’ tenure

system with respect ,tq.‘xts,-,goa,l;?," at a given pomt ln
Y. t,i'mé'-é‘,

h'ﬁ';'f,.g".“ ‘I’EWE RESE@tcu TRENDS ,

T The eeonomlc well-belng of fanmers under dxfferentdz

R
4




T

tenure forms 1s not predlcated upon ownlng all of the1r
land; Hlstor1cally,_theorlsts stressed ownershlp of land

”:7as being,fdea1”forfmaximum'fproductrv;ty and effrolency in 3

uagriCthdrer_jAgr1chtura] po};o;ee,,notably those 1n

fATberto;mheyejrefdeeted this5notion;. Thls 'erceptron

jopawned theories ouoh'es the Vagriouftura] ladder theory

7¢Qwh1ch predzcted that every farmer wou]d eventual]y own hls:"
-land. %he ldeals surround1ng owner operatorshlp are st11] .

7/

“strong but the econom1c goaIS'of 1neome,maxzm1zat1on;and o
efficiencijarevbecomimgVmoreuimportentrconsideratione,'

:‘among OPerators.vw v1_-_-?f“;f J;;:A'_E» o f.'.."fl,;
As eerly as 1937, C.A"Wlley expreseedrhiodideas o
”éoncernjng“the agrrcu]tural 1adder theory..'

 00f ¢0urse,’”most of us hav1ng seen. barnYerdf
Jadders Jleaning up- to somethlng infer that. the
;agricultural ladder slants up. The- 1nference is R _
no, better than classical: economlc doctrlneu.ltv Lo
was good sa Iong as you. granted the major -. T
premise.” S L
Although sti]l_eonstrained:byicertainrinstitutidneg_mony
.owner-operators ;are,desoehding thetagricultnral ladder to
a mixed tenntefétatusdin search of more. economic ghins .
fromrferming;..AtAthe_sameltime;dmixedftenurelfaoilitétes
entry to.forhingJ o ,' - f*-[ S o ;v . Tf'F
":Other economlsts have demonstrated the mer1Cs ofi

:combining 1egs1ng w1th ownzng land 1n North Amerrca. ~T.Wa
-.thultz; 1n119#0, supported'tenur1a] reform on'the beeis'
: that farm tenacy could be an eff1c1ent form of tenure15

r

Rarner Schlckle (1941) argued that 1nd1v1dual mlxeﬁ tenure

[ .o



*fg:ms cou]ﬁube superzor_xn eff1c1encyﬂto vholly-bwnedA

Sy
-

Wfaﬁms 1f certalhfcrlterla were met whxcH’contr;butid to

;-,.\.-. -.'

asecurxty of tenureifbr the operatotgl;

o égluded soc181 acceptabnlxty16

-

More recent researchers on’ the sthect of tenure heveja

Tt

5conc1uded that tenancy 1n varlous alternatLve forms can be7 u _ V

.,,.

efftetent contractual arrangement.ﬁﬂFurthermorey”

amn -

= farmefs ‘in the grow1ng mxxed tenute category are depxcted‘
o . B e
) -“as be1ng the most successfu] owners who enlarge thezrf»f

a

voperatlons by rentingbas=w£ﬂ‘ '_tenants who havefﬁ“

purchased land. The success of mxxed tenure farmers Lsf

.;filbuted to\theLr abxllty to comblne the benefbts offefﬁ,,_
'7m~f18nd ownersth and rentxng17 ' Sl _ S
. : G _ g

.\‘elt, '[f* In asSessing the 3CC3PtabllltY and/or effxcxency Of“

: . . - ‘- A ‘»._ B ’ - ‘ ° » s
“'”"f“eny'ténufe types,fthe lxter%ture contaxns unan1moueF”

o - agreement on the exxstence of c%rtaln factors whxch must W

P

be coesxdered;“:These 1nc1ude;tee
'flt Setutity of”Tenure','&. Qae",
4»o type and prevalence of . lease-cqﬁt;eetueiﬂertaﬁgemeﬁge
o e Ui G R
L 'to cap&ta] anestment reqquements P m fﬂfiV7~_i;fg

e b,attrtudes-of ]andlords and tenants

C2 Land Market:f.'3eeﬂx‘ : ffw '{t[;:<¥ mon e
LA R e e RO DR N : I
"Jeo prlce and dvaxlabxllty of land for lease and/ot 8a)e:ﬂkQQ

Ui .

L3y Supportzng PO]ICLGS” ,;7:u AR
S S SRS
o credxt and lendlng S ,f,ft; ‘
- .oﬂproducer ;neent;ves; :;jﬁ,“ s
o maE BEAATE
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CHAPTER THREE

e e FACTORS INFLUENCING. THE - DEVELOPMENT OF
L o w0 ALBERTA' s LAND "TENURE SYSTEM

"UP' ©be. sﬁirrihg, ‘be . al1ve, S
‘Get upon a fdrm and thrive!: . o
"He's a king’ upan “al throne. '%¢ ?
RPURRRIS o T “Who has acres of his own!" . ...

S\*tq‘;.mﬁ ' s - PRI Afbxander McLachlan;;~”

é;ﬂ'*;aﬁgf\ INTRODUCTION | R
"'Structu:a] Change'ln Alberta s agrxcultute is havzng"a

ifeconomlc changes may be positlve factors for gtowth 1n the7‘”

?1ndustry.r~ﬂowever, 1nst1tut10nal attltud1nal and - ™
. , K e P e : @u.-, Y ' "_
- 1deolog1cal fdciofs must-a1so be g0331deréd51n~order fot?ﬁ .
. .."‘» . ' . ) ‘ v'.:-‘ ” o ‘. :. :
Hpchange to: be ef fectzve.  "Techno]ogzcal (and econom1c)j'

Q-

- 1nnova;1qn" 11ke ‘a. 11ght bulb w1thout electr1c1ty--theﬁl

ll”éfw»pdténtial‘éxihts but w;thout ﬁf‘-c%mp]emencary lnPUQ;ii

% 1 L ?‘T R
noth;ng w111 hdbpen . InstLtutlon ;‘attitud1na1 and ,j 

“1deo]o 1cal factors:are very much a part ef Alberta {f:»

- .;'0‘tenure.sysﬁéﬁ. The purpose of thls chapter is to . eiamzné",»
: the or1g1ns of the prevax)zng-ﬂ ‘e logzes whzch arefy‘

embedded 1n-the tenure'Lnstf;qﬁ:

.fundetstandzng thezr nature. :Thj§f§” j

-fwtutg'phangega ::J



i B

have contrrbuted to the set of va]ues governrng Alberta sh

tenure system;gg Tofa large extent, emphas1s on: the owner-f.v

SE N

A
IDEOLOGICAL INFLUENCES

FJ*Z:There have been aeveral 1mportant 1nf1uentes whzch

g
*,

-

-ﬂbe11efs of those po]1cy makers who 1nf]uenced the nature

&3

‘looks at the sources of those bellefs, as wel] as other~

T . L. t.

. motluatlng‘faCtors, rncJudrng the 1nfluencee of early’

”;sett]ere'end other'partieipants ~in’ the eettTement of_the.

v

CMest. Lo ool g

vh»?igure'%;lrehousitheiiinkagesiand-re}étionehios;of"‘”

'-théhmoet”importantffnf]uencesfon'AJberta's tenure system.

‘The fxgure serves ‘as &‘ outlzne for the dlscuss1onadn~thls

;section{,beginning.withwthe'Phyeiocratraﬁﬁnf]uence. !
'1:‘.ThétrhyiiocratiC'Influenee 'JﬂV'AT,"J”5 'ffﬂ'f-"

“was formaﬂly organlzed in 1757.' Thelr work wes motlvated'

:pr1mar1]y by the1r perceptzons oﬂ&a need for soczal change

]Mercantalzsm on the French countryszde.‘ Under the1r flrst' .

The Physrocrats, ‘br "les Economzstes , gere?efgroup

leader,.Franc01szuesnay,vthey developed concepts wh1Ch o

,’."

h;@perator form of 1and tenure is a dlrect reflectlon of theh

_’fof agrxculture deve]opment on "e Pralrles. Thls sectlon‘t"

3

.oof French economlc ph1]osophers whose schoo] of thought'ﬁ

'f1n France and as a reactxon to the negatlve effects o%r't

‘had & long lasttng 1nf1uence on soc1a1 econontc end g
;polit;cai thought around the world. Ironzcally, thelr
.1deas Were 53t accepted by the rulzng power gtructure 1n
¢ ﬂfff‘r 1
. 4 ‘*& , . , ’. b -

, v R . - ;
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‘wﬂfreneeiéndfthis‘)ed to the demlse of the;school aftet theg

French Revo1ut1qn of‘peas i

’h\As‘eiempleq'qf;theFr ”_finente} the Phy31ocrats arehﬁﬂ

::?the-'dtiginatbtklf6£;£the“.6£btessibns "1azssez famre

entrepreneur ‘and 1mpot un1que for slngle tax. Of equaT'['"

‘1mportance has been the propagatzon of thelr bellefs abouti.vp

L

.the value of agrlculture and ptopetty rlghts 1n land. eff

j(ai Phy31ocrat1c Phl}osophles Re]atlngﬁﬁo Agrlculture

Many ofﬂ"the :xdeas f@f :the Phys:n)crats,_werg‘

v'lncorporated 1nto thelt Tableau Econoquue,lan.1deaTistieff7

»yet exp11c1tamodel.of anneCOnomic system based on the?

B

v‘genere] 1aw(s) of the'"natural of&ethz.’ Impl1c1t in th1s

P Y %

- mode? ere- thezr‘ ph1losoph1es concernlng he-}ﬁivingﬁ"f'

. . -
A .

L\ﬁeture' Qf‘7and and thqsh who - farm'xt. .These fundamen{eis_gh

' :vhave had'a.pﬁofound effect on- Canad1ap land tenure.n"

he Value Agt1cu1ture

The Phy51ocrat1c doctr1ne extol]ed the v1ttues of"

;agr1cu1ture in. both an, economlc and a rel1glous context.'
s \ . . -_.\-.

N B

The . b831c argument was: that a1l weal/h 1s u?%ihately';&

der1ved ftom the land-‘manufacturlng and commetce on]y”ﬂ'

.ChBOSE the Eorm and Jocatxon of that wealth3 ' FrOm’antY
jeconomxc standpoznt, agr1cu1ture'was unlque zn that ‘the

1-;new wea]th created by agr1cultura) productton ex@eeded the

R L

vwealth desttoyed %h the proceSs of productzon"“ 'ZIn?other'

,,words,~agr1culture was a!ways capable of generatlng ‘a.
‘hsnnpluste Thls;capabllzty ;,ettribut&d te'thef



-f;blesylng f]ow 1ts 1n€xhaust1ble rzches.u The pouer_f

' fa]teadY-th€ré1

'.1land.f Although the prOduct1 ‘f
'ﬂffrom,the PrOPrletary elass4?
e s
;koc1o economlc hzerarchy. each

V.to itgerespectlve role.flrmgﬁ

eand those who wcrked 1n 1t'

* -sciences; to faczlztate the development 6

'x.é‘_recover- If nct, the ttee w;lJ_perrah

‘Y.alse expressed the role of thé‘farmer. Hethote zn~1766:

and man slmply makes use o,~

)' -

re not con” a par 1nﬁthe.:j“

arquls of Mzrajea

;staunch ph;119Ctat, exemplmfieﬁ the ro]e of agtzculture .}

‘_v*"The‘meadk f Sub51stence afé”tﬁe measure of
e populatzon.‘The productlon o £ foof‘shourd
..’therefore ‘be- assxsted and the burdeqs a]lev:.atedE
. The small-cultivator 1s_to be eéncgurage nd hel&‘v
L. in honor.acreat~landowners -should lzvﬁTn the;e__e
_fpestates and see to their development,'and not -Yéad . .
&n absentee Jife. of pleasure in the. menropolxsmjg;fﬁf
T;Intereat ~ghould ‘be - reduced,i.pub11c debte" N
extinguished, aad a: m1n1stty of. agrlculture to - T
'Tbrlng agrlcultute.to ‘the succor’ ‘of the &pplzedfﬁge,'
geanalsgf”"”;f
communications- and dta1nage.  “The state dis & tree, -
'agrzculture its™ roots,;populatxon its trunk,,arts'f,.krs
;- and  commerce its leaves.n The leavesi-are tbe ‘most. <
o brilYiant" part, but the Je. ?endurxng r“Ajstorm"_.
- -"can'destroy" them. ‘But: the sap would 80 n.renewe_p«¢;~
. them if .the. roots maznta1n thelr v1gor.; To the: .
_roots the remedy must.go, to let them: %}pand and”j' !

'Robert Jacques angot, another promlnent physzocrat,

'7*"He [the husbandman] 10,-therefore ' : e
z'esource of ‘the ri hes,_whzch, by: thexr cxtcutat‘on"
'W'“_anzmate al) the labors. of wpciety; because he-i

~the .only one whpée Jabor grodnces‘over andfabove'
the wages of the labor.‘J' ' Sl




o R R o : - . e
,*j o . - " .
L PfoPérty'Rightsi g
- _'.‘Among he Phy510crat1c doctrlnes was tﬁeif ét;qng.

sabellef 1n pr1Vate propérty rlghts 1n 1and. Théifaviehs

) are aptly expressed in the followlng assertlon by Quesnay
,~I”f d;"The ownership'of landed property "and moveab]e
. -Vwealth should be guarantéed to those»who are
their lawful possessors;} for security of:
.ownershlp-is.the essential “foundation of the. °
economic.order of society., - In '‘the absence of
- " surety of ownersth the. terrktOty would remain
L ‘uncultlvated.- It would have neither proprletors‘
. - nor farmers ta make the expend1ture necessary to -
improve and cultivate it, if protection of funds
., and products were'not guaranteed to those w ho
"~ make the advances of thls expend1ture 8oL .
L . s
c Quesnay proposeduthat the"entrepranEUr' or ~land
owner, being the 'd'ivih'ev'ste_w“ard’f over the-)Jand, was
entitled todtﬁé agridultgral‘”surp]us}‘_ This-surplds'
frepreSentkd"aVCOmpenSatibn_té the landholder:fdh
prdviiing the land and served a’s a motlvat1on to 1mprove
., ) - " e . - . . B . X oL )
andtmaihtaih itffd:.fhetbgnefit oﬁcthe whole society.,
S o Dol A e
. This argument for Yright of owhefshiﬁfﬁﬁ}gures prominently
in -c]asaicalf d(oruimic theo;y and in the farm
o . : . : E > #éth\; S A
,f-»fundamenpa1rsms popular 1n NortqrAmerlca and other parts;
. ’of"therbrjdw:'b ‘ R ;f S R S
! , o c . P . ‘,( S [ R
(b)h The Transmzss1on of Phy51§2rat1c Ph1losophy°
f;'_ The phys1ocrac1c lnfluz;ce?on Canadlan ]%nd tenure'
o 3 . / R .
hdsuoccpr:gd yia,vario::q” y 'uhiqh‘are_outlined"below;; )
L R - R L
. L. . N . s B o e
»/ ,
/) 2 v.
- 3 9
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.Thomas Jéffaféonkan¢hu;s;;Fatm'PoliéiJ§ L'
" Much o£ thé'PhYSiottaEic_ﬁhtﬁbsophy'yés”;eflgétég,in"
the early North American attitudes toward agricuiture.

This*ig.atffiqugqvméiﬂTYféé;Ihqﬁés Jéffé;éqﬁjii
‘iIn:éddifi&nZﬁ0j£eiﬁg the.secohd‘é;é#idedﬁ@oﬁ’fhEi
Uniygd;ﬁ%ates apd-a';féfét'qutﬁé be€j§r§ti;n36f
' iﬁde§éﬁdehc§;~jef¥§f§éh’aléofééfyéa.éé:ad ;ﬁb#g§§do;jéb-

Frhnce,”begin@iﬁg iﬁf1784,.'While:in'Fréhcérhe bécémé ,
IR T e L SR E L o
‘#associated with DuPonti de Nemeurs, 'an_ influential’

- E i . Pic SRR

» e

hAe

.suppdrﬁer_of thefPHysidcfats,'@hd‘thgn Direéto¥ of_
. ) . Ly L ’ PR . . R

.;Commerce for tKe French Government.. During his stay "in -

France. énd‘throughvlager corréspdndehtg;-Jéffefsdn}betamg

very .impressed by .the ideas of'thé'?ﬁysiOCrat§.9'
There is Sfrong§eQidence'of this~iﬁ

. . - K . E
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. : . 31
-
I -
LR .nAmerrcaican own land "13
-Economlcs and Soc1a] Thought R )
. ‘Avqumber of he physiocratic theories were both

o N ’. . ., . ..».v I3 ‘,-.v . 0 N .
‘criticized and‘endorsed by prominent:'thinkers' throughout

Europe and even Asia.. Adam Smith, Dévid'Rieepdo, Thomas %

Maithu53'JbHﬁ‘Mill Karl Ma§x,eHenrjeGeOEgexéndﬁgthérs

have referred to the: Physxqcrats in their writingé...Theée‘dz
people andumoderq wrxtérs have considered the Physiocrats = -
eop’e anc-mod WELES ' AES Ehe rocrats.

‘Eé fmportentuconﬁributors

zdeas.

. ¢ ‘ . - )
Physiocratic. theories of rent,

to the evolution of economic

Adam Smith, in-particular, showed interest in the #

fmpo:tance76f‘land'ownership. "Deane poinfsVout'chat:

~-

" In view of ;Adamd Shith‘sf id;erest.“in"dthe'

- Physiocrats; whom he met on his visit to France, -
and with whose laissez- faire policy prescrlptlonf'

"tenants would not ‘use thexr own capxta]

the

increaseJJG~

he sympathised more than w1th ‘the Lnterventxonlst

'_propensxtles of the Englxch mercantallsts, it is-

not surprxsxng to find that the. Smlthlan theory
of growth has some afflnltxes to. thelr model

'flniSupport of‘land,ownefship, Adam Smlth argued that

landlord wOu)d-recerve_a share df.the resu]tant

Centu:y”agricu}tural ecoqomxsts_such as Ear] Heady‘ _Heady

. demonStuated.hdw*;hiSNP:dblem”coqu;be'ovefcﬁﬁe,in_leesing_

arrangements.

the ownership of

- Since the Physiocratic era, economists have favored

+

. makes more efficient use of resources and provides

economic growth and the

1g”productlon; as

Thls theory has been rexterated by Twentleth

land.on the grounds that this tenure form .
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'*itoepplitiealfséabiﬁify{ ;‘i: :_f _

1 . ) 4

vaen.that England efféctvvely‘served as Canada s'

- ¢

gdvetﬁmen; befere Confeﬂerat;pﬂ,:‘ﬁet- !&ndv}tenure

v expejfence€‘and_ agrlcu]turaTVpdliéTeéﬁﬁere‘boundfto“hqve

; .

e'-' i

}"flgured”promlnent]y 1n the Canadlau experxenCe.

't-ﬁThe Influence of Feuda1 feﬁﬁfes'#if' uifff

S Canada‘xs;s'id to. have been England s QJ
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.t N .
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X J o

1aspects of th% Englxsh lan¢ system.. The seebnd~is'the '

’f' \. g '

,_1nf1uence of Engl;sh common lva.wv.’, B *

DY
’

I - [ -

s

k‘

'}he EngT;§he;anUende_0¢ Can&dian%lend.;enhre came in’

'f‘ﬁorms.ffThe?first[is‘&eihtedftp;tﬁe negative

~‘-”,_s_¢3_‘g:£i._t=.”",I:'y_t:yf.<pzf'ec‘lomimsmt:'-l_y ]and ownlng £armers comtrlbutes.'f

_‘d re Eorm. e

. Th1s éssertlon refers to u%e events w%ﬁqh occurred aa §'

<

regdlt,of-a genergl_dxssattsfactxon& Qp Eng)and 5 tenure

I r. *‘r : .u

;-System”;dﬁﬁ.fhiw part- of ;enamt *farmers.-v Thxs

w
‘e

dlssatxsfactxon, xn conJunctron thh Cahada a offer of

v, 4

free Tand, helped to precfbltate both the engratlon ofx'

FRE 1 Lo

would -be entrepteneurs to Canada and tenurlal reform 1n5;,e

»
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K1ng.: At th dxscreCLoq, the Kxﬁg grnnted a- pottlon“ofruf“




' Esgenfihfly, th:ll

v with)

’ under obllgatxons of loyaitybto*fheir lords.

' of tenants and 1aborers.  ""-¢,‘w’

BN
“

tos

-r

7 ‘tenufb«~ Thebe.conditiohs?ééhsisted'of?vafious ob}ig@gidns

on ”Eéhalfﬁ. f - 1and1<>rds, _ceaants and‘thef’Stété.3

and and &Eb

&

'

17 .

The system was”far frOm belng perfect.\ A strugg]e

amongst lords to ga1n status,,comblned w1th 1ncreases in

oB1igatibhs‘td th ?state_and“dnlepdﬁomic»@éclfne'in~

aéricﬂhtu%é,41ed ;o'the,ébqse'df tenants. The teérms

c

‘7£6rced’]abbr'nybbﬁdége? hnd;iSerff'bgéémg associated

EER]

wifh;féudé]ism;-‘Thé“reaulxingvupheéﬁa] fostered less

agriculturaT'productivity on éétateé*ﬁnd“khe,displaceméntj'

?

ténants bécéme=légéjfy9éligibfe to galh compensatxon for
. ;] R K .

fxmprovemxnts and entztlement to -a mlnxhum perlod of one_

year.befppe a-notxce td; qult‘ coqu becomg'ope;atlve}ls

¢ -

T e S R ‘ L
Thus, gt the time . of the development of Western Canada, '

In return, Lhe“lords‘

‘_ §eféf§uppqﬁed§§o ﬁ%y %axes to the state and glve'faxr_

‘ﬂrdwa?ds to'fArm laborers and tenqnts,-who were themselves_

‘Tenurialxreform_was'SIO}fdhd'grgdqai;~'Itfwas not .

“unti) 1875},éndﬁche.fifSt‘AgLICUTfﬁral o]dxngs Act,4thaf 

~ther’e still] existed considerable dissafisféction'among'

4

= exghty fxve percent of the agr1cu1tura] opérators 19

o
y, a4
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_Englaﬁé'd ténaht.dlaés, whxch comprzsed approxlmately

The xnfluence of feudalxsm on Canada 8 land p011c1e85
. ’was a comblnatlon of Canada 8 desxre to av01d a feuda]—A

Tike tenure'apd:the-des1re of po;gntan EngTi§h'emigrbs‘to

B ﬁ’~“;  'i;,jf,7A'H. {
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M'So anxious Were we...to’ be completely rzd of,» o
.feuda]bonds, wed1d outbest toestablxah whatwe.f&."
_thought was an: opposxte type of Jand" ‘syistema -
. Wetngave] tftle—to land to prxvate xndxv;duals,

" .and' -the 1n¢1V1duwis who recelved these txtles '
'”recelved for. theﬂselves and their heirs and. -
.Jasslgns forever as near)y.cpmplete freedomfine.,
ﬁ“respect “the maé?gf .their Jland as has “been .

~granted b¥%any.; ijstem anywhete estab)1shed.l_*
- sesFurthe - _ngthls'conntry, by 'private
vtownershl‘ Je have: meant almost one

".euBut, whete land was abundant and the voyage to
the .New-World itself -a claxm to 1ndependence, “the -7

'.sp1r1t which:repudiated. peasantry’ qnd tenantry? a
f]ourlshed wlth remarkabie ease. v

.

}~The-Cenadlanicoyerpmegt,f;n needfbf.entrepfeneurieff
Spi;itsﬁtstettle tbe Vest;'openly pfbﬁdtedlth{
"ﬂ evaiTEbilityebf land and freedom, evén to the polnt oﬁl-

organ1z1ng expense paxd tours from Europe.22
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An eXamlnatlon of the property laws 1n place‘iﬂ{;

Eng]and from the ezghteenth century 13 dxrectly re]evant'

'to an understandlng of the evolutxon of A]berta 8 tenutee

systﬂm. Eng]xsh common ]aw thh respect to land tenure Ls~

tstlll the basxs for Canada 8 legal £ramework concernlngff'*

>uownersh1p'r1ghts.~ These laws eotstxtuted the lega]“" :

Justlflcatlon for the Homesteaﬁ Acts and remaxn anf'

"4ppprtamtipert;ef‘today & tenure tnstltutlon.:_MpIeQ:t

[
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*h“hspeeificelly;zﬂ_

basxs for the Canada Hom

"Plenary Jurlsdlctlog wlth respect to property law .
and ClVll rxghts was.given . to the” prov1nces under .
“the, B.N.A, Act s. 92(13). " The North- West
Territories . Act, 1886 (Cen.) c.25, Ts.lly
establ1shed that the laws of- England as the same
3
'Terrltor1e8u, Flna]]y,ﬂthe.Alberte Act,;1905?
(Cam.), c.3, '8.10,. shlfted former territorial
power to the Province of. Alberta, and so:English
law was- formally received into our province "<

ﬂ“ “‘existed jon July ‘15, 1870,- app]xed ‘to. the;,ﬂ‘iﬁ

’Ironieally; nuch*oﬁ the’predit'forjthe;fundamentnls' -

of the common Jaw of real propErtyvhss"beenﬂgfyenftovthéﬁﬁ

feudal system.iV'

 VMény theor1sts on'_roperty.ulook back at "the
_feudal system and - ap.laud a baSLC theory woven
~within it, namely,. that land- “held, 'thatyf
,‘stewardshxp rather than ownershlp is ba51c, and: .
"~ that  the —holding ‘of" land ,1s La- rec1proc%1;
relatlonshlp of rlghts -and- dutles .

Engllsh common law had undergone some changes prlor

f'concerned Wlth expandlng the bundle of property rlghtsg:

»f.afforded to ‘a8 holder of land. The forces whlch led to a

o

econom;c and socxal.- Many promxnent wrlters of

v
I3

aneteenth Century stressed the values of freehold estates

g;ln land to’ the extent that thxs era has been 1dent1f1edy

o

o

%

e\.ﬂ?ﬁéﬂ Act of 1872.

. changes to Engllsh common law, whzch provxded the legal

h;ft Canada s Lndependence.' These changes_were malnlyft'

"more absolute freedom of ownershlp were equally polxtxcalrff

,hxstorlcally as the perxod of 'laxssez—falre LndLV1dua-¢'.?

jllsm'25 'Canada e land tenure system reflects those;”ﬁ
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| farm famxlxes would "uphold the democr&tlc pro&ess and‘e‘“

;*cr THE EFFECTS or CANADA s LAN SﬁTTLEMENT POLICIES

'

oﬁnrng hls‘own land xs 1nherent 1n the free homesteadf.".

v,

::system adopted for the pralrles‘under the Domxnxon Landsdid}ﬂ

Act of 1872. The development strategy for the Canadlanmf

pra1r1es»was‘alculmxnatron_of that employed forftheﬂf'.

Te

j"s'e-t:.t:'lenient of Upper Canada, beginnlng;in'1792;,’Theff

Provance of~Upper Canada pursued an actxve polxcy of

grantlng two hundred acres (as a rule) to Loyalxsts andfhﬁv
other 1mm1granCSffor{a~-modes; fee and an oath of__'
. a] 1eg1ence"26 3 o :,:," ‘ " ‘ : o -

'AQ Hxstorxans such as Hansen and Bartlet27 have statedﬂ-en

BN

"!;hat the h@s;s‘forwthls pollcy was founded'qnffﬁoﬁd”i

‘criteria; Flrstly, the comb1ned polatxca] influenceidffiJ

4.

the Brrtxsh and t“e Pnlted States lqd to an adherence td”f‘*

thls form of co]onlzatlon.r Secondly, both the pol1txca1éhuﬁj

.u.

leaders and the'xnfluentxal entreyrenfurs of that erah':“

concurred that the gtantlng of land parce1s to prosnectrve -

o constxtute the most ef£1c1ent and econemlcal method of

« o a

developxng -he land resources and’lncreahxng;the¢wf“

of &oodstnf 3"28 dvAT‘;xdf ﬂ,_{7'ﬁj;ff'hh3e

“,,

'ﬁlThe proapect ofﬁb

sia]e unequalled by other natzons, anludxng the Unztedzph

<
°

The strong be11ef 1n the d0ctr1ne of every farmerﬁ*t‘

S o

'_evehtually proved to be fruiffdftr”i
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1. ‘The Homesteed Act‘and Ite:Effeei.on'Land'Tennte41~r

& 0 e :
M.Hudson“s Bay lands from ;he:Brztlsh C;own in 1869,«8";

. were under federal control.
SWELE HREE =8 e

-~
f . B

-

States. .- 0

-
- -

Pub]lc pol1cy governzng settlement of the Canadlan”f-

‘:pralrlesvtesu]ted in a hbgh proport1on of owner operatorsj”

—-

2 .

on small land hoIdzngs. Soon after Canada acqulted the_»

L

°

eettlement pollcy known as thé*DomihiO“‘iﬁde'Act or - .

,'Hpmes;ead'Ac:f was 1ntroduced in 1872.j'££em?£his'ﬁime

- UntiJil930,'a[nerlod’ofba]most Qo,yeavs) lmnd§31n3ehegwee%:i

2l

§2 ' Under the Homestehdect'arsettfer'Qee;eiiowed;nd_mbre

. . . Lot v

‘ ’tnﬁn'one-qnarteifseetion of land. Dufinthhe*thteE@y€ate

be&ere tLtle was granted -the settler had towmeef certaih
> - - CoL —
arqhulrements'of resldence andTIandmlmpfbvements;'”ﬂnf

L - . ’ S

[

';,,applzcatzon fee,pf ten do]lats was reqU1red 1n1t1a1]y.“ Inff.=f

)

1879,'@0 amendmen; td.bhe Act madeiit.p0581b1e Jor'e

v-hdmeste&déneee‘bbtéinmup*to 160 acree_ad101n1ng hlsef'

. v . AT o
homestead‘fof an. additibnal ten do]]ar fee plus a purchase i
, ¥ . : ' ' #s L A
prbce of ‘one dollar per acre.- Thls amendment remained

'effect for only a few years, was reznstated ‘in 1904, then

7wancelled agaln fo]low1ng Wor]d War I.whenyretutning=;
-;:' 3o ® - ‘
veterans homesteaded much of the remaznlng free land 29

N These ear]y development pol1c1es formed a foundatlonf

!

ﬁfdf*an owner&pperaxor system of,tenure, whzle at the”sqme"

‘ﬂctme creeting 1mpacts whieh,ﬁonld earfyieeribus'”
S i R e
Ilmplzlcatxons for future trends .in the farmer's

AV




5f re]at1onsh1p to the land.

'out through the fo1]ow1ng observstlons'id

)y

.o

;Due.touthe‘s1ze 11m1tatzons of homestead trsc

-,

These 1mp11catzons are bornelj'"

p]us the fact that over one ha)f of the svaz]sb]e lands

~ .

:were reserved for the crown and the ra11tosd companxgagl*%

too many homesteaders sett]ed on -a 1andqbase too sms]l

[

'vsupport a famlly;' Thls prob]em was exacerbated w1th

the;«:

: subsequent deve]opment and adopt1on of nev techno]ogy.;fh

‘

(2) "

e K o

Although addxtlonal lands (160 adJoxnzng acres) W

'”ava11ab1e for purchase,‘the maJor1ty of settlers co

nexther afford the purchase prlce,ﬁnor;theqsssocrm
'costs of deve]oplng the land.

@)

vt .
< _‘; . ,.x o~

ereé‘
u]dhff

ted

After.t_ beglnnzng of the:ébth.Century,utosthp';

techno]og1cal 1nnovat10ns c01nc1ded w1th yesrs of c

» {fallure, low pr1ces for agt1cu]tura] goods,‘and a short

of capztal. Msny-discovered that an,adequdte lzvelzh

rop.
age'

oodt‘

‘was. not‘poss1b]e on a quartet sectxon. Horeovet, there df

wss

lztt]e or no land avaz)able for farm expan31on.1ifhis-:'

a

s1tuat1on has been apt}y summarlzed by Hofsteader. iﬂi*

‘Aw11derae38~of hzgh costs,']ow_rgturn, and
"mortgsges o SR T

'

T"The prom1se of the Homestead Act was ‘a lure forﬁdhh”

over-rapid sett)em;nt Tegions where most{”
-settlers‘found, gastead of agrstian utOpis,-s '

- .
L

VA]] of the foregoxng c1rcumstances, 1n conJunct

béﬁ”
ion”

w1th changes in- the structure of agrxculture and znfluence

”hthrough other means,»trxggered”a pattern of chang

—

tenure whzch has contlnued untx! the prelent dsy.. Pol

o

1ng

1cy




; :*-f‘;'mla‘kérs. 'abez'-ced‘ ‘this tenure trawsformation when, in' .
S L "I D TR
"recognxtron of the barr1era tb 1ndiv1dua1 farm expansion,”

7they endeavored to allevxate them by rnstrtutlng homestead;jf'
”lease opt1ons as an alternatrve to pﬁrchasrng. _ :
‘Some - wrrters have advanced more forceful op1n1onsf“

4 _—

'regerding.the after ef 's of early settlement po]1c1esj

~ . and h1nt at the emergence of a 'landed arlstocracy i B. o
) : o . . 'O: e 3 : . )
.ZW1lson,an descrrbxng the dlsplacement %5 smaq‘er,famlly”r"

‘fgrm331 postulate that: o h:'7':;;g»” ]f,.j“ff:. B
-y T S R
) what was once conSLdered a rlght by many on. theg
,prarrres--ownershxp of land ‘and the chance to .
become: a farmeré—has—now become  a pr1v11ege, L
avaxlable often-because of whom you know or who“
you are related to,vrather than how hard you are
_'w1111ng ‘tol workr A pr1v11eged land~owning class
S is evo]xllng, and entry to .that class. a1353
o “increasingly restr1cted to thy. sons, daughters and ‘-
4 - relatives of landowners whoﬁ%*ﬁ offer land through‘F
Cm _;therltance or famxly helpa oo <
y,a“ : _ \\;»:‘ . :
e ‘Further amendments to the Homestead Act prec1p1tated

vt -

to some degree, however unwlttlngly, the transxtlon from a

.’ - N . o BN '_-'4 L
¢

'predomlnantly owner operator sty]e of tenure to a. part--w

’

ﬁqwner.or.m;xedgtenure, In 1930,.the Alberta Goye’Qmentw

" assumed cdﬁtrbr'df'the Crcwn‘lands remalnrngvin"the'

Province;- Further d1sp081t10n of lands fell under thedn""

.Jurrad1ctxon of ghe Department of Lands and Forests,’?ni

o ¥

A_tandem wlth the passage of the Alberta Homestead Act.

‘fregulatlons governrng ‘the acqu1sxt10ns and condition
. ; . R * : .

hbmestead sales and leases remaxned very srmx]ar to thevp“
orxgrnal Federal Act untxl maJor revxalonstwere made in’
- . . . f. £

the A]berta Pub11c LandsuAct'in‘19§6,»'The,rey@ai9n8?j’



mﬂuded,sz S,

i -

‘4a(1)(‘ The dlsbandlng of homestead sa!es and leases, w;thzgf 

e

the exceptlon of those 1n effectaat the txme~ .fﬂf-;

LU

';eXZQJY The estab]xshﬁent of farm development sa]es andﬂfd
 ﬁeaseaa_ Under‘the new programs, prxorxty wﬁy glven to;'

, loca1 farmers to Lqprease thexr land base,prxmar11y 1n the;

Peace Rlver Regxoq..kr__ d;f+v‘

-y,
. .‘,‘.’ - .

Theae chang ‘_dn and oﬁathemselves dxd not contrxbute' 

:Jto an’ Increase zn lfnd rentaﬁ 1n the Provxnce. Ratheryv

ﬁf they can- be credlted in’ part to quxexea 1nc1dental to thei 

';broader ame Such pol1cy changes 1nc1uded Aaf‘
tdiﬁereaae in the purchase pr1ce of homestead land (up to 85;‘;

L dgd]ars per acre), a slgn1f1cant decrease xn the amount ofl
N R B s '

.-4‘,
.

r10r1ty g1ven to the awardxhg of lands to nev entrants tou

'-dvfarm1ng.. These polxc1bs, combxned thh rapxdly escalatlng!”

costs of lan( dgveJOPment, have a}l but ellmlnated farm L

expansxon through access to Eubllc}lands.,ﬁf

It-Ls recoghxzed,~of course,“that variouauotﬁer”f“
. e ,

factora have Lnfluenced the declxne xn ﬁhe proportxon of

e
S

1nflatxon ni'gthe pr1vate land gba‘,‘ et, "xu.ng 1nput

"'hlgh °°3t °f’¢3P1t81 ‘and lowet proftt margznn hnve’beenff

L. ,‘ ,‘
R

;..‘.. R

e R Lo
’nufagrlculture,f

land made aﬁa11ab1e for homesteadxng,,and a re]atxvely loweN"’

e pure owner operators 1n A]berta. These factote vi]l begw;~

”r}cen,z“"

"character1st1c of the structuia] tranoformatxon'ofﬂymf




ach1ev1ng economxc securxty in farmlng has 1nduced farm

PR -

Y

 opera{qj2:to look.IOu]egs;ng_as‘an alternate road

ERR

-éxpahkibn.fo- Whltney Gri§§on;.in'his:book Farmiﬁgfand»A

,ECOH.OmLC

L The trend toward economles of s1ze as the que of

-

taken fot grauted.

]"

’"The qua]xtles'xnherent in farmlng 1nc1ud1ng

equitable forms of ‘tenure ‘and the property’ rxghts

 fthat were: supposed to guarantee them to soc1ety,

modern. socxety oﬁ the mater1a] C8p801tle8 of’its

1ndependence as be1ng ‘one whlch shou]d not be |

-

derived in. the first 1nstnnce from economic. |
v1ndependence.u -And economlc 1ndependence, deflnedf‘ S
"with, ‘any. regard to the ethical pretenSLOns of

technoIOgy, 18 many times more dxffzcult of

attainment -by the modern farmer than it was by his

c1ear1ng of wzlderness ;or prdir1e"”

-~

. ancestors, " It is no-longer ‘to ‘be’ had for the’

)
‘
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NAL

AL INTRODUCTION

ﬂ'Certalnly there 1s ev%Fence of vast

' 1nformat10n 45g used to observe and ana]yse the changss 1n”[q

6,

pfrrln Alberta s tenuri pattern sznce the begznnlng of thef"

B TENURE PATTERNS AND TRENDSi“ij

783‘1°“}turef°“¢r the same petl%gp_l.f»

TR o

CHAPTER IV

CHARACTERISTICS AND TRENDS OF TENURE IN}ALBERr&{jf B
L 3:1901 to- 1986_” B R TR

"1ASqthe structure:of agrlculture ihiAJberte“heghfhr

. 5,. - E S .
changed 51nce the beglnnlng of the'century, so-has_thef

b

'tenure pattern.. Oplnzon ls d1v1ded as to whether or not_3

ithese changes-:should“;bew 1nterp'h ;3.pr0grese(b

opment 1n¢thef

";-agrlcultural lndustry. The evo]utlon oi/}hevsystem of«*

;tenure can be-v1ewed as belng elther a product, or a

reactlon to the development process.\.”

Thls sectlon]presents,an overv1ew of he ‘tenure -

e :

patterns since-‘IQOl.f"fStdtiBtlcal data'epn~cothen1f,ﬂ

%land_tenure wlthﬁrespect.to'thelr relatlvescauseSwandfﬁ '
ST . :

‘effects;, The ana1y51s 1s carr1ed out 1n con3unct1on ukth

. . : . .M
_ PR : .
an_examznatxon»of other changes_;n the struct% e of

Thzs sec;1on Pooks at the changes whlch have occurredhi

Lo
‘.A .

fcenturyr Explanatxons are offered as t04th* probable‘

c. . - - . ‘

':causes and effects of these changes in a Boclongconomlc
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EIVAN U8 frenure,of.Farhgoperators : ﬁnj}}:“f; P - I

"fhﬂfpkﬁ.orti' fof Alberta farmers whohownlaii of

Vhelrvland has declzned 51nce 1901..

R

.

and 1§86~;}2f«ﬂaiyou-.,

) Census data for A]berta 1nd1cates a decrease 1n the

percent of owner operators of 43,3 percentage p01nts over

the past elght decades (from 85 74 to 52 4%).: Thrsthasvg~“

e

"Tbeen commensurate'wzth asrzse 1n the proportlon of part-»j‘

: -5 owners of 38 5 percent (frode 2% to 40 6Z) V.In ;ontrast,-f'
the number of full,tenant%.show an oyera]ljlncrease,ofv
S : L g «,, e : - : : o )
On]y 4 BA over the same,pmr1od._;-‘.rp oy -
';‘ The fzgures ﬂog anaﬂa showileSS*drastic'changes'in~-
R each of the tenunéjﬁategorles.4'-lebercent‘for ownereid”'
A ," -,‘. . S e o /‘. : /@ R §

Sl

fu1l tenant54 Fﬁanada, howewer, has h1stor1cal]y had a~'

sty 5
}3 ;
hzgher propoktégn oj owner operators than Alberta.

';4 1 and 4 2 represent graphlcally tehure

-~

census years. I; 1is. clear that the most rap1d changes inra

ERUE

Tab]e 4 1 shows thef”

s S T

el e operators, +2&’peﬂcent for part owners, and —3 per?ent forv

8

'the?Fh1]-owner c]ass occurred between the years 1901 toi]‘f*

1941. Most notable are the perzods 1911 to 1921 and 1931

_ j,ﬂt%u1941, represented by WOrld War One and the depress1bn
',gbfl years. The effects of these phenomena are dzscussed later

e . S . o
S 3 ﬁb"' S ‘., ST . -',‘“’,' .. L [P s L R e .
e et n?,' L . . A A R U T . . o
RO S oo . . T e O . [
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*Table 4 1

. 'TENURE OF FARM opERATORs,:,_};j];fefv?C
,'jALBERIA AND’ CANADA,

1901 1986

el

crﬁﬁANfs"

) MANAGERS*

DY

ATta: Can.’

“ATta. Cams

A] ta.‘ C:an‘;m‘

19018
1911

1921

'. fL§3; 
'tfi§4i7f
Clegt
1196r
i971{f

_ 19_.8f1:

 72;7; ' -
ihi;$”; 3jJ5:!
'éz,ff”: ,
.

T59 31;¥v:u_
J58 3‘§‘NI

19,4 "85

'*fﬁperé;nt

8.6

b

‘;§7;9f
| .7 9 
?10*25

‘of;total}f?

Medas  Deas o

f?9}35f,f0§§;;5>‘

K . A*-'-
S SoUrCe

1911,

1971,

"ffExtrapofhted from Statxstzcs Canada”Censua
‘ "Data’ e

‘* For the years 1901,
data grouped managers w;th the owners category._

: Alta. cﬁh.', ¢“;ﬁ]

and 1981
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SERE

.'lthe per1od between.1951 and 1961L-_Qufadapff%xmu

e |
L ~ & - ! ;:4 0
in thzs sectlon?yThe declzne 1n fu]l owners was gradualor'

.lh_and falrly con81stent atter 1941, w1th the except1on of“f':

..‘,

The percent of fu]] tenants peaked ln 1941,¢decj{ned-”—

*;aharply over the next decade, then's}owly dropped{
: IO St O PR S FENPEINA ‘
“thereafter.j;;jrjf- »fQ'_;_s:-f:fr;V,'f “a-f*jf“ R

.

'The proportlon of part owners 1ncreased steadlly andaan'

iieVenJy»overitheftotal perzodJuntll 1961,3when~theﬁ:;;

1“percentages began ‘to’ taper off.v It ‘is worth not1ng that;~“':

. R ‘ !
“,:» ¥

'”‘1ithe per1od of greateSt change for a]l three tenure types;;TQV

\

Twas between 1911 and 1921. ,]fg,;.f__.,
Changes in the degree of tenafcy are also heipfuffh

if-1nd1cators of A]berta s_tenure transformatlon.a Table 4. 2'

/dfcomblnes 1and rented by both full tenants and part OWners—'F”d

:Jgagt»tenaanmto'show the acres“ounedrand'rentedpas,aﬁufff

_‘per'c,e*h.': of 7th_he": t,o‘.ta.l_--:-‘ iIhe'~f,ffig'atrés"' "i»n'd‘i?c'a.te . that fthen. _

-vport1on of acres rented 1ncreased from 11 percent 1n 190lﬂff

;ﬂto 41 8 percent in 1986.' Thls trans]até§'1nto Just underh s

"753 m1lllon acres rented in 1901 and Just over 21 mz)llonﬂf'

_acres 1n 1986.9 Fxgures 4 3 and 4 4 show that the

S : o

\wlnc1dence of farm land renta] was at 1ts hzghest in 1941;ﬂ‘f

SRR _ : v : R R
”‘;after a notzceable rlse over. the depréss1on years. ;The,

3

. most szgnlflcant 1ncrease was durxng the perzod 1921 to:'“fh

-]1931, although the average clzmb was relatlve]y steep andf

'dlsteady for a th1rty year span untxl 1941.f After a s)ight-ﬂ;\

ddec11ne durlng the post World War Two perlod, land rentalgfxgl
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0

R ALRES ownsn AND RENTED IN ALBERTA o
S S g':lf,As A PERCENT "OF THE TOTAL,_1901 1986

[ER

,L’iCensus :”fAéfeéubQﬂed 1 » Acres Rented '  Total Acres’f."filf

Rt Years _;ﬁin'f"OOO .'g" '000 --"~' 1000 R

RN - ;*s,.(z tota]) (% tota]) et _Y»Aff,f .¢>;
"ﬂi96r?§ “Q7 2uen’ -*:JFQE; 293{,Y]_:ﬂ°j¢3735,;5'

e e an

LT L T T e

rarey

J'T  fL91i: 1.;~;_ 15 307';:f;¥ f1‘ >2 065?;;.7 Q 27i7,3§23ﬂ .1.
 19if',}fﬁ5{7-21 688:- 33' ,_ s, 555&=; 1“? *ki9??”3n5¥i‘ .
ey ;._(19) U s
‘[Q}léilf';f7¢;;ﬂ26‘9214 SR _;i2”657fa' 38978

1941, 26 706f~f”»fﬂ; i)16 5711{:ff"ﬁ {?4i{27? f”' L

C1esL o 29302 15,1880 ak,e60 ¢ -
R e E@ﬁﬁ)g;;»;;=Q .r5(34)_g;4 Lo '
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"Tg*1981f”*‘3" 30 663v.jf}7ffff~,1&,555 1fff¢47{21§]f‘”
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’fwas agaxn on the rlse.-

A comparzgon of F1guresgk.1 and 4 3 revea]s that the;j_

percentage of owner operators from 1901 to 1951 has been7f

. T SR S

“Igfreasonably synonomous wzth the proportlon of land owned 1n:~

-”7the Prov1nee of Alberta._ After 1951, the physxcal amount?-“””

v

’_.,

'of land owned has been somewhat hlgher than the number ofz

?

bf'who]]y-owned farms.. Thls wou]d suggest that the rented;ff

‘]and was a]located to a greater number of farm operators.

T_:T,he_ geography of A]berta{ie:such that fermrnggg"

n;ﬁcondltlons var)\great1y from regzon to reglon. As suchyff

gfactors; such.ae'vcllmqte;{ topography,- 5011 type,
ST T IR SO : AR

V;irriéebi]ity;'type~ofbfern5operat1om, ané;ﬁettlenent“

g patterns can cause reglonal varlat1ons 1n tenhre. F1guresfe_n‘

B ,_’.

:{A 5 and 4 6 show the Alberta census d1v1sions. Table 4 3.

'.r'.: B e . |3»

-shows.the amdunt-oftrented land 1n each census d1v1s1onff

R

'f(b'D), expressed as a percent of the total rented lgnd gnn

',A1berta,-for selected years._'

D

d'It is EVIde"t that the areee eouth of Edmonton}heveeid.
hrstoncally rented the maJorrty shavre of the -pro"v‘mc‘e‘ s
:firental lends;' Eren OutSIde of the Spec1a] areas (C Dtj;:
}.an&ec;D.«af;nwhere'the bu]k of the °Petated 1and is .

ggovernment grazlng leases, farmers 1n GJLS 2, ~S;~ 7yf

'dand 8 rented over 60 perc

tfof the total in 1921, a]most PR

»57 percent in 1951 andnfo percent 1§51981._ Ihela share-@.xh

vhas decreased'inﬁr

o

'rop%;tzon to accompﬁnyzng zncreases'in.w'

tthe areas north of Red Deer. The heavxest concentratlon-”“w

r of rented land has been 1n the dark brown grazn grow1ng
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i;#Snjh7:Lf"i"} €;ahf12“:ifut£u;;;n};

*fipercent 1n 1981. 'Ji h'ff;i.lilhm

G the ‘more: northern reglons.,"  f. st

f‘hh[rh

';<soiJﬁTaf.southernfénd"centré} Aibetta)ffThe”1dwe§tlshare

'vh€s beenmthet of C D. 15 in the Peace R1ver dlstr1ct,ce-.”

J

"*aithcugh that has Jumped from l 7 percent in’ 1951 to 8 SI,EY“

gTab]e 4 4 g1ves further,gyiqéﬁé¢;6£ffhg=féggqﬁgi;“

47d1fferences ;n tenanCy. nTheSe'figuresvexpieeSfthe:emcunt.ff

‘Sof land rented in- each census d1v151on'1n proportlon»to“

o =

‘the”totad land operated., Agaln,_out81de of the spec1a]'

fateaeg mcneﬁof thefavailable-fatm lands have hlstor1ca11y»“

"l

'Vbeenifrenﬁeﬁhvinl the“”diétficteq'south-.of‘5Redf.Deer.Jr‘

B 4

‘Notwithstandinv' there have been 31gn1f1cant 1qsreases 1n‘"

Q

G. . CHARACTERISTICS OF A CHANGING TENURE. | 5

”7The'breviouslsection.sefved.es.a‘general,overview of -

the"chénges'in;cetthin"aspectefoffthe'tenufe‘éystem over7,fh7

-:time.f'Howevet, these changes 1nvo]ve more than Just a

ﬁmovemeht across and w1th¢n tenure c]asses. A]] thlngs}

"Q,whlch affect .a farm operator s relatlonshlp to hzs ]and-"

_Aare part and parcel of the entlre tenure-lnstLtUtlcn.f*In '

”{chls 11ght,ﬁ} ]ook at the equutien;cfﬁcthet‘teiatede:

_vqtiab!eS'wlll her[to:estahlieh.the:trueyneture cf the

The goa} of th1s part of the study is to. estab11shf

i
L

the tactors wh1ch have preczpltated the r1se 1n tenancy; A

and to ana]yse thelr relatxve 1mpacts on. tenure. Thze

v ‘

;dlscusslon-lnvo]ves selected ecpncmlc,vsocial»and

™~

LT R Tl
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f1nterre1ated and endogenousftqetheﬁéYSfem;5

"L 7 . i.  Ecomomic Consideratioms .
S e e e T

S L g LT
(a) .. Farm Size and Nﬁmh%;shx': o

"“. The number and size of farm un1ts are two structura]

. »jy&niauleg_whqeeﬂthange lres affected the_‘temure
“5in$titutiongf_The.repid sett]ement po]1c1es for the Weébf
n }ﬁere35besed 5dn-7eednomic'.andqtpoliticalf mociVes »Uhlch

I

Bl

were less secure on the1r sma)] land bases,ﬁlther exlted

farmlng to”a110w for the expanszon of others or sought
'~,rental lands to 1ncrease thelr product1ve capac1ty.

Tab]e 4 5 and the accompanylng Flgures 4 7, 4 8 and

4 9 dep1ct the hxstor1cal re]atlonshlp between the dec11ne

‘ﬂ“,;nvfarm numbers.end“tenure-c]asseSa_ The actual numbers of

farms, dwhers,.part owners and tenants are 1ndexed

(1921 100) to hzgh]l&

)
V

the begznn1ng.ofgthﬂ depre831on, appears to be a turnlng

T e amaman et 8 b e,

K | b
'~_operat0rs. After IéSl,,these two varlables fol]ow very

1

s1m11ar paths of dec]1ne\ ,The;QnSeilpf_WOrld,War‘Two~inh-

" . - [N

e

‘;‘emn%hei?ed J&ndnomnerEhip‘mbre”thah the agrlculturalff
s ;Lﬁmore'zntegrated and capltal—lnten31ve,,Jarger;fermSjQere’

'fahundence.dffnev‘tagrienlturai“iendsj:thoee.farmerSJﬂho.f

ht the re]at10nsh1ps. Théayear 1931*

’

p01nt for trends in Earm numbers and the numbe of owner-f

pol1t1ca1 vdriableeffe1fﬂef~§hi¢h~erEﬂt6nQidéf§af-7’

ifpoténtia) of the‘land. 1Aelthe agrerlan_eéonomy,becamefif_f

_reqpired-to-aeh1eye'ech9m1c,gda;Sx.-Inithe»abSence’quang;‘_‘
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“1939 trlggered a sharp decrease Ln the number of full?mf

‘N’;mumber_nf m1xed tenures unt1l 1961.,;:-1fm

4 19 and 4 11. Agaln phys1ca1 quant1t1ea are 1ndexed to”

fresponse to the r1se'1n the number of part-

K

4?prand thelr aperatlons, opted to rent more of thelr land

g base, resultlng in marked 1ncreases 1n average farm 51ze.

:fagrlcultural lahd9ha8'unden1ably*'

',Vﬂ 1nfﬂuenced Tand benure. The degree to whlch 1t has done
. I‘ I.V;’ B ‘ - v,.‘ ‘ . . h c :
tH's zs J%most 1mposs1b1e to. measure. However, the source*

:'nfluence has come v1a a host of means.j These“"

£l

'iEase Iands,

farm 1ﬁtomes,

N

theee

»factors_

LI

tenants and less steep,_but stlll SIgniflcant c]xmb 1n the

’fThe correlatxon between 1ncreasai 1n average farm{?yﬂ”“

x812e and changes 1n land tenure 13 1llustrated 1n Fagutes""“

1921.7.Fhe trend to larger farms appears to be a ]agged ffﬂV
Qners. Thzs.ffth

suggests that more farmers, 1n recogn1t10h of the need towaf*

[

1'clude the avazlaballty of new land for agrlculture,_the“"*
ﬁ(“":“‘deemand for mpre land for fhrm expan81on, the ava1lab111ty "
znterest rates,f}hgfﬁf?*

Jwand the purchaae Off;.‘.
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"ﬂto the 1nc1dence of 1and renta].'.J"

ﬁl*number of part owners 1n Alberta._ Both

"é'éce's'sﬁtq"cred:.t,""techno]oglca] advances, a”n'd' the@

v

iéuChQas'rgh;Ing,’ _

‘ear]y seventljs

Ky

Flgure 4 12 charts the pgths of Iand

'(.A

'fcomparable_zncreases untll 1961,;when ]and pr1ces headed

"¢fl the skles.» The response of farm operators appears ¢°3~

L rnd;qatg,'f The prosperlty of the 19603, réi&tivé}yﬂe#éy

.speculat1ve va]ue of land as a hede agalnst 1nf1at1on

offer partlal exp]anatlons for thls phenomenon.

.

"ﬁ" Act1v1ty 1n-the 1and market durlng the s1xt1es and

K
4

" F1rst1y, »the ;)urchase of farm' ]and by farmers wasv:

> B o i -

*;.curtazled sharply by over-lnflated land prlces comblned

“t

_-Thus, fu:cher expan51on meant the use of aIternatlve means

PR
L T
Lo

S

N

;Seéondlyrfgghﬁ,.ﬁumbEfi'ofE abséﬁtée land]ords had.t'
'rlncreased greatly.,'EVéh'thn land values were out of the

5.reach of many farmers, outSLde 1nvestors st11] r&malned

‘.

~sqmewhat;‘act1veuinrthe land market. Tth sztuatlon may

'yas a v1ab1e a]ternatlve to ownersh1p.,10n

purchase of farm land by non—farm groups, 1ﬁ‘

.hhvefﬁéen a'turnlng p01nt-in»the restructurxng of

'Alberta 8 tenure system 1n the dzrectlon of 1eas1ng ]and

l_~

ne - hand, the

'Tha%f”béen,'-levelllng off of farm]and rental bgrea”“‘

'*5{cont1nued purchas1ng of lands aS'farmts;ze.datajwdu]dV/

had some impprtantfcQﬁSgQuences4for3Jand’fo'

'»rjwlth an end to the era of prosper1ty 1n the farm sector. o

;gé§ and*theff&awf

iag}és"sHGQ §fij

‘tenure durlng ﬁh§v1ate seVent1es,add ear]y e1ght1es._ =r“

.ud mg .L_xrba'nf_-" L
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CTERN

'galternat1ve source of cap1ta] for farmlng'and'a sourct"'”'“

"7_Qconstra1nteg

H.over one:thlrd of A]berta s farm_]and,‘or some 17 m11110n5f?
Kt.more of & uLty'

t‘éa SOclal Gonsxdetatlons f_.h‘

v'opposlte effect of abettlng ghe emergence of tenancyv

_.J.

1'nggfal;ﬁigratore;fhedbthE'effﬁet of propplng p land

“hnalnédi On the other hand these 8roups prov1ded both ani751”

S

U"

n;lands for rental purposes 1n tlmes of severe flnanclalfl_fff

e -

for“farmers; Petersen (1983) poznts out thetjﬂ»

R

VLacres, LsﬁinVOJveda Thrs represents c]ose to $7 b11]10n B

that-nonrfarming 1nd§b1duals have noth'

iﬂinvestedrLnLALbertp”sﬁférming}secEor)yraflanﬁ'Eurchase,?

R U E T TR RN A
M a n Y so_c\-z."a‘:? " .via_.r_"q.f.a‘b les rassociated with . -the ..

ce

VV_tﬁ&nsformation of5AJbert§Fs<tenhrehfn5tttutiohfhave”theifyu

- . ¢

,p75331s 1n the ph1]osoph1es and 1deolog1es unzque to rura]

ﬂsocxety.} Others have the1r roots 1m the env1ronment wh1chf

”.v,_.‘A» : i X . “

fnae;treeted hy;westernfland Settlement”policiee.

v

RIronieally,anehfgfpthe,rurajfsociologieelVreSiStenee-tofa._

: .’D-'

fﬁovementtawejﬂfrbnf‘pUrei~owner operatorsh:p had the

The fxrst soc1a1 1nf1uence on tenure was’ the presg T

v

o to ma1nta1n a predom;nance of owner operators. Ownershlp,QpV“
'-.freedom and entrepreneurshxp are a]l a functlon of th&pfw

':ph11030phy in the settlement of Alberta whzch produced the

A

‘Sfowner operated fam11y farm as: the baszc framework of rurel‘;.Qq'
hghnoclety. these mores Served-as a means to develop}fv"

ffagrlculture at. a m1n1mum cost to the 3overnment.__In-some:-“‘V

¥ -l

U e e cotlo . FRTI - T PN R . . R
- . P RS . - ‘ ., e : B

B




7ﬁfagr1cu1tur?L°

17\‘the zncreased Stress on the maxxmlzatzon of productlon.and

‘\~gﬁsfanees, 1and ownersth became more 1mportent than xts~

porentia f_

55Ineﬁiﬁ‘ chﬁdfwarwrwa*efa”@as typ1f1ed by sma!lﬂ"ﬁ“l

'famz]y farms of a relatxvely non commerc1a] naturea Th1entfj;f

”ntlme perlod was conduclve to the perpetuaﬁgon of 'farmﬂiJ“""

©

‘fundamenta11sm, -often 1n-protest_t the 1ncref51ngr;nv

.,dlffxculty zn' k1ng ends meet.d The characterzstzcs of{f

 ch18 and“ ng era were expressed by Tylefl

'-(1966) 2
P'f "When ‘t R0 d [1931 1961] began, the farmer ae"»iz_
*nﬁ,;a soc1a1 Tlass was charac;erlzed by a s1m11er ‘set .
RIS belxefs{ attltudes andﬂi' e ‘and wag U -
,-baa1cal]y agreed on the ways -and mea s by uhxchfl3”e
. these values ‘were:to: be aqhzeved.,ﬁﬂowe_er, as’ thef[;f
‘ o per1od progressed ‘and- ‘drew to a c]ose, another et T
Lt Lof belxefa, attztudes and valuea grey. Anothergﬁ
"ffadeo]ogy deve]oped among farmers in the Prairie. .~ . -
“Region. It reflected v1ews whzch hgve become,;;f}
'ﬂlden;zfled with ‘the concept. Tof c 0 ic
development's ...If 'agricultural’ fundumenteILSm.-,”
~-constituted a concept ‘o f: farmlng ag prlmarzly a. .o
way of lzfe, and. Secondar1Jy as-a. way -earning: g R
‘}11v1ng, then its” contrast. vzth . c'ncept of ...
‘'economic deve]opment' was clear. _Econdmxcﬂg
: ;deve]opment sdw farwing- as a bu31ness, ‘as a-vay of
'~ -earning’. a'11v1ng,.and was’ reflected ;n,theh“"
”7edevelopment of c0mmerC1a1 farmxng '~A;',g. L

The above pAasaye helps to clarzfy a. second soc1alfﬁ,t"

"5‘;nfluence/on Jand tenure-” the acceptance of firlculturej}'

"aeae a; commerc1al enherprxse.m Durlng the 19408 and 19503,f“

& fproflts branslated xnto lncreaeed capztal requzremente for,

1ej1and and :eehnology.,

;A”‘the same tzme, eocletyfftruggle¢:3"¢'

e

'to keep a]xve'theffraditeonal 1'eo]ogzes eesoc1ated vzthf" i

Ce

'*Jand=cenuren As we are atxll diecovetxng't’dey, thzs
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'lffull-owners;_-Moreover, Table 6 4 shows that an average ofnﬁggl

.51’ : . o o e SR
tﬁtenute categor1e& may have been ev1dent had more operators Do

.%5;; Tenure an¢ Farm Slze for Respondegtg;ﬂh e-'FFif: ‘ s
' Are Cnrrently Far-1ng T m-l{'f;f“aﬂ}V'“”’%

ot A . -
. ‘.

owner respondents at 45 years,icompared to 53 ye

o Coae AT

[

.. -

-4 G\Qercent were under 30° years.; Th1s eompares w1th 57 6f'

.‘\ - LN

18 p0581b1e that even greater dlfferences 1n age between

4

younger than 30 years of age'reSponded.-‘affﬁ71jjgf~;1‘m

PUER = - ¢ \

BTy .
'1_;Tme survey 1nd1chte& a markeiwdlfference 1n average

A <.

: ’}-
. . "l

_rfor full-owner“rdspondents was’ 953 acres,fas compared to

< . “

1959 ‘acres for part owners. In Tab]e 6 5, average flgures

"wf' The tenure survey placed the*average age of part—?l

ﬁfor a]l reglons show\tha1 a]most 50 percent of part owners'

T ; X . . ‘
4 o

perated favms contalnlng more than 1600 acres.;:Th

kY »
= ,__A.__-.A . i - N

corresponds to;only 14'pErcent”for fu]l—owners.rninﬁ:ﬁ

'“TAZ percent of part owmfrs were over 50 years of age whllei_ft

’5per7int and 0‘8 percent reepectlve]y for fu]] owners.i;;t”:h

farm 81zes between tenure categorxes.- The average 81ze<f”

rs forf*”'

Se

'add1t1on, 38 3 percent of ful]-owners farmed less than 480 SR
-*acréﬁT\compared w1th on]y 9 1 percent of pant owners.\fiﬂ:ifkf”

H1stor1ca]ly, vCensusfstat1at1c8'1nd1cate;a vdlstinct;f_fv”

« £, A S I .

LI TP

; correlat1on between the ;ncrease an average farm slze and

~“;Jargere322eairepqrted in[tth_auryey

e
L e R . Q -
AN " . .

A B
-"

census tevea]s that average'farm 81228 were 1317 acres for

part owners and 476 acres for ful] owners.w

'_ne reasonﬂfor
~ .

5. \

« [ '

Sl
i

rffhe,lncrease i the number of part owners*‘ The 198%5%
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reg1ons buf'iﬁ@igatﬁjﬁistinét*cbx%éTéﬁiénh.betyej'

"‘-:

Tab) g}f 6.6 showsi thé percen

';reg1ons,

Tffthan!one sourceﬁcancurtedtly‘

E;gures for'th
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- OF: LEASE FOR OPERATORS ‘WHO RENT LAND,
XPRESSED AS. PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS

i

., "CROP SHARE " "

i AT R
* e ALLREGIONS = N\ .~




~'ne1ghbo®rs were'erpahare

bther ptxvate sOurces.o Overal], Just over 40fpercent ofﬂi

fbases weze om a &rapshwresbas's;f Of thesé,gonly 23

« . ‘ o
. P .
length xn years as. other p

.o

‘prlvate ones.‘

P

wcontrao:s w;th’relatlves and nelghboutsiirelverbaL,3”

Ao

u\f._:compared thh mn]y 15 17 pereent for"ther prxvate sources?z",”"

e
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e ;,,ti?l::Table 6’9 Tk TR
'f DESCRIPTION OF LEASQIARRANGEMENTS FOR MIXED TENURE OPERATORS

R E N T A L S 0 U R C E S BT R
M e RELATIVE NEIGHBOUR GOVERNMENT OTHER ALL SOURCES R
[};~—M,¢ggizﬁrgg r,,«, L=t - eﬁngﬁ-pemmnt 5;-3_"vfu_. ‘*73x-“*"”

N —_——

Total Contracts 28 9]

22, sfé.?lfiz;zilr;511Od=17751;,4~'<

Iype of Contract Zfﬁ;ﬁ “*”10QQ'*?:;'
‘Cash . ;;24.8.;‘g .26, B
Crop. share Iy 5 OF S
Other 38

: wrxtten Contract? ]62.0

Coe . Eeenses 3ot w0 ano o o200 oo

'foe_lTerm of Contract: 512'455?'5,ﬂ1~4~“
ﬁ};ﬁ(average years) A ]

e T R R R T SIS S e

L ue¢3Average Years g e %.:'éfk'f';rq",‘-fif& S
_Renting from < 12° - 8 RO ,
”Tr'Landlord . arli‘,,_.;.{’~,‘;f_ g

,\ . e

B I;a 28.9% of’operators rent from relat1ves o L
2. .28.8% of contracts with: relatives are’ cash rentals.. S e
3. 62%of contracts’ with relatives are in wr1tten form (r unded to'[?*v.-.‘“
S <7 nearest percent) :
L4, 33 of\contracts wlth relatives provide for landlord sharing
S ,‘xl‘productidn -expenses (rounded :to nearest: percent) AR I
.a5,¢1Average term of. contract witn\relatives 1s-2.3 years. R LB
R ~,_;-6.1:0perators have been’ renting' from same relative for an average ;
o ,‘*ﬁof 12 years (rounded to nearest percent) . :




'err;yate aodfcé&,

 Jﬁﬁd leased from governmentfﬁu.

Divestock,

': ,Tenant Concetns Lease Contracts_  . N

il;of securlty, dlfflcalty In




Citermsa. .

s = opner T

.discriminate

*The policies of credif inatitutions

‘against farmerg ‘who Jéase a significant portion of their '

T i
N

v"..’.,-: : TR

;{f ﬂ7ff} ) Mun1c1pal tax deduct1ons are not app]1cab]e td ténté&ff

e

Z;fA[’;'?LAndlara[cbﬁéefasfq;tLéaséﬁCOﬁtracteﬁg

”°”,(§)3'Landlords are not entltled to purchase crop 1ﬂ§u:5§c§t
S S i < - s : el

on the1r renta1 lands.',w',;ﬁ?ilzflfﬁn_QF;v;:ﬁi"'
ijff ; (b) The Wheat Board quota system is. a detenrent to crop

" \. ST o

= £;1}share leases.'fi }9-55“

.

TQ? QNtV(é) Current lgglslatlon affords 11ttﬂ?

casea of default of rental contractsg

protectlon 1d;;5f?i

},_QiTﬂ(‘) Landlotds lose;farmxng status fbf capxta] g@iﬁﬁﬁfii?j

putposes when they rent the1r Iand for cash.-




A

:f oblectxves and 11m1tab¢ons,”an 1nterpteg"“
‘ . ¢g N o S e

The ma;orzty of thzs researchf

a general 1ncrease 1n the:znczd




v

L)

: 1@‘ Factora Influenclng the Development of Alberta sv"'m

wbanks'énafsociét

fre]atlonshlp to the l;ndjl Survey tesu}ts support thL

'Ptide’ of ownership' was a major ‘factor. ¢

1"C. ' SUMMARY AND CONCLUSEONS. * .. . = =~

Y

”irenure Systen1 ”- N PR e S
'fk_manr hypothes1s bfﬁthis'thesis was*LhatﬁJﬁnd

B

’téhure, as*é ‘1nst1tut10n,.has a s¢gn1f1cant baszs nv";

.

[lcéffaih'phllosopﬁﬁes, attltudes and 1deolog1es.‘.be 

Alberta,-thls lmplles that “the manner in whlch a farmet“"

S > . . .
wyholds land 1s ‘more than a matteg.l;NgFaﬁomlcS} Researoh

s ‘

'”c1éétly shoys evidence that varzous QJementslof agrarlig

"fuﬁdahénﬁﬁ?ish'*haié 1nf1uenced the way in whlch a. farmen

:e}dtés'fb 1aﬁd;:government and -redit_institution,-1Shchm*

.

e B R -
elémentsﬁa]so-lnﬁk::nce the ways 1n,wh1ch government,
y

. ;PH‘VI' 3

'_obsgrvat}pn; ‘Even though the maJorlty of respondentgi

,:ren;ed somg,iand;;aTmost sewgnty pgrtent preferred«tpqown,.'f

despite haVingﬂcibed~e¢ondmi¢;advahtng§7to leéSing.'

9.

]

- o

SN PR T A S er e D T e A
.Pundamentalist attitudes are a'culmxnatlon_of

g fél?gi;uégbéiigfg?}infingnéegvofAéarly phz]osophers such
' §§ §5€'Pﬁysiéérgts{ Hﬁd the.negatlve effects of:ear]x”
"1§eﬁﬁf§ﬂfbrﬁ£ 1ik§’ghgiﬁtaditionﬁi”femddl gfs§€¥ {ﬁ'
uEEngT;ad.x Many of the idea]éuﬁithiﬁ?tﬁéséﬁbérief{Syéiem;

_were cOuted by pol1cy makers who were te3ponszb1e for the_ f‘

c010n1zatron=of.wes;ernTCanpda;as‘a”mot;yatan‘qug 

thentza1 settlers.'_‘ i‘ng =A;£; R

i

Englzsh Common Law is a]so a qubr component of thew
} R0 AR : R :

~ . - . . . -

N

view . the farm_opera;or;and hlsi:5

. -



Tootenures. S o Ut T

‘£av0rea;tﬁe,dwﬁer;bbetatof form of tenure-%nd have had an’

| morRy

fifa ute system., of most sxgn1f1cance for th1s thes1s 133?:'

ithe emphasis on prqperty rlghts and the concept of'real

* ,>: e
ﬂh1ch formed the legaJ ba31§ for‘Canada s_

i’“‘-‘"cef R AN

 property ;

“*questeadgAct, %;;f;}"fxﬂf.Jvff L A R L

Caneda’sffree'homesteedZSysteﬁ-of Jand7eetfleﬁehifset"
:the stage for the present tenure system. -Ironlcalty, ¢h1s

L

*,phxlosoPhy.served wel] the purpose of rapld agt;cultural ffi

B N e o
deve)opment but 1t was a]so respon31ble,,1n part, for the
b . ' = -- . .‘ S L .
,recent;dec}xnefin‘farmTnumberszand;g'moVexto:mlxeg~
S : " R LT e L e

K™ -

‘The views of some eCOndmiste.atheociblogieta‘heQeﬁl

. @

‘o

inﬁluehce:odieﬁe.vieiigwh@eh;our socxety has ;tl¢/

3eregafdihgﬂhg}icu]:ufaiﬁtehufe; " The mo&t popu]ar gtoundﬂ¥5f

for uwnersth have been"-more effxcxent use of tesourceslf'

'ncentlve to the praﬂuter’ and pol1t1cal stab111ty.y~'e

Sy

va; Characterlstvts and Trends of tenure 1n Albettn '

(1901 to 1986) G T e

'3;(') Operator Tenure

"7,occurred over ‘8. p.erlod of-‘B" years. -’";‘_

obner'

Census statlstlcs show tﬁht the proport1 n,of part-ff'
' “.'.k

rpse 33, 3 petcent from 1901 to I981.toU31ng tqnuref; j

Y 7

‘asurveyvdata from thls study, the 1ncrease xn mxxed tenuré?Qﬂ

'operatoxs would be 51 3 Percent ftom 1961 to 1986. pThL(fgﬁ

.',_

i‘lange 1n tenure 13 szgn1f1can8 when one conazder; that 1tif“




nlnety percent ful__tenants to about f1fty perdent today.uf:

R o SRR R o (111 ]
, “ . f'» = ”d’ -
te .

Of equa1 note that\the pipportlon of the total
: o farmed 1and whlch was ‘ented zncreased from eleven percent

f7 1n 1901 to 41 8 percent in 1985 (census year).(‘~'”ﬁd

L e

PN

*_}f (b) Factoﬁ) Contrlbutzng to Change

The most obv1ous lnfluences on tenur1a1 change were
o The trend.to 1ncrease productlon eff1c1ency,'sstrongest

5

-Vqﬁbetween 1941 and 1960, whzch was pr0pe1]ed largely by:””

~.the 1ntro¢uctzon.of new technd?ogy and a'bureaucratzc R
nifthrust;towards'economte-ratzona]1zatlon rather than,t{
T e B R _ P

;f.gpoliticafzadeo]ogy. ’ ot S
“:oﬂThere uasva shor%age of’new ]ands for expanSLOn of farm-“kf
‘ibases; oeglnnlng afterlﬁor;d war T;o.‘efrj}fi? 3vufeff Vu?:p‘_

;o‘IncreaseS'ln ]and pr1ces were steady from 1941 to. 1961,

i~
b

'Eand phenomena] from'labl to 1976. Thls was duep intifr

‘part,tto an 1ncrease %n land ownershlp by non f&rmers

R 'and the d1ffgrent1a1 effects of urbanlzatlon 1nf1uenc1ng -
e s ]and_ PriCéS.’ v ;,'.. - R E - B L f’:j : ‘;(" “”. L X ) .
SR L R U R T R A ST L
'o“Thef%armer_;has Ueen'diawn‘increasingTy'intofanW
: SR . 2 L
‘1ntegrated market structure requ1r1ng Iarger;jcapita]e 4
L R Too .
I "1ntens;ve.farmnunits:. Leas1ng became an’ ogtlon forjpv
R S St SR
' expansion. R ' "iff"{sii” ,,F“‘-_ S R
o.The-significantlincrease in. part owners from 1981 to -
f1986 13 due &o a combznat10n of a’ depressed agrlcultura]
N . ‘ i : ‘ ,

*economy, shortage of ava11ab1eecap1ta! and restrlct1ng

‘,_tax leglsl\ﬁlon regardgng cap1ta1 ga1ns and farm roll—"

1
e Y
. -
.
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';'~pa1d cash rents.-

L overse -

(e) 're ﬁa::rrs -8 t‘ait':u 8.
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Survey resu]ts show that 53 4 percent of respondentaﬂ”‘

‘,ArEntedmpsrt of therr{Jand]needs,‘ Thrs rep;esents an,"

1ncrease oﬁ elghteen'percent frOm 1981 cenSUs frgures.af:
'T::Cd) Farm Slze and Acreage Rented and Owned iffnﬁhg
*The survey shows that mrxed tenure bpenators rented
‘i_an average of 41 percent of the1r 1and. iMoreover, they

operated approx1mate1y seventy rcent of the total land

_farmed for»all tenure categor1es.' Thrs is. supported by

r-v' R

'?the 1985 census frgure that J3 percent ef the total landi-'

‘rented in the prov1nce is operated by those who farm more_;f

;_than 1280 acres.. Thlg.group leases an average of Sb

.

”percent of therr tot

‘3*1981 census’puts these fzgures at 1317 dcresf

:reepectrvely. It is feaslble that the sur'ey numbers are

more Lnd}catzve of most farms because on!y farms of szze

-Q_L6O-acresior nore,were,sorveyed.;;'bf;;j?ﬂ"
Ce) Land Lease Arrangements
e

Su%vey results 1nd1cated that 44 perccno<

Arr,

] Jgnd‘requzrements..if_ rinthi-:?;V-

nd 476 acres.ff:

Y

of;,ﬁ



: o'v’"'e rall,

of 1nconsxscenc1és'and weaknesses ]ease arrangementsrﬁV;f

i f‘-of the tota] crop share ]eases,‘only 23 percenb'on'lvedﬂjﬁj

. ’.

 -;-any expense sharlng by landlords., Vlrtually a]] expense€ '

¢ . _»‘ v
. . N

"esharxng 1nvolved;t purcha ,:of fert1l1zer and farm;f;f

- . ' : -

chem1ca]s.4 In addition,vof the total ]ease conttacts,,33§{f‘

- B T

.

percent were Ln vérbal form;' The respondents_whoaleased»* 
: : N s & 0
: from relatlves and nelghbours used'wr1tten contracts 1n~
- . . * v, S B ,»,\ .
only 62 petcent.of‘fhg.cases.W,Thzs partlculat grgypﬁ
.' " . 'y

'.comprlsed 65 percent of the total resa&ndents’i The thlrdh'~*

_maJorwweakness inlprevalentvrental arrangements:isﬁﬁf
= | A b Ry
the, 1ength of the 1éa%e teris A]though the average termLf~}

negotzaued w1th government T\hQIOrds w&s~a]most n1ne

. S ; . .) , N ,,z. R '
- . years, the average for ‘all- prxvate s&b{ﬁﬁs was lessathan

PP

. . : A S N
. f, v T &___ o o
‘-threeﬂygars; i ‘ . e RN

S e - « oo ‘ ST S, U
T« 1Inadeguacies -in.xontractual arrangements’,were -among
.those f&ctbré ﬁhich'afféctche'farhfdperatoté'-seéurityvbf‘"
' tenure. oo T e B TR R R

S

,3.' Factors Affectlquﬁecurlty of Ienure'

'2 e The telat1ve success of Alberta 3 m1xed tenure

.  operators depends upon.thelr_ab111ty ;o-tombfne the' T
 benef1ts-ofi}and ownershlp and rentzng.a.kccOtdlng.to
gq:Qnyrggponsgbf the major benef1ts from ownzng land are. :f
-JdnéFrﬁ;“fihénzi;lfstabzlxty'from equity ;nfland and.;;; 
 lgrge: mensure of freedom in maklhg management degislons.»? ‘
?.' TheZmost’1mp;rtant benefxts f:ow ren{;ng land‘Atei
SRR R P R ; : o I L
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BNTEE rentxng,Fmany operators encounter barrzera to leasxng.;wuh

"'Such barrlérs curtax1 thezr abxlrty to achzeve a deszred
.;level of securlty 1n the;r tenure arrangements.)

-

VV\here'ar§ three major Cat98°rles °f problems

ansocxated wlth leaslng farm Jand 1n A)berta*ViThey areh/

att1tudes ,;'the nature of the land reuta] market' and

publlc polxcy r Each category plays a sxgnlfxcant role o

ERFIS .‘ } - S . R s
'operators.w ): 3’-3 *¢Vj.._»,ji;§; 3
S amesaes, i T

= ruevP;EQrEAiﬁg;,ftitndey:afwfarm;;ﬁeg;gqa<;§¢¢~*’

standlng notzons tha;

ﬁﬁ land, and that ownrng one sf}‘nd'fosters }reéd m, pro_ocei.

R N

econom;c trends, they .c1]10frggu.



. ( not wéll deflnedu It 1s not known what determlned renx&rjlﬂ‘

rfl(b) RentaT”Markets ;55if5{ SRR T

':ijf,~_The stnucture ofthe land renta] marketln A]berta 1s;ﬁ”’

e o . Lo ,\-

"fnot erlst’wh1ch provxdes‘lncent1ves to producers tplv

M

operate eff1c1ently and effectLvely through m1xed tenure.

v . L. . L . .
. R . . T . PRTERS JR

e e i k .

.‘.v' o u . - ‘;

. yle

"f.;+rzces, nor. 1s it weTIgundefgtood why renta] arrangements.f?f

‘ ,: : ‘v. - 3 #e . 5

dszer so dramatxcéllﬁ both wzthln and across regLons;ff'

.~_'.. . ’

lnconszstencles are commpn zn the preferences expres%ed by;

landlords and tenants.t Fbr example,,cﬁose to seventyﬁ’

S R ot . ¢ -

. ‘ 4& e
percent of ten&nts who rent from relatzves and nezghbour&f

':operate under cropshare arrangements, even though the

-

actoa1 preferences oftenants aren%t thesame a§those of?rﬁ

- . B \Q : ..
I&nd]ords;dand;vzcesyersa;»fThe more long-stand1ng o

V part1c1pants in ;hg?rencah.market feeJ that many 1ease ’
problems areldue'to*aﬁlaekfbfﬁcommunxcatlonaandffu

. . ; -
organzzatlon, a shortage of usefu] 1nformat1on, and‘tqo~f'
lxttle bargalnlng power on the part of the=tenan§s. e

'('e)_,-v_rd_l',i.é_ies' S TR LT RN
,?ub)iefpoiieies affectxng farm operators are~not-

.

‘-,orxented to. mzxed land tenuresf Desp1te the fact that

near]y one halﬁ ogvthe'farmed land in the prov1nce 1s.ﬁ*

'vrented by a]mosﬁ the same proportzon of operators, there

7

N - ¢ -

"elf v1rtua{Jy noplegrs1atron'speczflc.to:leaszngrf‘jhis-.



apni1esgf PrOteCtlonﬂff" P
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 “]agr1cu1tura} lend1ng;

:5?These .e‘£§55féht¢4rz

Tt i

reanﬁ$11ingneas of polxcy-makera to aecept a'syitem of;fo

t_tenure whrch has changed and w1ll llkely contznue to do.y":

’;o In th;s regard, A]berta 1s far behxnd other prov;ncea n

~
:‘ .
T

”such as Saskatchewan and Br1 18h Coiumb a,'where ateps

..,
>

g have been taken to promote the well-be1n§ bf nperatora who; o
have come tp rely on land rentaT 1n ach1ev1ng etonom1c}

”an' RECOMMENDATIONS %aiiF;f v5ﬁ%;'f,.¥ fkali;ﬁ":fff
”v:_ The resuits from thzs research show coneluslvely thatfia‘

rentlng and comblnatlons of rentlng and own1ng are very??éj
-“ /

nfe,jg"much 4. part of Abberta s current tenure syssem,ﬂntnq.-

ifsults aléo,reveal weaknesses 1n the system whlch affectﬂexg

Z”ifﬁsecur1ty of tenure for farm operatora and equ1tab1e Ieaae_fjg

.. t

'ﬁ$3 arrangements for land]ords and tenants.: Thla,sectlon

. eﬂeOntalnaVsowefrecommendarmone:and auggestxona Eor

BT T S S .

.ihproying';enanmqrrangenenpa and relatlonah1pa 'ﬁﬁ;T

CoAlberta. gL =
S T T T

?'¢5jfwi{. More reaearch on: tenurza] arfangeméucs.in,araéitif

-" v

: Sy
.needs to be undertaken._ More 1nformat10n is needed at a

ol ciea, for extenszon




'gspec1f1c tennre stuesk

'?2} Agrlcultural 15n&.1eage*éonfia¢fs"£n3 land]ord tenantf;'“

i Lo

- . . e

'?be addressed in: negotzatlng ]easee 1n order to formulatedl“'

fequ1tahle arranFaments. df'fn' e 1:'?l,' S T

R v

: . L e e e T
' Sussestzons fot ImPr07108 Lease Arrange-ents AR

- -

; ms assoc1ated wlth léese contracts. These problemS'g"

'jbecame apparent durlng the course of thls research Manyﬁ

of the suggestlons were offered by survey respondents.,
. .

s

'.o_;Contracts should tncludetrenewal‘clanses-uhyeh automa-

' TR ' ‘ A R - g

'tzcally extend the leesedqu'anOSher;year_unless eith%?_

_party gives wrltten;nofice to terminate the Jease.:

,6'>Leaee»cdntracts-shovld}be7w%iptenﬁandfnoteriied,tdf-’

o
PEL AN

pfdifdeiadlegal:besié;fbtvcenttadfg: B oo

"o An ekeninatiedfofﬁsbilf:EéE;ieéultsfand .cropping

hisfonjvfdﬁ ;entel lands.ﬁéuldghe.neeful fd:dbdﬁh;d

partles.‘ Se . o

15,»The landlord sﬁduld,eqnfribupe_e:sna:e 6£‘ce;tAin_f7

T e A ConT
productlon.costs in crop~share ‘lease arrangements.

"o Flexible rents according. to fluctuations in product and -

. input pfices_ehquldfbevEbnsideted.d

'}.; Changes and 1n1t1at1ves 1n farm polxcy wh1ch address‘

3

P - PR
.d'tojoccurtw Pol1cy and“

K ‘-,_s

3.

-

‘.leggslatlon which7enhan63 secur1ty of temure should be ‘a

) R R ) S )
pr%orxty.d_ fﬁ* . .?jf. *n-.fjﬁf A_Mkﬁﬁvn,:v e
:«‘\,‘_ e W T ¥ _v ‘s : S o .

L

(Y

7 Albetta has no farm land hold1n§~acn at present._‘Ae“

relat1onsh1ps need %e 1mproved.‘ More_concerns should}l{y

:.heT followang 1suggest10ns are- based ion 'EEttain_uln




3Ebeieiisf 1egzs]at1dn vhlch;i,gepneefn

“.a result,

”féﬁeCifie&iryHGitﬂﬁfefm land leaslng.

3;'ii,7j} addressed 1n future policy revzews.;'w

E I
E N . ,_,.-,\_ ,'

o Mznlmum lease tetmsrwhzth are recogn1zed byﬁefeditﬁaQ¢7;;f

bthen 1nst1tucxoms.: .’['U

o_Re1mbu}sement-for‘Eermanent 1mprd%ements made by

-

o T R . -

-tenanCSO '

}OEProv131on for the term1nat1on of farm leasas.'“g‘

biStatuteﬁ of sub]ettlng or-ass1gn1ng 1eases.” ;,

'S : [

-_eeLandlordltenant repourse for breach of contract.'

‘0 ."Le’g-a_fl_.__o'b‘Tlgt'a;t'lgr_ls" for . land raiource ' ma_znten ﬂce and :

preserVatidn;fo_ L 'f jL'
BE’) The enhancement of educat1on and extens1oe

¥wh1ch focus on farm manageria] Lgehg;qqg

‘elgiggeared to. mxxed cenure operatlons. fi”
ﬁ@bgThe establishment oﬁ‘legal servzces speuy

;g.lease negotlatxqps.'ﬁ ffu L

e{renxin&,am.a cash baszs by‘
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'}f(j l am currently fcrming,_

.0."

 fEJ Grqun enly. [1 tlveetock only’

Pleaee checP one of the 4ollow|ng

s

SR

(3. I am not farmang at precent but have |nffhé;ﬁ§§f;],'”

haue neuer 4¢rmed.. L 4fﬂ*<. R e TN

eBE EURRENILX EQBMLNE

'*fPAFT A - PLEASE ANSWER THE FOLLOHING GUEQTIONS QuL; 1£e XOU

1 am 4arm|ng 4ull-t»me 'fi”ﬁ__ ':‘ pértftj@¢'51?,__f

How many yeerc 4arm|nq

"-Your age° -4—+++?¥796P$-.*”

Total e'ze-o¥ faﬁm° “__-;ééicr?ﬁp

To¢a1 acres owned Cloi-__acres.’
'Total &cree rented

_Type of enterprnce’  _ '  ‘:\]'_

e : ,."

- [1_ Mlxed, =g;¢rgin_;+_,' z1nuestocv____,'_Aother;_;;'}"

f{‘Please spectfr_g

| e YERARE ,-.}’ _____years iﬁ_H j_',-_..§yeans

';J‘ Other | Amf."; y*-.,.ﬁ’

How many years have you 1|ved in the §arm|ng -

, community in. which yeu currently resude9“ meem—YEArE,

_B - PLEA°E ANSWER THE FOLLOMING QUESTIONS QNLI LE 1ﬂu RENI
o EeBI OF YOUR EQBM ERQM SQMEQNE‘ aR DQ\EHSIQM EQBMLNE

: From whom do you rent [J A ﬁblatnue , [J Neughbour E

IJ PPOVlncrtl Government J [) Other  75_‘

—

*wa many years have you been rentnng from these landlords7

RPN - : : )

esn L
: .

s
P



’7'32;;§Bo you have a wr:tten rental agreement’ [] Yes L [J No
N;;l" Does your landlord paYva portnon of- tbe productlon:f  :
expenseer (4or example, 4ert|1|zer)9 co ) Yes! f-[] No

"P1ease specufy Vﬂrf:.:fjc‘g:

_iQQ. Are you sat|sfaed w;th your rtntai arrangements’
o Yes T o No- '

. . . ‘) . - P -
e o . _;- v

Do.you haue suggestions for* T
: e . L
R e

How do 900 use the !and which you rent?

[1 Gnazlng 1|vestock. acros; [J Crops, -__._acres
: R : . _
tJ Grazing and.Crops,‘.;_‘dacres

[] Other, acres, ploasehﬁescrib¢i fﬁ>f"“

<

[J Part; please specify

BT

' 1f’7 Do you \iVQ on the  ;;J}

Sl .

. e W



BTN

.“Do you 4ee1
vnfarmerc who rent ‘ahd(

-,gouernment, wheat 80¢rd and |ncome taX, for example)

“f,tJ Ye=.~

wourd you prefer,

0 *e"f EJ No.vfé‘@ﬁx?f"”' ;

‘.

thet aorucu]tural polucne= she in’ support o{ £e=;gg;
(policies-related to. banks L

[J No

N

Pleace comment

'"gPleaee comment on any of the above “or addutlon¢1 concerng@--i«4

I

«1;wh|ch you may\haue about leasang Iand for farmlng purposes;

ﬂ?AéT
R SO

lfé?t

. 25.'

Sy Yes;f”
.~{g.No;V

- Do you resnde on your fggm’

s

\ S .: el '~";‘t.1.' . . F ._; ot L
C,' PLEASE ANSNER THE FGLLONING QUESTIONS QNLX 1E Iﬂu
o QNN LQND NHLEH xou aBE IQ QNQIHER EBRMER

: g
 How much Jand do you own7,--__,-¢cres.«

,How many acres are you rentung out to othere?

7&='23g:;Are yourfarm:ng at present’

_Lg;;-acres._‘-

. e,

V. e L
[J Full tlme [] Part tlme PO '

Please explaln"fzf.  7L :‘_if « ‘F‘“? ,Q"” B

: 3‘-jua' R
Are you a current holder of - a wheat Board permlt boak9

[] YQS' [l No



;2' In your oplnnon, what,%”

l¢aarrangement?"l
[”J Ca‘h ; ' [] trc-p-chare*

t}-Gther,' Please expfann

L ST : T TR
27. Under your current rental agreements, do you share P ares T
productuan or. mqnntenanCe expensee"w" S

) ) '“: RN

.;[J;Yq5 }' [J No Lv P1ease de«cribe fﬁfk? ”A3Tf":f."fffaf'_3\

284 In your opnnlon do current Tawe. and gouernment polncies-.fﬁ ,

vallow 4on protect|on and {aln treatment of landlords°

. . - - A e .
Cw . [ B

n,tl YGS ; [J No n“--Plque commeni-; n*

- R
SRR :
. _ v

T T TR T T

’ 29; uPleage comment on the aboue ‘or any addltlonal concerns which;

you may have regardlno leaslng land.fufi*h~.;v

e .

4K

\GUESTIONS. e
HAVE- PROVIDED wILL'BE TREATED wITH CONFIDENCE'ANDf




| ff‘a'Dear Str/Madam, 1ﬂ:i' 1,..‘ 'fif“;t, o 1”] 1_&)'_ ?'~'".'

I am currentLy a graduate student at the Untvers1ty of
A]berta and am - in-the process of: comp]et1ng my ‘thesis requ1rementa

~in agr1cu]tura] -economics. Having farmed a.-number. of years myself, _———- i
oo T have ‘chosen a research topic which 1. perce1ve as be1ng dmportant :
;‘f*and useful ‘to the agr1cu1tura1 community in- Alberta. . .Lafid Tenure“ EER
-~is the way in which a farmer holds his land; for example, renting. "

versus own1ng " In this. Province,-there has been a significant

":fﬂdecrease in the number.of farmers who own all of the land which’

-they farm, and an increase in the amount of - land being rented.

These changes, along with others in the agricultural 1ndustry,A_;: i

t~hold 1mportant concerns for both renters and ‘owners,
' R A

It is. hoped that th1s study - w111 resu]t in: a clearer ‘

l:'“”dérSta"dlﬂg of the gz:tem of land tehure in Alberta. It can'ﬁ"’

~also help to discover Wways ‘to: help make it a fair and secure way -

‘ <h of farming for everyone involved. Therefore, I would sincerely

appreciate your ass1stance by f11]1ng out the attached short _
__quest1onna1re ‘ , o .

oo I order to ensure that a1] 1nd1v1dua1 concerns are L
- represented,. I ask that you please answer all pert1nent quest1ons

Your comments and 'suggestions-will be valued and respected.- Please

" understand that all information which you provide, along with its:

o sourcey w11l be coné1dered str1ct1y conf1dent1a] and treated as o
5 ﬂisuch Tﬂ-, L v.—‘ ‘ . L I

.

I thank you in advance for your cooperat1on and fnput’ and

‘.?51ook forward to. receiving your completed questionnaire by, . .

ilDecember 20, 1985 P]ease use the pre stamped envelope prov1ded

Yours s1ncere1y,
. L

‘Donalggiide .

- L vt




