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ABSTRACT 

Two agricultural groups, one Mennonite and the 

other of non-ethnical American characteristics, located 

in the Lower Fraser Valley of British Columbia and 

Whatcom County, Washington are the subject of this 

comparative study. An investigation into the different 

cultural landscape forms and the causative social value 

characteristics comprise the body of this thesis. Method- 

ologies from historical geography are utalized in 

investigating the problem. 

An analysis is made of the physical environment 

in order to establish similar physical environments, and 

of the distinctive backgrounds of the settlers in the 

two areas. The research was accomplished primarly through 

interviews and the results of the findings were compiled 

by groups and aligned one against another. 

In the Sumas- Border area, all the migrations had 

several factors in common. All migrants were white, 

Protestant, and American and all were from the corn-belt. 

As a result of these migrations, a distinctive cultural 

landscape was developed. 

The Mennonites of the South Poplar region of British 

Columbia, descendents of Mennonites who moved from Holland 

to Prussia to Russia and finally to Canada, created an 

equally distinctive cultural landscape. 

The two hypotheses of this study: different cultural 

landscapes occur in areas of similar physical environments 

where two distinct groups have settled; and these different 

cultural landscapes are a result of variations in social 

characteristics of the groups of people occupying that 

environment, have been tested and tentatively proven. 



In chapter two, two areas of similar physical 

environments and the distinctiveness of the two groups 

occupying the areas has been shown. Part of the 

findings recorded in chapter three have established that 

the cultural landscape forms are different in the two 

areas. This, then, leads to the conclusion that the first 

hypothesis is verified. 

In chapter three, different cultural landscape forms 

as a result of value characteristics distinct in each group 

has been shown. The beliefs of the two groups were 

organized under the categories of individualism, egal- 

itarianism, and particularism. These categories were 

compared one against another and it was concluded that the 

second hypothesis was verified. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Every passing hour brings the solar system 
forty-three thousand miles closer to Globular 
Cluster M 13 in Hercules - and still there are 
some misfits who insist that there is no such 
thing as progress.1 

The experiences that groups of people bring to a 

particular space at a particular time may affect any sub- 

sequent action on their part. This theory has been dem- 

onstrated a number of times in the social sciences. Evon 

Vogt's study of Frontier Communities exemplifies this 

theme. Others, including Robert ~ e c k , ~  C.A. D a w s ~ n , ~  and 

Allan Rees-Powell5 have used it a number of times, pro- 

ducing a well tested theory. Although similar in theory, 

these studies are marked by overwhelming differences in 

their methodological approach and in their specific content. 

l ~ u r t  Vonnegut Jr, The S i r e n s  o f  T i t a n ,  New York: 1959, 
p. 5. 

'~von Vogt, Modern Homesteaders:  The L i f e  o f  a  2oth 
Century  F r o n t i e r  Community, Cambridge, Mass.: 1955. 

3 ~ o b e r t  Beck, "Spatial Meaning and the Properties of 
the Environment," in D. Lowenthal, Enuironmentaz P e r c e p t i o n  
and Behauiour ,  University of Chicago Geography Series #109, 
Chicago: 1967, pp. 18-41. 

4~ .A. Dawson, Group S e t t l e m e n t ,  E t h n i c  Communities 
i n  Wes tern  Canada, Toronto: 1936. 

5 ~ l l a n  Rees-Powell, "Differientials in the Integration 
Process of Dutch and Italian Immigrants in Edmonton," Un- 
published M.S.W. Thesis, University of Alberta, Edmonton: 
1964. 



2 .  
PROBLEM A N D  L I T E R A T U R E :  

The p u r p o s e  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  i s  t o  e x a m i n e  w h e t h e r  

d i f f e r e n c e s  e x i s t  i n  t h e  i m p a c t  o f  d i f f e r i n g  a g r i c u l t u r a l  

p e o p l e s  o n  t h e  c u l t u r a l  l a n d s c a p e  i n  a r e a s  o f  s i m i l a r  

I p h y s i c a l  e n v i r o n m e n t s .  I n  o r d e r  t o  i m p l e m e n t  t h i s  s t u d y  

c e r t a i n  t e r m s  m u s t  b e  o p e r a t i o n a l l y  d e f i n e d .  

The t e r m  a g r i c u l t u r a l  p e o p l e s  m e a n s  g r o u p s  o f  p e o p l e  

who a r e  i n v o l v e d  i n  some s o r t  o f  a g r i c u l t u r a l  p r a c t i c e s ,  

w h e t h e r  t h e y  b e  c o m m e r c i a l  o r  s u p p l e m e n t a r y  i n c o m e  t y p e s .  

C u l t u r a l  l a n d s c a p e  i s  d i s c u s s e d  by  ~ a r t s h o r n e ~  a t  g r e a t  

l e n g t h ,  b u t  f o r  t h i s  t h e s i s  t h e  S a u e r  a p p r o a c h  t o  c u l t u r a l  

l a n d s c a p e s  a s  man-made f e a t u r e s  w i l l  b e  u s e d .  S a u e r  d e s -  

c r i b e s  t h e  c u l t u r a l  l a n d s c a p e  a s  ' I .  . . t h e  g e o g r a p h i c  a r e a  

i n  i t s  f i n a l  m e a n i n g .  . . . I t s  f o r m s  a r e  a l l  t h e  w o r k s  

o f  man t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h e  l a n d s c a p e .  . . . The c u l t u r a l  

l a n d s c a p e  i s  f a s h i o n e d  o u t  o f  a  n a t u r a l  l a n d s c a p e  by a  

c u l t u r e  g r o u p .  C u l t u r e  i s  t h e  a g e n t ,  t h e  n a t u r a l  a r e a  i s  

t h e  med ium,  t h e  c u l t u r a l  l a n d s c a p e  i s  t h e  r e s u l t . " *  L a s t l y ,  

t h e  t e r m  ' s i m i l a r  p h y s i c a l  e n v i r o n m e n t '  i s  a  p r o b l e m  o f  

d e g r e e  a n d  t h e r e f o r e  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  d e f i n e ,  b u t  r e f e r e n c e  

t o  i t  i n  c h a p t e r  2  w i l l  d e m o n s t r a t e  s i m i l a r  p h y s i c a l  e n -  

v i r o n m e n t s  w i t h i n  t h e  c h o s e n  a r e a s  o f  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  

T h i s  s t u d y  r e f l e c t s  a  t o p i c  f r e q u e n t l y  d i s c u s s e d  w i t h -  

i n  A m e r i c a n  c u l t u r a l  g e o g r a p h y .  I t  a p p e a r s  f r o m  a  r e v i e w  

o f  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  t h a t  t w o  a s p e c t s  o f  c u l t u r a l  g e o g r a p h y ,  

s e t t l e m e n t  a n d  h i s t o r i c a l  g e o g r a p h y ,  o f f e r  r e l e v a n t  m a t e r i a l .  

- 

6 ~ i c h a r d  H a r t s h o r n e ,  The N a t u r e  o f  Geography ,  L a n c a s t e r  
P e n n s y l v a n i a :  1 9 3 9 ,  p p .  1 4 9 - 1 7 4 .  

" c a r 1  S a u e r ,  " R e c e n t  D e v e l o p m e n t s  i n  C u l t u r a l  Geog- 
r a p h y , "  i n  E .C.  H a y e s ,  e d ,  R e c e n t  DeveZopments i n  t h e  Soc iaZ  
S c i e n c e s ,  P h i l a d e l p h i a :  1 9 2 7 ,  p p .  1 5 4 - 2 1 2 .  

* c a r 1  S a u e r ,  "The  M o r p h o l o g y  o f  L a n d s c a p e  ," U n i v e r s i t y  
o f  C a l i f o r n i a  P u b l i c a t i o n s  i n  Geography ,  V o l .  2 ,  1 9 2 5 ,  
p .  4 6 .  



The cultural geographer, being concerned with man in 

his environment, would have little reason for restricting . 
the search for explanations so as to exclude human behav- 

iour and social organization. But this restriction has 

been a tradition within the mainstream of cultural geog- 

raphy, apparent in any survey of the literature. 

That aspect of settlement geography which could broadly 

be characterized as being within the realm of cultural geog- 

raphy frames the general theory in terms of the processes 

of settling and the pattern of ~ e t t l e m e n t . ~  Kohn sees 

settlement geography as "having to do with the facilites 

men build in the process of occupying an area. These 

facilites are designed and grouped to serve specific pur- 

poses, and so carry functional meanings."1•‹ 

Explanations in settlement geography are generally 

sought in environment and environmental resources ,I1 not 

in human behaviour. ~nnaert'~ provides an excellant dis- 

cription of settlement patterns and house types in the 

Congo, but was unable to do more than call attention to 

the possible significance of customary institutions or 

human behaviour. Dickinson,13 Trewartha,l4 and Platt, 15 

g ~ l y d e  F. Kohn, "Settlement Geography," in Preston 
James and Clarence Jones, eds, Amer ican  Geography ,  I n v e n -  
t o r y  and P r o s p e c t ,  Syracuse: 1964, pp. 125-141. 

lo' I b i d .  p. 125. 

l1 I b i d .  

l2 H.C. Brookfield, "Questions on the Human Frontiers 
of Geography, Economic Geography ,  Vol. 40, 1964, p. 283. 

l3 R.E. Dickinson, "Rural Settlements in the German 
Lands," A n n a l s  o f  t h e  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  Amer ican  Geographer s ,  
Vol. 39, 1949, pp; 239-263, cited in Brookfield, Op. C i t .  

l4 G.T. Trewartha, Japan :  A P h y s i c a l ,  CuZturaZ ,  and 
R e g i o n a l  Geography ,  Madison: 1945, cited in Brookfield. 

l5 R .  S. ' Platt , Latin America: C o u n t r y s i d e s  and U n i t e d  
R e g i o n s ,  New York: 1942, cited in Brookfield. 



4 
e x e m p l i f y  t h e  e n t i r e  f i e l d  i n  t h e i r  f a i l u r e  t o  a n a l y s e  

t h e  r e l a t i o n  o f  l a n d s c a p e  f o r m  t o  l a n d  o c c u p a n c e  a n d  u s e  

by s t u d y i n g  t h e  l o c a t i o p  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a l l  

t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s  a n d  i n t e r e s t s .  K n i f f e n 1 6  r e c o g n i z e s  t h a t  

b e h a v i o u r a l  n o r m s  a n d  s o c i a l  c o n f o r m i t y  a r e  i m p o r t a n t  f a c t o r s  

i n  h o u s e  s t y l e s ,  b u t  h e  d o e s  n o t  e x a m i n e  t h e s e  i n  a n y  

d e p t h .  S t i l l  o t h e r s ,  e x e m p l i f i e d  by G a l p i n 1 7  a n d  

C h r i s t a l l e r , 1 8  compound t h i s  f a i l u r e  i n  s t u d i e s  o f  c e n t r a l  

p l a c e .  

Two o t h e r  s i g n i f i c a n t  d r a w b a c k s  p e r s i s t  i n  s e t t l e m e n t  

g e o g r a p h y .  F i r s t l y ,  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  o b j e c t i v e s  amoung p a r t i c u -  

l a r  s t u d i e s  r e s u l t  i n  a n  i n a b i l i t y  t o  c o m p a r e  d a t a  a n d  

t h u s  p r e v e n t s  a  b r o a d e n i n g  o f  o u r  k n o w l e d g e .  S e c o n d l y ,  

a  l a c k  o f  c o m p a r a t i v e  s t u d i e s  c r e a t e s  a  s i t u a t i o n  o f  u n i q u e  

c a s e  s t u d i e s ,  a g a i n  p r e v e n t i n g  a  b r o a d e n i n g  o f  o u r  k n o w l e d g e  

a n d  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  t h e  t h e m e .  

Among A m e r i c a n  h i s t o r i c a l  g e o g r a p h e r s  c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  

a  s i m i l a r  p u r p o s e  a s  t h a t  a d v a n c e d  h e r e ,  t h e  m o s t  c o h e r e n t  

s i n g l e  g r o u p  a r e  t h o s e  t r a i n e d  a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a l i -  

f o r n i a  m a i n l y  u n d e r  C a r l  S a u e r .  I n  some o f  t h e  e s s a y s  p r o -  

d u c e d  b y  t h i s  g r o u p ,  t h e  p u r p o s e  was  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  r e c o n -  

s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  g e o g r a p h y  o f  a n  e a r l i e r  p e r i o d .  s a u e r l g  

a n d  w e s t 2 0  e x e m p l i f y  t h i s  t h e m e ,  b u t  G o r d o n t s 2 1  m o n o g r a p h  

c a n  b e  b e s t  u s e d  t o  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  t h i s  a p p r o a c h .  

l6 F r e d  B .  K n i f f e n ,  " F o l k  H o u s i n g :  Key t o  D i f f u s i o n , "  
AnnaZs of the Association of American Geographers, V o l .  
5 5 ,  1 9 6 5 ,  p p .  5 4 9 - 5 7 7 .  

l7 C .  J .  G a l p i n ,  The SociaZ Anataomy of a n  AgricuZturaZ 
Community, U n i v e r s i t y  o f  W i s c o n s i n  A g r i c u l t u r a l  E x p e r i m e n t  
S t a t i o n ,  B u l l e t i n  3 4 ,  1 9 1 5 .  

1 8 ~ r o o k f  i e l d ,  p .  2 8 3 .  

' ' c a r1  S a u e r ,  " C o l i m a  o f  New S p a i n  i n  t h e  S i x t e e n t h  
C e n t u r y  , I t  Ibero-Americana, V o l .  2 9 ,  1 9 4 8 .  

2 0 ~ o b e r t  C .  West, "The  M i n i n g  Community i n  N o r t h e r n  
New S p a i n :  The P a r r a  M i n i n g  D i s t r i c t , "  Ibero-Americana, 
V o l .  3 0 ,  1 9 4 9 .  

2 1 ~ .  Le Roy G o r d o n ,  "Human G e o g r a p h y  a n d  E c o l o g y  i n  
i n  t h e  S i n u  C o u n t r y  o f  Columbia,"Ibero-Americana,1937. 



Gordon says that ".  . . to contend that differing 
cultures influenced the physical environment in different 

ways is possible only if persistent differences in culture 

can be found."22 But his method leads to a description 

of the material culture of the peoples, not the behav- 

ioural characteristics differing by culture. 

Alexander's 23 work on the densely populated island 

of Margarita was concerned with the evolution of the eco- 

nomic base, but " .  . . he dces not ask how so dense a 
population is supported in so inhospitable an environment, 

nor how the use of scarce productive resources is organ- 

ized. '1 2 4  

The objectives of West,25 Wagner, 26 and Simoons, 27 

are more clearly set out, and major criticisms of their 

approaches are easily recognizable. Brookfield suggests 

that Wagner's statement may speak for all three. 

Wagner attempts to "show the particular possibilites 

of the environment which are realized by these folk as 

manifested in the cultural landscape. '128 But land tenure, 

23~harles S. Alexander, "The Geography of Margarita 
and Adjacent Islands, Venezuela," U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a Z i f o r n i a  
P u b l i c a t i o n s  i n  Geography, Vol. 12, 1958, pp. 85-192. 

2S~obert C. West, "The Pacific Lowlands of Colombia ," 
L o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  S t u d i e s ,  SociaZ S c i e n c e  S e r i e s ,  
Vol. 8 ,  1957. 

26~hilip L. Wagner, "Nicoya: A Cultural Geography ," 
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  P u b l i c a t i o n s  i n  Geography, Vol. 12, 
1958, 195-250. 

27~rederick Simoons, Northwes t  E t h i o p i a :  Peoples  and 
Economy, Madison: 1960. 
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work  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  a n d  s o c i a l  g r o u p i n g  r e c e i v e  s c a n t  

t r e a t m e n t .  Wagner  c o n c l u d e s  h i s  e s s a y  s t a t i n g  t h a t  1 1 ,  . , 

v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s o c i a l  f e a t u r e s  may p r o d u c e  e f f e c t s  i n  t h e  

s p a t i a l  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  a n d  t h e r e f o r e  i n  t h e  c u l t u r a l  l a n d -  

s c a p e ,  a s  c h a n g e s  i n  t h e  p h y s i c a l  e n v i r o n m e n t  o r  i n  t h e  

t e c h n i q u e  o f  i t s  e x p l o i t a t i o n  may b e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  s o c i a l  

c h a n g e .  I t  i s  n o t  p r o p e r ,  h o w e v e r ,  t o  a s s u m e  a n y  i n e v i t a b l e  

c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  s o c i a l  c h a n g e  a n d  a l t e r a t i o n s  o f  

l a n d s c a p e  a n d  t e c h n i q u e . " 2 9  Bu t  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  Wagner  

o b s e r v e s  a r e  c l e a r l y  e x p r e s s e d  i n  r e l i g i o n ,  l a n g u a g e ,  

c l o t h i n g  a n d  p o l i t i c a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  T h u s  W a g n e r ' s  c o n -  

c l u s i o n  i s  b u t  a  f u r t h e r  q u e s t i o n ,  o n e  t h a t  c a n  o n l y  b e  

a n s w e r e d  by  t r e a t i n g  s e p a r a t e l y  t h e  v a r i o u s  e l e m e n t s  t h a t  

make u p  a  c u l t u r e ,  t h a t  i s ,  b y  s e e k i n g  e x p l a n a t i o n s  i n  t h e  

f i e l d  o f  s o c i a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  a n d  human b e h a v i o u r  a n d  a t -  

t i t u d e ~ . ~ ~  

A s  w e l l  a s  t h e s e  m a j o r  c r i t i c i s m s ,  t w o  o t h e r  p r o b l e m s  

p e r s i s t ,  i . e .  t h e  l a c k  o f  c o m p a r a b l e  s t u d i e s  a n d  t h e  l a c k  

o f  c o m p a r a t i v e  s t u d y .  

C u l t u r a l  g e o g r a p h e r s  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  c a n  b e  

c h a r a c t e r i z e d  t h e n  a s  h a v i n g  " a n  o v e r t l y  c h o r o g r a p h i c  p u r -  

p o s e , "  a n d  " s c a r c e l y  e v e r  s e e k  e x p l a n a t i o n s  i n  m a t t e r s  

o f  human b e h a v i o u r ,  a t t i t u d e s  a n d  b e l i e f s ,  s o c i a l  o r g a n -  

i z a t i o n ,  a n d  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a n d  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o f  

human g r o u p s  . . . . t t  3 1  

T h e r e  a p p e a r s  t h e n  t o  b e  a  n o t i o n  t h a t  m a t e r i a l  c u l t u r a l  

f e a t u r e s  a n d  l i v e l i h o o d  a r e  f i t t i n g  a r e a s  o f  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  

i n  g e o g r a p h y .  B u t  t h e  w o r k i n g s  o f  s o c i e t y  a n d  t h e  r e a s o n s  

f o r  human b e h a v i o u r  a r e  n o t .  Wagner  a n d  M i k e s e l l  e x e m p l i f y  

t h i s  p r o b l e m .  "The c u l t u r a l  g e o g r a p h e r  i s  n o t  c o n c e r n e d  

w i t h  t h e  i n n e r  w o r k i n g s  o f  c u l t u r e  o r  w i t h  d e s c r i b i n g  f u l l y  

3 1 ~ r b o k f  i e l d ,  p .  2 8 3 .  
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patterns of human behaviour even when they affect the land, 

- but rather with assessing the technical potential of human 

communities for using and modifying their habitats.''32 

Although cultural geography has lacked studies on 

human behaviour and the effects of that on the landscape, 

methodologies for studying such a problem can be found with- 

in historical geography. These methodologies will be dealt 

with later in this chapter, following a discussion of the 

problem and hypotheses of this study. 

The problems that have developed from studies in the 

characteristics of areas and not people's behaviours and 

attitudes leads this study into a search for some cultural 

behavioural characteristics of people affecting the 

cultural landscape. And the problems arising out of the 

lack of comparative studies leads to a conclusion that 

a comparison between two areas of similar physical features 

must be employed. 

Therefore, this study asks the following question: 

what in measurable amount are; 1) the differences in cultural 

landscape forms in the two areas, and 2) some behavioural 

characteristics of the people who occupy the areas that lead 

to those forms? 

HYPOTHESES A N D  METHODOLOGY: 

Two hypotheses advanced in this study are: 

1) Different cultural landscapes occur in areas of sim- 

ilar physical environments where two distict groups have 

settled; and 

2) These different cultural landscapes are a result 

of variations in social characteristics of the groups of 

people occupying.that environment. 

There are certain underlying premises which must be 

3 2 ~ .  L. Wagner and Marvin Mikesell, eds , R e a d i n g s  in 
CuZturaZ Geography,  Ch i cago :  1962, p. 5. 
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stated before these hypotheses can be 'tested. The four 

are: 33 

1) That adaptation to the environment and adaptation 

of the environment by peoples are not random. They arise 

from motives, i.e. something makes them happen. These 

motives in a philosophical sense may be seen as values, or 

in a psychological sense as drives. In this study, the 

something that makes them happen will be viewed as char- 

acteristics, or collective experiences and behavioural norms 

of the people. 

2) That throughout history, everywhere, people regard 

some particular sort of environment as the most conducive 

to the good life. 

3) A landscape imperfectly substantiates a group's 

ideal environment. 

4) Culturally induced changes in the landscape by a 

given group will be considered part of the characteristics 

of that group at a given time and point in space. 

It can be postulated upon these premises that the 

relationship between a human group and the landscape it 

creates would appear as figure 1. 

Although cognizant of the feedback mechanism, this 

study is considering the characteristics of the people at 

a point in time and space, and not the day to day exchange 

between landscape form and characteristics, represented 

in category 6, figure 1. In addition, local condition 'nl 

is considered to occur at the present time and place and 

therefore category 7, figure 1 ,  is a furture relationship 

between characteristics of peoples and landscape form, 

and therefore cannot be included. 

In order to test the hypotheses, a methodology is ob- 

tainable from historical geography, despite the disadvan- 

tages previously discussed. From historical geography, three 

methodologies have been used: the vertical approach; sequent 

3 3 ~ h e  first three premises are taken from P.L. Wagner, 
"Cultural Landscapes and Regions: Aspects of Communication," 
unpublished manuscript. 

P 
;* 
t. 



Figure 1. 
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occupancy; and man's role as an agent of landscape change, 34 

The purpose of the vertical theme in historical geog- 

raphy is to deal with the dynamics of change in, and evolu- 

tion of, a landscape. In describing the idea of the verti- 

cal approach, Newcomb suggest that ".  . . if the entire 
landscape complex cannot be managed in terms of its long 

history, the selection of one or a few pertinent themes 

and their depiction . . .  is a practicable alternative. 1135 
It is the contention of this study that human behaviour, 

attitudes and beliefs, social organization, and character- 

istics and interrelationships of human groups can be de- 

fined as pertinent themes affecting the cultural landscape, 

and thus could be considered as valuable topics of inves- 

tigation within the vertical approach. 

These elements are not random, but are of a rational 

nature and thus systematic study of the problem is 

justified. This contention is verified by the 'man's role' 

approach, about which Newcomb states; "That moral and 

religious precepts are associated with the conservative 

husbanding of resources and the acceptance of the thesis 

that man is a b o ~ ~ e  all a rational and responsible creature 

are conventions which appear here. ,136 

Sequent occupancy allows us to define the place where 

man's response to the above characteristics can be found, 

i.e. the cultural landscape. "Human occupance of area . . . 
carries within itself the seed of its own transformation. 11 3 7 

Thus the cultural landscape form should reflect behavioural 

characteristics. 

This methodology centres in the causal approach. Not 

3 4 ~ h e  vertical and man's role approaches are discussed 
in Robert Newcomb, "Twelve Working Approaches to Historical 
Geography," Yearbook  o f  t h e  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  P a c i f i c  Coas t  
Geographer s ,  Vol. 31, 1969, pp. 27-40, and sequent occupance 
in D. Whittlesey, "Sequent Cccupancy," A n n a l s  o f  t h e  As sd -  
c i a t i o n  o f  Amer ican  G e o g r a p h e r s ,  Vol. 19, 1929, pp. 162-167. 
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to be confused with philosophy, the methodology is just 

an approach to a problem. This approach in no way reflects 

the philosophical concept of determinism often associated 

with causality, but rather is a reflection of a degree of 

cause. To this, Harvey suggests: 

. . . The methodologist, therefore is concerned with 
the 'logic of justification' rather than with the 
philosophical underpinnings of our beliefs with 
respect to geography. The philosopher and the 
methodologist therefore have rather different tasks. 
The former is concerned with speculation, with 
value judgements . . . . the latter is concerned 
primarily with the logic of explanation, with 
ensuring that our arguments are rigorous, that 
our inferences are reasonable, that our method 
is internally coherent . . . . It is important 
to recognize . . . that the adoption of a method- 
ological position does not entail the adoption 
of a corresponding philosophical position.38 

STUDY AREA:  

In order to test the hypotheses, an area of 'similar 

physical environments' had to be found. The area of the 

lower Fraser Valley, British Columbia, including Northwest- 

ern Whatcom County, Washington is such an area. Although 

local variations in land forms and soils exist, this is 

a profitable area to search for specific locations in order 

to test the hypotheses. 

Crossing the border between the United States and 

Canada at the Huntington, British Columbia--Sumas, Washing- 

ton border station,(see map 1) one is quickly aware of the 

overwhelming evidence of differences in the settlement forms 

in the area. Upon detailed examination, it is evident that 

within this area there is a continuous stretch of land 

spanning the international border where physical conditions 

are virtually the same. 3 9 

38~avid Harvey, ExpZanation in Geography, London: 1969 
pp. 6-7. 
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A particular area, small enough for a detailed survey, 

but large enough to prevent misleading conclusions had to 

be obtained. Certain external influences had to be over- 

come, so that each area of study had to fall within one 

municipality or county, and each area had to have a history 

of occupance that was not to diverse. Two areas which 

satisfied these requirements were found, the South Poplar 

region of Matsqui Municipality, British Columbia, and an 

area referred to here as the Sumas-Border area in Whatcom 

County, Washington. (see map 2) 

From a consideration of physical features it can be 

seen that the study area consists of one continuous physical 

landscape, divided into two distinct parts by the inter- 

national border. This border acts as a physical barrier. 

The 'natural' flow of goods and 'natural' economic growth 

within a continuous physical region is prevented by tariffs 

and differences in local laws. 

platt40 suggests this in his description of the Dutch- 

German border. He believes that " .  . . although the forms 
of areal organization may be similar on opposite sides of 

the boundary, the organizations themselves, the units of 

organization, political, economic and social, as they have 

developed through years of human activity, are generally 

separate. The studies by Platt have shown that inter- 

national boundaries may lie through identical cultural 

landscapes or mark significant changes of land-use and econ- 

omic activity. Prescott suggests that he " .  . . would 
agree that, however similar the borderlands, the two sides 

have a human distinctiveness which is difficult to measure, 

but which nevertheless is real to people living in the 

39~etailed examination of the study area establishing 
similar physical environments is made in chapter 2. 

40~.S. Platt, A Geographical Study of the Dutch- 
German Border, Munster; 1958. 

41~bid. . 
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borderland. ff42 

~os'e studied a section of the boundary between New 

South Wales and Queensland, and found that it coincided 

with landscape differences which had arisen since the bound- 

ary was delimited, and which could not be explained in terms 

of environmental differences. 43 

Prescott suggests that a review of border studies leads 

to the conclusion that international boundaries " . . . 
do influence the development of cultural landscapes . . . tt44 
Thus the border in this study area can be seen as a physical 

barrier separating two areas, a barrier equivalent to an 

unpenetratable mountain range, and thus as in any physical 

barrier, the flow of ideas is further reduced and filtered 

beyond the normal filtering process, and economic develop- 

ment follows independent courses of development. 

The boundaries of the study area enclose an area of 

approximately two miles North-South, by four and a half 

miles East-West. The northern boundary, approximately one 

mile North of the international border, lies along what is 

now Huntington Road, Matsqui Municipality. This was chosen 

because of its historical significance to the area. Not 

until 1924 was the land between Huntington Road and the 

international border opened for settlement. Prior to that, 

the land was held by the Crown, whereas settlement began 

over fifty years earlier in the area North of Huntington 

Road. By drawing the boundary at this point, a greater 

degree of clarity and control in the study area was obtain- 

able. 

4 2 ~ . ~ .  Prescott, T h e  Geography of ~ r o n t i e r s  and 
Boundaries, London: 1965, p. 99. 

A.J. Rose, "The Border Zone between Queensland and 
New South Wales," AustraZian Geographer, Voi .  6 ,  1955, 
pp. 3-18. 
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P h y s i c a l ,  p o l i t i c a l ,  a n d  h i s t o r i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  

w e r e  t a k e n  i n t o  a c c o u n t  i n  s e l e c t i n g  a n  e a s t e r n  b o r d e r .  

P h y s i c a l l y ,  t h e  e l e v a t i o n  o f  t h e  a r e a  r i s e s  q u i c k l y  t o  a  

s m a l l  r a n g e  o f  h i l l s  some 200 f e e t  a b o v e  t h e  s t u d y  a r e a .  

T h i s  m i g h t  a l t e r  s e t t l e m e n t  p a t t e r n s  e n o u g h  t o  c a u s e  p h y s i c a l  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  t o  b e  t a k e n  i n t o  a c c o u n t .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h i s  

was t h e  b o u n d a r y  o f  t h e  Crown l a n d  o p e n e d  i n  1 9 2 4 .  P o l i t -  

i c a l l y ,  t h e  b o u n d a r y  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  b e t w e e n  

Sumas a n d  M a t s q u i  M u n i c i p a l i t i e s .  T h i s  s e r v e s  t o  e n s u r e  

t h a t  p o l i t i c a l l y  r e l a t e d  d i f f e r e n c e s  w i t h i n  t h e  a r e a  a r e  

c o n t r o l l e d ,  e . g .  u n i f o r m i t y  i n  a g r i c u l t u r a l l y  o r i e n t e d  

p r o b l e m s  s u c h  a s  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  m u n i c i p a l  w a t e r  a n d  

u n i f o r m i t y  o f  m u n i c i p a l  b y - l a w s .  

The  w e s t e r n  b o u n d a r y  i s  d e f i n e d  s o l e l y  by  p h y s i c a l  

f e a t u r e s  i n  C a n a d a ,  a n d  i s  a c o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  t h a t  l i n e  i n t o  

t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  when mov ing  E a s t  t o  W e s t ,  

t h e  M t .  Lehman r a n g e  o f  h i l l s  b e g i n s ,  r e a c h i n g  a  h e i g h t  o f  

some 300  f e e t  a b o v e  t h e  s t u d y  a r e a .  By t h e  t i m e  t h e  r a n g e  

o f  h i l l s  h a s  c r o s s e d  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  b o r d e r ,  i t  h a s  v e e r e d  

West  e n o u g h  t h a t  i t  n o  l o n g e r  s e r v e s  a s  a  p h y s i c a l  b o r d e r .  

B u t  f o r  t h e  s a k e  o f  u n i f o r m i t y  i n  s i z e  o f  t h e  t w o  a r e a s ,  

t h e  b o r d e r  o f  t h e  s t u d y  a r e a  was e x t e n d e d  d u e  S o u t h .  

The  s o u t h e r n  b o r d e r ,  o n e  m i l e  S o u t h  o f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  

b o u n d a r y ,  i s  t h e  o n l y  a r b i t r a r l y  d r a w n  b o u n d a r y  l i n e .  The  

p u r p o s e  i n  u s i n g  t h i s  p o i n t  a s  t h e  s o u t h e r n  b o r d e r  was t o  

e n s u r e  u n i f o r n i t y  i n  s i z e  b e t w e e n  t h e  a r e a  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  

S t a t e s  a n d  C a n a d a .  T h i s  t h e n  p r o d u c e s  a n  a r e a  o f  two  m i l e s  

by  f o u r  a n d  a  h a l f  m i l e s  w i t h  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  b o r d e r  

s e r v i n g  t o  d i v i d e  i t  i n t o  two  s e p a r a t e  a n d  d i s t i n c t  s e c t o r s ,  

e a c h  o n e  m i l e  by  f o u r  a n d  a  h a l f  m i l e s .  

DATA COLLECTIOR T E C H N I Q U E S  A N D  PROBLEMS: 

The t e c h n i q u e s  e m p l o y e d  i n  d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  a r e  t h a t  

o f  c o m p a r i n g  l a n d - u s e ,  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  a n d  s o c i a l  a n d  h i s t o r -  

i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  The m e t h o d s  f o r  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  
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d a t a  w e r e  t w o ,  f i e l d  i n t e r v i e w s  u s i n g  q u e s t i o n a i r e s ,  a n d  

l i b r a r y  a n d  a r c h i v e  r e s e a r c h .  

I n  M a r c h ,  A p r i l ,  a n d  May 1 9 9 0 ,  a n  a t t e m p t  t o  c o n t a c t  

e a c h  h e a d  o f  h o u s e h o l d  i n  t h e  r e s e a r c h  a r e a s  b y  p h o n e  o r  

i n  p e r s o n  was  u n d e r t a k e n .  O f  t h e  2 0 1  h o u s e h o l d  h e a d s  i n  

t h e  a r e a s ,  1 4 9  o r  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  7 5 %  w e r e  c o n t a c t e d .  A 

s u r v e y  o f  t h o s e  who w e r e  c o n t a c t e d  was  u n d e r t a k e n ,  o f  whom 

1 3 0 ,  o r  a p p r o x i m a t l e y  6 0 %  o f  t h e  t o t a l  r e s p o n d e d .  F o r  

l a t e r  d a t a - g a t h e r i n g  p u r p o s e s ,  a  g r o u p i n g  a n a l y s i s  was  

d o n e  t o  f i n d  if t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  c o u l d  b e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

g r o u p e d  i n  a n y  way .  A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  i n f o r m a t i o n  a s  t o  t h e  

l o c a t i o n  o f  t h e  h o u s e h o l d  was n o t  c o n s i d e r e d .  From t h e  

a n a l y s i s ,  s i x  g r o u p s  became  a p p a r e n t .  O n l y  o n e  g r o u p ,  

n o n - a g r i c u l t u r e ,  c o n t a i n e d  members  w i t h i n  b o t h  a r e a s .  

T h i s  o n l y  i n v o l v e d  1 2  i n d i v i d u a l  h o u s e h o l d s ,  o r  a p p r o x -  

i m a t e l y  5 % .  S i n c e  t h i s  s t u d y  d e a l s  w i t h  a g r i c u l t u r a l  

p e o p l e ,  t h o s e  n o t  i n v l o v e d  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e  w e r e  e l i m i n a t e d .  

H o w e v e r ,  s i n c e  n o n - a g r i c u l t u r a l  a c t i v i t y  w i l l  a f f e c t  l a n d -  

s c a p e  f o r m a t i o n ,  f u r t h e r  i n t e r v i e w s  w e r e  c o n d u c t e d  w i t h  

t h i s  g r o u p .  

T h i s  g r o u p i n g  a n a l y s i s  r e v e a l e d  t w o  C a n a d i s n  a n d  

t h r e e  A m e r i c a n  g r o u p s .  One o f  t h e  C a n a d i a n  g r o u p s ,  11% 

o f  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n ,  1 3  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  i s  a l l  n o n - M e n n o n i t e s ,  

I n  t h i s  c a s e ,  e i g h t  f a m i l i e s  l i v e d  o n  t h e  b o r d e r s  o f  t h e  

a r e a ,  a n d  f i v e  o f  t h e s e  w e r e  c o n c e n t r a t e d  on  o n e  s t r e e t  

a n d  w e r e  m e r e l y  c o n t i n u a t i o n s  o f  t h e  same f a m i l y ,  i . e .  

l a n d  d i v i d e d  f r o m  f a t h e r  t o  s o n s .  Of t h e  f i v e  r e m a i n i n g  

n o n - M e n n o n i t e  f a r m s  w i t h i n  t h e  C a n a d i a n  s e c t o r ,  f o u r  w e r e  

e x c e p t i o n a l l y  l a r g e r  t h a n  t h e  n o r m ,  by  t w o  s t a n d a r d  

d e v i a t i o n s .  A l t h o u g h  t h e  l a s t  n o n - M e n n o n i t e  i n  t h e  a r e a  

f e l l  w i t h i n  t h e  norm o f  f a r m  s i z e ,  h i s  t e n u r e  w i t h i n  t h e  

t h e  a r e a  was  l e s s  t h a n  o n e  y e a r  a n d  h e  h a d  b o u g h t  h i s  f a r m  

prom a  M e n n o n i t e .  I t  was  t h e n  c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h e s e  11% 

w e r e  a n o m a l i e s  w i t h i n  t h e  C a n a d i a n  s e c t o r  o f  t h e  s t u d y .  

I t  s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  h e r e  t h a t  a l t h o u g h  t h e y  w e r e  c o n s i d e r e d  

a n o m a l i e s ,  t h e y  w e r e  f u r t h e r  i n t e r v i e w e d  a n d  c o n s i d e r e d  
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within the findings. The remaining farms on the Canadian 

sector of the study were Mennonite owned. Thus the Canadian 

part of the study area was designated Mennonite. 

The three remaining groups were in the United States. 

Of these three groups, the grouping analysis showed that 

the differences between the two groups was less significant 

than the differences between the two areas of study. Thus 

it was concludzd that the American side was a single non- 

Mennonite group comprised of three sub-groups. The 

characteristics of the three groups was studied in detail, 

and for interviewing purposes the three sub-groups were 

considered distinct. This was done to prevent any possibil- 

ity of misleading conclusions. The designation of 

Mennonite and non-Mennonite groupings as the universals, 

corresponding to the Canadian and American areas, provided 

for a clearer, more precise, and more easily definable 

basis for comparison. 

From each group and sub-group, 25% were chosen at 

random for a more detailed interview. From this second 

interview the vast majority of data involved in the des- 

criptive study of the form of the landscape and the social 

characteristics of those within the area was collected. 

For analysis, the questionaire was divided into two 

parts, discriptive and socio-cultural values. An adapta- 

tion of the Kerlinger Social Attitudes ScaleY4' Hartmann 

Liberalism-Conservatism Scale,46 and Harperls Social Belief 

and Attitudes ~ e s t ~ ~  was used in analysing the socio- 

4 5 ~ .  Kerlinger and E. Kaya, "The Construction and 
Factor Analytic Validation of Scales to Measure Attitudes 
Toward Education," Education and PsychoZogicaZ Measurement, 
Vol. 19, 1954, pp. 13-29. 

4 6 ~ .  Hartmann, "The Differential Validity of Items 
in a Liberalism-Conservatism Test," Journal of SociaZ 
PsychoZogy, Vol. 9 ,  1938, pp. 67-78. 

4 7 ~ ,  J. Boldt and J.B. Stroud, "Changes in the Attitudes 
of College Students," Journal of EducationaZ PsychoZogy, 
Vol. 25, 1934, pp. 611-619. * 
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c i l t u r a l  v a l u e s  o f  t h e  t w o  g r o u p s .  A C h i  s q u a r e  t e s t  o f  

s i g n i f i c a n c e  was a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  n u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  (Ho)  i n  

o r d e r  t o  t e s t  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h e  d a t a .  T h i s  w i l l  b e  

d i s c u s s e d  i n  more  d e t a i l  i n  c h a p t e r  t h r e e .  

F u r t h e r  i n t e r v i e w s  w e r e  c o n d u c t e d  w i t h  b u s i n e s s m e n ,  

- 
Y r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  v a r i o u s  c o - o p e r a t i v e s ,  a n d  r e p r e s e n -  

t a t i v e s  o f  a g r i c u l t u r a l  b a s e d  c o m p a n i e s  d o i n g  b u s i n e s s  

w i t h i n  t h e  a r e a .  

The  s e c o n d  m e t h o d  o f  o b t a i n i n g  d a t a  was t h r o u g h  l i b r a r y  

a n d  a r c h i v e  r e s e a r c h .  T h i s  was u n d e r t a k e n  t o  p r o v i d e  
- 

g r e a t e r  o b j e c t i v i t y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  d e a l i n g  w i t h  h i s t o r i c a l  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ,  a n d  t o  p r o v i d e  d a t a  n o t  o b t a i n a b l e  f r o m  

f i e l d  i n t e r v i e w s .  L i b r a r y  r e s e a r c h  was u n d e r t a k e n  a t  

t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  B r i t i s h  C o l u m b i a ,  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  V i c t o r i a ,  

S imon F r a s e r  U n i v e r s i t y ,  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  W a s h i n g t o n ,  

W a s h i n g t o n  S t a t e  a t  P u l l m a n ,  F r a s e r  V a l l e y  R e g i o n a l  L i b r a r y ,  

a n d  t h e  B e l l i n g h a m  C i t y  L i b r a r y .  The  a r c h i v e  r e s e a r c h  

f o r  B r i t i s h  C o l u m b i a  was  u n d e r t a k e n  a t  t h e  P r o v i n c i a l  

A r c h i v e s  i n  V i c t o r i a ,  a n d  f o r  W a s h i n g t o n  a t  t h e  S t a t e  

A r c h i v e s  i n  O l y m p i a .  

T h i s  s t u d y  i s  d i v i d e d  i n t o  s e v e r a l  s e c t i o n s .  B e s i d e s  

t h e  i n t r o d u c t o r y  a n d  c o n c l u d i n g  c h a p t e r s ,  t w o  o t h e r s  a r e  

i n c l u d e d .  I n  t h e  f i r s t  o f  t h e s e ,  c h a p t e r  t w o ,  two  c o n d i -  

t i o n s  f o r  t e s t i n g  a r e  d e s c r i b e d .  The d e t a i l e d  p h y s i c a l  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  a r e a  a r e  d e s c r i b e d  i n  o r d e r  t o  

e s t a b l i s h  ' s i m i l a r  p h y s i c a l  e n v i r o n m e n t s , '  a n d  t h e  s e q u e n t  

o c c u p a n c e  o f  t h e  t w o  a r e a s  a n d  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  

a n d  n o n - M e n n o n i t e s  i s  r e c o u n t e d  i n  o r d e r  t o  show d i s t i n c -  

t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  two  g r o u p s .  C h a p t e r  t h r e e  w i l l  c o n s i d e r  

t h e  l a n d s c a p e  f o r m s  i n  t h e  t w o  a r e a s  a n d  t h u s  t e s t  t h e  

f i r s t  h y p o t h e s i s ,  a n d  a t t e m p t  t o  r e l a t e  s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r -  

i s t i c s  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  i n  t h e  a r e a s  t o  t h o s e  l a n d s c a p e  f o r m s ,  

a n d  t h u s  t e s t i n g  t h e  s e c o n d  h y p o t h e s i s .  
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CHAPTER 2  

THE PHYSICAL AREA A N D  THE OCCUPANTS 

The  a r e a  i s  o n e  o f  r o l l i n g  t e r r a i n .  W i t h  a max- 

imum l o c a l  r e l i e f  o f  1 0 0  f e e t ,  a l l  t h e  a r e a  l i e s  a t  e l e -  

v a t i o n s  o f  f r o m  1 7 5  t o  200 f e e t ,  e x c e p t  w h e r e  s m a l l  r i s e s  

a n d  g e n t l e  h i l l s  r e a c h  250 f e e t .  W i t h  t h e  c e n t e r  o f  t h e  

a r e a  f a l l i n g  a t  4 9 '  0 '  1 5 "  l a t i t u d e ,  a n d  1 2 2 '  3 1 '  0"  

l o n g i t u d e ,  i t  a l l  s h a r e s  a  m a r i n e  w e s t  c o a s t ,  c o o l  summer 

c l i m a t e .  

CLIMATE: 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  a g r i c u l t u r e  t o  c l i m a t e  i s  v e r y  

c l o s e ,  I n  t h e  s t u d y  a r e a s ,  t h e  c l i m a t e  i s  u n i f o r m .  I t  

i s  a  m i d - l a t i t u d e ,  w e s t  c o a s t  m a r i n e  t y p e  w i t h  c o o l  s u m m e r s ,  

r a t h e r  m i l d  w i n t e r s ,  m o i s t  a i r ,  a n d  a s m a l l  d a i l y  a n d  

a n n u a l  t e m p e r a t u r e  r a n g e .  Some o f  t h e  b a s i c  c o n t r o l s  o f  

t h e  c l i m a t e  i n  t h i s  a r e a  a r e  t h e  P a c i f i c  O c e a n ,  c o a s t a l  

m o u n t a i n  r a n g e s  o n  t h e  O l y m p i c  P e n i n s u l a  a n d  V a n c o u v e r  

I s l a n d ,  a n d  t h e  C a s c a d e  M o u n t a i n s .  I t  i s  a f f e c t e d  by t h e  

s o u t h e r l y  m i g r a t i o n  o f  s t o r m s  m o v i n g  o u t  o f  t h e  G u l f  o f  

A l a s k a  d u r i n g  t h e  w i n t e r  a n d  a r e t u r n  o f  t h e  s t o r m s  a l o n g  

a m o r e  n o r t h e r l y  p a t h  i n  t h e  summer.  

The  c o a s t a l  m o u n t a i n s  o f  V a n c o u v e r  I s l a n d  a n d  t h e  

O l y m p i c  P e n i n s u l a  p r o t e c t  t h e  a r e a  f r o m  t h e  m a i n  f o r c e  

o f  s t o r m s  m o v i n g  e a s t w a r d  f r o m  t h e  P a c i f i c  O c e a n .  B r e a k s  

i n  t h e  c o a s t a l  m o u n t a i n s  a n d  t h e  S t r a i t s  o f  G e o r g i a  a n d  

J u a n  d e  F u c a  p e r m i t  l a r g e  a m o u n t  o f  m o i s t  a i r  f r o m  t h e  

' U n l e s s  o t h e r w i s e  n o t e d ,  t h e  c l i m a t i c  i n f o r m a t i o n  
i s  f r o m  P r o v i n c e  o f  B r i t i s h  C o l u m b i a ,  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  Ag- 
r i c u l t u r e ,  Cl imate  o f  B r i t i s h  CoZumbia, r e p o r t  f o r  1 9 3 4 ,  
1 9 4 4 ,  1 9 5 0 ,  1 9 5 6 ,  a n d  1 9 5 7 ,  W a s h i n g t o n  S t a t e  D e p a r t m e n t  
o f  A g r i c u l t u r e ,  Whatcorn County A g r i c u l t u r e ,  O l y m p i a ,  1965 ,  1 . 



There is a pronounced rainy season and considerage 

cloudiness during the winter. About three-forths of the 

annual rainfall is received from October through April. 

The area receives about 59 inches of precipitation each 

year. Precipitation increases in October, reching a peak 

in mid-December, then decreases in the spring with a rather 

sharp drop in July and August. Most of the winter preci- 

pitation occurs as rain, but snow has fallen as early 

as November and as late as March. A snow cover seldom 

remains on the ground for longer than a few days or 

reaches a depth in excess of 4 to 8 inches. 

Climatically the area is congenial to a wide variety 

of crops although irrigation is usually required. Hay, 

small grains, vegetables, potatoes, and berries are 

favored in the area. In the larger Fraser Valley and 

Western Whatcom County regions, the climate allows for 

great assortment of crops. These include: clover-timothy 

hay, alfalfa, barley, wheat, rye, hops, green peas, sweet 

corn, cucumbers, carrots and other vegetables, potatoes, 

raspberries, strawberries, marijuana, blackberrjes, blue- 

berries, apples, pears, cherry, prunes, filberts, english 

walnuts, cut flowers, potted plants, florist greens, budding 

plants, and nursery products (trees, shrubs, vines, and 

oramentals). 

Climate only partly determines the possible crops in 

a region. Coupled with climate, soils further limit the 

range of crops possible among the wide variety of cultiva- 

able plants known to man. 

- 
a 
i- Generally, most of the top soils in the area were 

2 ~ o i l  data is from C.C. Kelley, and R.H. Spilsburn, 
S o i l  S u r v e y  o f  t h e  Lower F r a s e r  VaZZey,  Dominion Department 
of Agriculture, Publication No. 650,Technical Bulletin 20, 
1939, and United States Department of Agriculture, S o i l  

I f 

S u r v e y  o f  Whatcom County  W a s h i n g t o n ,  Washington: 1953. 
t 



o c e a n  t o  r e a c h  t h e  a r e a .  T h i s  m a r i n e  a i r  i s  u s u a l l y  

i n  t h e  w i n t e r  a n d  c o o l e r  i n  t h e  summer t h a n  t h e  a i r  o v e r  

t h e  i n t e r i o r  o f  t h e  c o n t i n e n t  a t  t h i s  l a t i t u d e .  

The  C a s c a d e  a n d  C o a s t  M o u n t a i n s  s h i e l d  t h e  a r e a  f r o m  

c o l d  a i r  i n  t h e  i n t e r i o r  d u r i n g  t h e  w i n t e r  a n d  warm a i r  

i n  t h e  summer .  H o w e v e r ,  o c c a s i o n a l  c o l d  a i r  f r o m  t h e  

i n t e r i o r  o f  C a n a d a  moves  t h r o u g h  t h e  F r a s e r  R i v e r  c a n y o n .  

a n d  s p r e a d s  s o u t h w a r d ,  b r i n g i n g  l o w  t e m p e r a t u r e s  t o  t h e  

t w o  a r e a s .  The  l o w e s t  t e m p e r a t u r e s  i n  t h e  w i n t e r  a n d  t h e  

h i g h e s t  i n  t h e  summer a r e  u s u a l l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  e a s t e r l y  

o r  n o r t h e a s t e r l y  w i n d s .  The l o w e s t  h u m i d i t y  i s  o b s e r v e d  

when e a s t e r l y  w i n d s  a r e  b l o w i n g  down t h e  w e s t e r n  s l o p e  

o f  t h e  C a s c a d e s .  

D u r i n g  t h e  l a t e  s p r i n g  a n d  summer ,  t h e  l a r g e  h i g h  

p r e s s u r e  a r e a  o v e r  t h e  n o r t h  P a c i f i c  s p r e a d s  n o r t h w a r d  

t o w a r d s  t h e  G u l f  o f  A l a s k a .  A c l o c k w i s e  c i r c u l a t i o n  o f  

a i r  a r o u n d  t h e  " h i g h "  b r i n g s  a  p r e v a i l i n g  f l o w  o f  a i r  

f r o m  a w e s t e r l y  a n d  n o r t h w e s t e r l y  d i r e c t i o n  i n t o  t h e  

- a r e a .  A i r  f r o m  o v e r  t h e  o c e a n  i s  c o o l e r  a n d  s o m e w h a t  

d r i e r  t h a n  t h e  s u r f a c e  o f  t h e  l a n d ,  a n d  b e c o m e s  warmer  

a n d  d r i e r  a s  i t  moves  i n l a n d  r e s u l t i n g  i n  a  d r y  s e a s o n  

a n d  p l e a s a n t  t e m p e r a t u r e s  d u r i n g  t h e  summer .  The d r i e s t  

w e a t h e r  u s u a l l y  o c c u r s  b e t w e e n  t h e  m i d d l e  o f  J u l y  a n d  

t h e  m i d d l e  o f  A u g u s t .  D u r i n g  t h e  l a t e  summer a n d  f a l l ,  

i. l o w  c l n u d s  o r  f o g  f r e q u e n t l y  f o r m  a t  n i g h t  a n d  d i s s a p p e a r  

b e f o r e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  n o o n .  

b The f r o s t  f r e e  p e r i o d  i s  t h e  s a m e  i n  t h e  t w o  a r e a s .  

I t  u s u a l l y  e x t e n d s  f r o m  t h e  f i r s t  o f  May t o  t h e  e n d  o f  

S e p t e m b e r ,  a b o u t  1 5 0  d a y s ,  b u t  t h e r e  i s  e n o u g h  i n c o n s i s -  

t e n c y  by  f i v e  o r  t e n  d a y s  b o t h  i n  M a y - a n d  S e p t e m b e r  t o  

c a u s e  some a g r i c u l t u r a l i s t s  i n  t h e  a r e a  c o n c e r n ,  a n d  u s -  

u a l l y  mid-May t o  l a t e  S e p t e m b e r  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  s a f e  f o r  

p l a n t i n g ,  a  p e r i o d  o f  1 4 0  d a y s .  

a n d  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  W e a t h e r  B u r e a u ,  CZimatoZogicaZ  Data ,  
W a s h i n g t o n ,  A n n u a l  Summary,  1 9 5 2 ,  V o l .  L V I ,  No. 1 3 ,  K a n s a s  
C i t y ,  1 9 5 3 .  



2 3  
f o r m e d  u n d e r  f o r e s t  c o v e r ,  a n d  a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  

f h o B e  f o u n d  i n  r e g i o n s  o f  w e t  c l i m a t e .  T h e s e  s o i l s  a r e  

a c i d i c  a n d  a r e  h i g h  i n  o r g a n i c  m a t t e r .  S o l u b l e  m i n e r a l s  

h a v e  b e e n  r e m o v e d  t h r o u g h  n a t u r a l  l e a c h i n g .  Lime a n d  

p h o s p h a t e s  m u s t  b e  a d d e d  by f a r m e r s  t o  p r o d u c e  good  c r o p  

y i e l d s .  The t e r r a i n ,  w h i c h  r a n g e s  f r o m  f l a t  t o  r o l l i n g ,  

a v e r a g e s  b e t w e e n  1 7 5  a n d  2 0 0  f e e t  i n  e l e v a t i o n ,  a n d  was 

f o r m e d  by t h e  d e p o s i t i o n  o f  g l a c i a l  o u t w a s h  by t h e  

P l e i s t o c e n e  i c e  a n d  s u b s e q u e n t  a l l u v i u m  o f  t h e  F r a s e r  

R i v e r  i n  g l a c i a l  o r  p o s t  g l a c i a l  t i m e s .  The r e s u l t  h a s  

b e e n  a  t h i n ,  r e d d i s h - b r o w n  t o p s o i l  o f  s i l t y  a l l u v i u m  u n d e r -  

l a i n  by  g r a v e l s ,  The s i l t y  s o l u m  o r i g i n a l l y  c o n t a i n e d  

no  g r a v e l ,  b u t  by now t h e  two  l a y e r s  a r e  i n t e r m i x e d ,  t h a n k s  

t o  t h e  r o o t s  o f  f a l l i n g  t r e e s .  T h e r e  i s  a  l o w  c o n t e n t  

o f  n i t r o g e n  a n d  o r g a n i c  m a t t e r ,  a n d  t h e  s u r f a c e  s o i l  i s  

h i g h l y  a c i d i c .  A l t o g e a t h e r  t h e  Lynden G r a v e l y  S i l t  Loam 

t y p e  o f  s o i l  c o v e r s  a b o u t  1 0 , 0 0 0  a c r e s  i n  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  

a n d  S u m a s - B o r d e r  a r e a s ,  w i t h  a  f e w  o c c a s s i o n a l  o u t c r o p s  

n o t  o f  t h i s  t y p e .  The t y p e  i s  s u b j e c t  t o  e x c e s s i v e  

d r a i n a g e ,  o w i n g  t o  t h e  o p e n  a n d  p o r o u s  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  s u b -  

s o i l .  T h i s  e x c e s s i v e  d r a i n a g e  i s  a t t e s t e d  t o  by t h e  a l m o s t  

c o m p l e t e  a b s e n c e  o f  d i t c h e s  i n  t h e  a r e a .  

NATURAL V E G E T A T I O N :  

The  n a t u r a l  v e g e t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  m a r i n e  w e s t  c o a s t ,  

c o o l  summer ,  c l i m a t e  i s  c o a s t a l  c o n i f e r o u s  f o r e s t .  D o u g l a s  

B f i r ,  c e d a r ,  h e m l o c k ,  a n d  some a l d e r  a r e  p r e d o m i n a n t  i n  

I t h e  a r e a .  Wi ld  b e r r i e s  a r e  a b u n d e n t  a n d  s a l a a l ,  r e f l e c t -  
L 

P i n g  t h e  a c i d i t y  i n  t h e  s o i l ,  i s  p r o m i n e n t .  

L i t t l e  o f  t h e  n a t u r a l  v e g e t a t i o n  c a n  b e  s e e n  i n  t h e  

a r e a  t o d a y .  Where t h e r e  i s  a n y  f o r e s t  c o v e r  a t  a l l ,  a  

s e c o n d a r y  g r o w t h  o f  c e d a r ,  p o p l a r ,  a n d  a l d e r  i s  p r e d o m i n a n t  

w i t h  a  l a r g e  v a r i e t y  o f  d e c i d u o u s  g r o w t h  e n c r o a c h i n g .  

P r i o r  t o  1 9 2 4 ,  t h e  e n t i r e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  r e g i o n  was v i r g i n  

f o r e s t .  A f t e r  1 9 2 4 ,  a n d  f o r  a b o u t  5 y e a r s ,  l o g g i n g  was  

e x t e n s i v e l y  p r a c t i c e d  i n  t h e  a r e a .  The  e a r l y  M e n n o n i t e  



24 settlers were "greatly impressed by the large trunks on 

the stumps remaining after logging stopped" in the area. 3 

In the Sumas-Border region, logging began in the 

1870's and persisted until the 1910's. Because of the 

time lag between logging operations in the two areas, 

forest cover today appears entirely different between them. 

Although in both, cedar, alder, and poplar are 

predominant species remaining from the past, the South 

Poplar region appears much more barren in respect to 

forest growth. Close to the border, small stands of forest 

dominate the landscape looking across from South Poplar 

to Sumas-Border area. But even this counts for less than 

15% of the vegetation in the area. 

The natural vegetation has been mainly replaced by 

domesticated plants. These are basically divided into the 

hays and grasses, grains, vegetables, berries, and nuts. 

It can be concluded that the two areas are not only 

of 'similar physical environments,' but are of the same 

physical environment. This is an important consideration 

in the testing of the hypotheses. In addition to showing 

the uniformity of the environment in the two areas, the 

distinctiveness of the settlers must also be shown. The 

next four sections will attempt to do so, beginning with 

the history of the South Poplar Mennonites, the sequent 

occupance of South Poplar, the history of the Sumas-Border 

area non-Mennonites, and lastely the sequent occupance of 

the Sumas-Border area. 

HISTORY OF T H E  SOUTH POPLAR M E N N O N I T E S : ~  

The Mennonites who settled in the South Poplar area - - 

were part of a group which had migrated from West Prussia 

3 ~ o h n  Krahn,"A History of the Mennonites in British 
Columbia," Graduate thesis in the Faculty of Medicine, 
University of British Columbia, 1955 

4~nless otherwise noted, the history of the South 
Poplar Mennonites is from the following sources: C. 
Henry Smith, T h e  Story of the Mennonites, Newton, Kansas: 



to Russia at the end of the eighteenth and nineteenth 

centuries. In Russia, they attempted to continue their 

traditional pattern, and their partial success was due 

to the fact that they lived in near isolation for nearly 

one-hundred years. This section deals with some of the 

distinctive history of this ethnic group during the 

Prussian and Russian settlement and is followed by the 

history of the South Poplar settlement. 

The Mennonites are a Protestant denomination, followers 

of Mennon Simmons (1492-1559) after whose Christian name 

they have been called since 1542. His teachings, by which 

the Mennonites.can still be distinguished, include re- 

jection of infant baptism, swearing under oath, and the 

shedding of human blood, and assert subservience to God 

and not to the state. The rejection of shedding human 

blood has really been the important factor in causing 

the Mennonites to migrate from one country to another, be- 

cause they usually have prefered migration to submitting 

to military service. Followers of Simons were found in 

Switzerland and the Netherlands in the first half of the 

lfith century, and descendents of the latter group eventual- 

ly found their way to South Poplar. 

During the military despotism and religious per- 

secution of the Duke of Alva in the Netherlands (1568- 

1573) many religious refugees left the Low Countries. 

Poland permitted considerable religious freedom at the 

time, and many, sects, including the Mennonites settled on 

the Vistula-Nogat Delta. Here these Frieslanders, ex- 

perienced in construction of drainage works, were a decid- 

ed asset because the delta had to be drained before it 

1957; E.K. Francis, "Mennonite Institutions in Early 
Manitoba-A study on their origins," AgricuZturaZ History, 
Vol. 2 2 ,  1948, pp, 145-155; E.K. Francis, "The Russian 
Mennonites: From Religious to Ethnic Group." T h e  Am- 
erican Journal of SocioZogy, Vol. 44, 1948, pp. 101-107; 
John Krahn, Op. Cit.; D.P. Reimer, T h e  Mennonites i n  
British CoZumbia, Unpublished M.A. Thesis, University of 
British Columbia, 1946; Calvin Redekop, T h e  O l d  CoZony 
Mennonites, Baltimore, 1969: and Frank H. Epp, Mennonite 
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c o u l d  b e  f a r m e d .  B u t  s t i l l  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  w e r e  m o l e s t e d .  

They  p r o s p e r e d ,  a n d  t h e r e i n  l a y  t h e i r  d i f f i c u l t y .  A t  

f e e q u e n t  i n t e r v a l s ,  e x p r o p r i a t i o n s  o f  t h e i r  p r o p e r t i e s  

a n d  r e s t r i c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  b u s i n e s s  a c t i v i t i e s  was  common. 

T h e r e  was n o  r e l i g i o u s  p e r s e c u t i o n  a s  s u c h ,  b u t  t h e  Men- 

n o n i t e s  w e r e  i n s e c u r e ,  a n d  n e v e r  f r e e  o f  e x p l o i t a t i o n .  

C o n d i t i o n s  d e t e r i o r a t e d  f u r t h e r  a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  p a r t i t i o n  

o f  P o l a n d  ( 1 7 7 2 1 ,  when t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  came u n d e r  P r u s s i a n  

r u l e .  A f e w  s w i t c h e d  t o  t h e  L u t h e r a n  b e l i e f  t o  e s c a p e  

P r u s s i a n  r e s t r i c t i o n s ,  b u t  m o s t  b e g a n  t o  t h i n k  o f  f i n d i n g  

a  new home.  A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  a n  i n v i t a t i o n  a r r i v e d  f r o m  Rus-  

s i a  t o  come a n d  s e t t l e  t h e r e  ( 1 7 8 6 ) .  

The  s o u t h e r n  p a r t  o f  R u s s i a  was p o p u l a t e d  by  a  f e w  

n o m a d i c  p e o p l e ,  a n d  t h e  R u s s i a n  l e a d e r s  f e l t  t h e y  c o n t r i -  

b u t e d  n o t h i n g  t o  t h e  R u s s i a n  economy.  They  f e l t  t h e  o n l y  

way t o  e s t a b l i s h  s t a b i l i t y  t o  t h e  l a n d  was t o  s e t t l e  

i t  w i t h  a  p e r m a n e n t  a g r i c u l t u r a l  p o p u l a t i o n .  Not  h a v i n g  

e n o u g h  p e o p l e  o f  h e r  own t o  c o l o n i z e  t h e  a r e a ,  E m p r e s s  

C a t h e r i n e  I 1  d e c i d e d  t o  i s s u e  m a n i f e s t o e s  i n v i t i n g  

f o r e i g n e r s  t o  m i g r a t e  t o  R u s s i a  a n d  d e v e l o p  t h e  l a n d s .  

L i k e  m o s t  o t h e r s ,  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  m i g r a t i o n s  h a v e  a l w a y s  

b e e n  m o t i v a t e d  i n  two  w a y s ;  by  a n  i m p e l l i n g  f o r c e  g e n e r a t e d  

by  l o c a l  c o n d i t i o n s ,  a n d  by a n  a t t r a c t i v e  f o r c e ,  g e n e r a t e d  

by t h e  p r o m i s e s  o f  t h e  r u l e r s  o f  t h e  n e w - l a n d  a n d  by 

e c o n o m i c  p o t e n t i a l i t e s .  The f i r s t  f o r c e  h a s  u s u a l l y  b e e n  

t h e  m o s t  i m p o r t a n t  f o r  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s .  

The  P r u s s i a n  M e n n o n i t e s  s e t t l e d  i n  two  l a r g e  s e t t l e -  

m e n t s  i n  S o u t h  R u s s i a ,  b u t  w e r e  n o t  e n t i r e l y  s a t i s f i e d  

w i t h  t h e  l a n d s  t h e y  had  b e e n  g r a n t e d .  However  t h e  R u s s i a  

g o v e r n m e n t  t u r n e d  a  d e a f  e a r  t o  t h e  c o m p l a i n t s  a n d  t h e y  

h a d  t o  s u r v i v e  a s  b e s t  t h e y  c o u l d  i n  t h e  t o t a l l y  u n f a m i l i a r  

e n v i r o n m e n t .  

The R u s s i a n  g o v e r n m e n t  d i d  n o t  g r a n t  l a n d  t o  i n d i v i d u a l  

M e n n o n i t e s  i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  s e t t l e m e n t s .  I t  r e m a i n e d  t h e  

Ezodus A l t o n a  M a n i t o b a ,  1 9 6 2 .  

I t  5 ~ r a n c i s  , l l ~ e n n o n i t e  I n s t i t u t i o n s .  . . p .  1 4 6 .  
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property of the state, but was used as though it was the 

common property of the inhabitants of each colony or vil- 

lage. Each farmer had only a right to a share of the 

colony or village land, not a definite plot. It is re- 

ported that the first settlements established in Russia 

by the Mennonites were copied from those in Holland and 

Prussia, but marauding bandits soon forced the Mennonites 

into communial arrangements for protection. This system 

ensured the continued existence of the colony, because 

no farmer could disrupt the village by taking land out of 

the colony. At the same time it lead to some distinct 

problems, including the eventual unavailability of land 

for new settlers or children of the original settlers. 

The Mennonites lived in near isolation for nearly 

100 years in Russia. In the 18701s, pressure for Rus- 

sification of the Mennonite schools, and a Russian re- 

quirement for military service from all inhabitants re- 

sulted again in a push-type migration of many Mennonites. 

Delegations were sent throughout the world to seek a new 

home. A new site in Manitoba was found, and many of the 

most conservative Mennonites left. But those who re- 

mained behind were able to reach a compromise with the 

Russian leadership. Non-Combatant military service was 

obtained as a concession, and German language and cultural 

education was taught along with the new Russified education, 

the schools being still controlled by the Mennonites. 

Mennonite institutions and life survived the Russifi- 

cation program for another 40 years. But with the coming 

of the Revolution, the group was once again faced with new 

demands. Churches were closed, German language was outlawed, 

and the land was re-divided. Many of the Mennonites re- 

mained in Russia by turning Communist, adjusted to new 

conditions, or securing concessions from the Bolshevik 

government. But still many more went in search of new homes. 

It was the latter group which so profoundly influenced 

the South Poplar area. 

The Mennonites in Canada embarked on a difficult task 



2 8  of persauding public officals to allow a mass Mennonite 

migration to the country from Russia. After a series of 

setbacks, in 1923 mass migration began. In that year, 

2759 Mennonites came, with another 4000 in 1924, 3772 in 

1925, and 5940 in 1926. 

The problem was relocation of the Mennonites in Canada. 

The first scheme was for the Mennonites to settle in the 

land then being vacated by 'old colonyt Mennonites who 

were in the process of moving to Mexico. The original plan 

was for one-half cash and one-half credit, but as conditions 

turned out, the old colony plan was not as favorable as 

had been anticipated. The price had jumped from $ 20.00 

per acre to $ 32.00 per acre including buildings. Moreover, 

the old colony wanted cash, for it needed money to make 

a start in Mexico. The conditions of purchase put the land 

beyond the reach of the penniless immigrants. 

A second scheme proved more favorable. The Canadian 

Pacific Railroad made land available in ~ost?en at $ 8.00 

to $ 20.00 per acre, with no payment or interest for the 

first four years, and 30 years to pay for the land at 7% 

interest. At the same time, another delegation found home- 

stead lands available for $ 410.00 a quarter section in 

the Meadow lake district of Saskatchewan, and although 

this was 60 to 70 miles from the nearest railway, the 

price was reasonable. As well as the Rostern and Meadow 

Lake schemes, private deals and negotiations took place 

elsewhere in Saskatchewan and Alberta. Eventually these 

and other smaller settlements were taken up by the large 

numbers of Mennonites entering, but in all cases the large 

debts the settlers incurred remained a burden. 

As the new settlements were just beginning to enjoy 

prosperity, the depression began. The falling of cash 

crop prices, the outstanding debts for land and transpor- 

tation, and the lack of work off the farm severly affected 

the Mennonite settlements. A drought in the early 1930's 

increased the hardships in the Prairies. Attempts at 

reducing the debts were partialy successful, but not enough 
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to relieve the burden. Committees were formed to examine 

new locations and new oportunites throughout Canada, as 

most Mennonites were reluctent to leave the country. A 

number of communites were established, one such being the 

South Poplar settlement in British Columbia 

Mennonite immigration dwindled during the 1930's. 

Both hardships in the Old World, and the reluctance on the 

part of Canada to accept new immigrants during the depres- 

sion seem to have been responsible. With the outbreak of 

World War I1 in Europe, Mennonite migration to Canada 

ceased. 

The Mennonites in the Ukraine were severly affected 

by the war. Germany occupied the area early in the struggle 

with Russia. At first, the Mennonites favored the German 

control to Russian domination. The occupation forces 

granted privileges, particulary to German speaking groups 

like the Mennonites. In economics, in education, and in 

religion, a temporary reversal of policies brought new life 

to the settlements, but soon it became evident that the 

aggression of Communism had only been replaced by the op- 

pression of Nazism. The civilian labor force was treated 

in a particularly miserable fashion by the Germans, 

and expropriation of Mennonite crops and livestock left 

little for the people to live on. 

As the Russians began to regain lost groupd in the 

Ukraine, the evacuation of German speaking peoples began. 

Several thousand Mennonites began a trek by wagon to 

Germany, and 1200 were evacuated by rail cars. Of the 

35,000 Mennonites to leave Russia, only 12,000 were later 

registered in the Allied occupation zones of West Germany 

after the war. 

Initially the Soviet Union, with the cooperation of 

the United States, France, and Great Britian began to re- 

patriate former Russian subjects, both the willing and un- 

willing, but after initial cooperation with the Russians, 

the Allied occupation government soon began to be uneasy 
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a b o u t  f o r c i n g  t h e  u n w i l l $ n g  t o  r e t u r n .  A B o a r d  o f  C o l o n -  

i z a t i o n  h a d  b e e n  e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  M e n n o n t t e s  i n  C a n a d a  

i n  a n  a t t e m p t  t o  p e r s u a d e  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  t o  a l l o w  i m -  

m i g r a t i o n  by  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  i n  Germany .  I n  1 9 4 7 ,  a n  

O r d e r  i n  C o u n c i l  a l l o w e d  f o r  a  w h o l e s a l e  m i g r a t i o n  t o  b e g i n .  

A t  f i r s t ,  l a c k  o f  t r a n s p o r t  p r e s e n t e d  a n o t h e r  p r o b l e m ,  b u t  

t h i s  was  q u i c k l y  o v e r c o m e  a n d  i n  1 9 4 7 ,  542  r e f u g e e s  came 

t o  C a n a d a .  I n  1 9 4 8 ,  4227  i m m i g r a n t s  c a m e ,  a n d  i n  1 9 4 9 ,  

1 6 3 5  a r r i v e d .  By 1 9 4 9  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  m i g r a t i o n  t o  v a r i o u s  

p a r t s  o f  t h e  w o r l d  was a l m o s t  c o m p l e t e .  B u t  w h e r e  w e r e  t h e  

i m m i g r a n t s  t o  g o  i n  C a n a d a ?  Many d i s p e r s e d  t h r o u g h  o l d e r  

s e t t l e m e n t s  a n d  many more  s t a r t e d  t h e i r  own new s e t t l e m e n t s .  

Some 1 5 1 5  m i g r a n t s  came t o  B r i t i s h  C o l u m b i a  a n d  many w e r e  

a i d e d  b y  r e l a t i v e s  i n  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  r e g i o n .  T h e r e  i s  

no  way o f  k n o w i n g  e x a c t l y  how many M e n n o n i t e s  d i d  come 

t o  t h e  a r e a ,  b u t  i n  t h e  y e a r s  f r o m  1 9 4 6  t o  1 9 5 1 ,  t h e  Men- 

n o n i t e s  i n  S o u t h  P o p l a r  b e l i e v e  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  g r e w  by  

a  t h i r d .  

T h i s ,  t h e n  m a r k s  t h e  s e c o n d  c h a n g e  i n  m i g r a t i o n  t o  

t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  a r e a ,  t h e  f i r s t  i n  t h e  e a r l y  1 9 3 0 ' s  b e i n g  

a  r e s u l t  o f  d e p r e s s i o n  a n d  d r o u g h t ,  a n d  t h e  s e c o n d  a  r e s u l t  

o f  Wor ld  War 11. The p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r y  a n d  s e q u e n t  o c c u -  

p a n c y  o f  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  r e g i o n  w i l l  b e  e x a m i n e d  i n  m o r e  

d e t a i l  i n  o r d e r  t o  f u r t h e r  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s  

o f  t h e  t w o  s t u d y  g r o u p s .  

SEQUENT OCCUPANCY O F  SOUTH P O P L A R :  

A s  p r e v i o u s l y  n o t e d ,  p r i o r  t o  1 9 2 4 ,  t h e  S o t h  P o p l a r  

a r e a  was d e s i g n a t e d  a s  Crown l a n d .  A f t e r  1 9 2 4 ,  l o g g i n g  

o p e r a t i o n s  moved i n t o  t h e  a r e a  f o r  a  p e r i o d  o f  5  y e a r s ,  

a n d  a l l  t h a t  r e m a i n e d  o f  t h e  g i a n t  f i r  t r e e s  was  a " c r i s s -  

c r o s s  o f  w a s t e  t i m b e r  a n d  s n a g s . " 6  The l a n d  was  t h e n  r e -  



3 1 - c l a i m e d  f o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  p u r p o s e s :  c o n s e q u e n t l y  i t  was 

s u b - d i v i d e d  i n t o  20 a c r e  p l o t s  a n d  s u r v e y e d .  The  g o i n g  

p r i c e  was t o  b e  $ 5 . 0 0  p e r  a c r e ,  m a k i n g  a  t o t a l  o f  $ 1 0 0 . 0 0  

f o r  a n  a v e r a g e  f a r m .  

B e c a u s e  o f  d r o u g h t  a n d  o t h e r  d i s a s t r o u s  p r o b l e m s  of  

t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  i n  A l b e r t a ,  S a s k a t a w a n ,  a n d  M a n i t o b a ,  many 

h a d  b e g u n  l o o k i n g  f o r  f u t u r e  s e t t l e m e n t  i n  B r i t i s h  C o l u m b i a .  

B u t  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e s e  p r o b l e m s  n o  r e a l  a t t m e p t  t o  e s t a b l i s h  

t r a d i t i o n a l  M e n n o n i t e  s e t t l e m e n t  was e m b a r k e d  on  i n  many 

a r e a s ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  a r e a .  N e i t h e r  was a 

d e l e g a t i o n  o f  b u y e r s  s e n t  o u t ,  n o r  was t h e  l a n d  b o u g h t  

a s  a  s i n g l e  b l o c k .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  u s u s a l  M e n n o n i t e  d e -  

mands  f o r  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e i r  own s c h o o l s ,  l a n q u a g e  r i g h t s ,  

c o n t r o l  o v e r  t h e i r  own s e t t l e m e n t ,  a n d  c o n s c i e n t i o u s  o b -  

j e c t o r  s t a t u s  w e r e  a b s e n t .  

An a u c t i o n  s a l e  f o r  t h e  l a n d  i n  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  a r e a  

was a r r a n g e d  a n d  b i d d i n g  was o p e n e d  a t  $ 1 0 . 0 0  p e r  a c r e  

i n s t e a d  o f  t h e  e x p e c t e d  $ 5 . 0 0 .  T h i s  r e s u l t e d  i n  two d i s -  

t i n c t  s i t u a t i o n s ,  w h i c h  l a t e r  w e r e  t o  h a v e  p r o f o u n d  e f f e c t s  

on  t h e  l a n d .  I n  c e r t a i n  c a s e s  t w o  f a m i l i e s  w e n t  t o g e a t h e r  

t o  buy  20 a c r e  p l o t s ,  t h i s  r e s u l t i n g  i n  a  l a r g e  number  o f  

1 0  a c r e  f a r m s  s t i l l  s e e n  i n  t h e  a r e a .  I n  t h e  s e c o n d  s i g -  

n i f i c a n t  s i t u a t i o n ,  l a n d  s a l e s  w e r e  s l o w  a n d  s p e c u l a t o r s  

t o o k  o v e r  t h e  r e m a i n i n g  l a n d .  T h e s e  t h e n  p r o d u c e d  o r  p r e -  

v n e t e d  t h e  d e v e l o p e m e n t  o f  t h e  a r e a  i n t o  a  M e n n o n i t e  c o l o n y ,  

b u t  a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  i t  e n s u r e d  t h e  f u t u r e  o f  a  M e n n o n i t e  

c o m m u n i t y ,  a s  w i l l  b e  shown .  I t  was d e p r e s s i o n  t i m e  i n  

C a n a d a ,  a n d  n o t  o n l y  was money h a r d  t o  come by  f o r  b u y i n g  

l a n d ,  b u t  l a n d  s p e c u l a t o r s  s o o n  f o u n d  t h e i r  money t i e d  u p  

i n  l a n d .  S l o w l y  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  m i g r a n t s  w e r e  a b l e  t o  w r e s t  

new p a r c e l s  o f  l a n d  f r o m  t h e  s p e c u l a r o r s  who w e r e  w i l l i n g  

t o  s u b d i v i d e  i n t o  1 0  a c r e  p l o t s ,  a n d  more  i m p o r t a n t  w e r e  

w i l l i n g  t o  c a r r y  a  l o a n .  T h i s  r e s u l t e d  t h e n  i n  a  M e n n o n i t e  

a r e a ,  s i n c e  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  w e r e  w i l l i n g  t o  buy  l a n d  i n  

s m a l l e r  p a r c e l s ,  a n d  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  d i f f e r i n g  t i m e s  o f  

p u r c h a s e  a n d  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  m i g r a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  

a r e a ,  t h e  c o l o n y  i d e a  was n e v e r  t o  become a  r e a l i t y .  
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During the first years, the settlers were entirely 

dependent upon causal employment for a livelihood. With 

the existing economic depression, many resorted to relief 

work with the municipality. Roads were cut through the 

rough country and graded. The wage was 2 5 t  per hour, al- 

lowing the settlers to begin to pay back the land and 

transportation loans. At this time conditions in the 

Prairies were not imporving, and relatives and friends 

of the first settlers were migrating in increasing numbers 

some to the South Poplar area. 

Soon the community started to resemble the linear pat- 

tern of earlier Mennonite settlements in Holland and Prussia. 

Houses were situated along the roads, with the plots lead- 

ing back into the pasture and farm area, and with the few 

trees remaining, and newly planted trees, at the rear of 

the plot. This pattern is clearly visible today. 

In the spare time, stumps were rooted to make the land 

fit for cultivation. Unit1 1940, small tools like axes 

and crowbars were the only equipment available. But a 

pattern of working off the land for a living, and working 

on the land to supplement that living had become fairly en- 

trenched, Although this had now become a clear break in 

Mennonite history, the land-use, techniques in agriculture, 

farm organization, and social life did remain Mennonite 

with slight adaptations to local conditions. 

In the very beginning a chrrch was organized, the 

basic component of all Mennonite settlements. The Sunday 

$chool work was immediately organized, and books for choir 

needs and language instruction were ordered from the be- 

ginning. In Vancouver, a city mission was organized for 

the girls who hent from the country to find work there, 

mainly as domestics. In 1936, a bible school was organized, 

and the continuation of a Mennonite community was thus 

assured. 

With large families to support, money owing on the 

land, and the passenger fee with the Canadian Pacific Rail- 

road still unpaid, the settlers during this time were in 



w e r e  i n  g r e a t  e c o n o m i c  d i s t r e s s .  T h e r e  was  now n o  emg?oy- 

men t  i n  t h e  i m m e d i a t e  v i c i n i t y ,  a n d  many w e r e  f o r c e d  t o  

t r a v e l  t o  Sumas f o r  f a r m  w o r k ,  o r  l o g g i n g  o p e r a t i o n s  i n  

t h e  v a l l e y ,  o r  r o a d  work w i t h  t h e  m u n i c i p a l i t y .  

A l r e a d y  b e f o r e  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  t h e  War ,  t w o  

p r i v a t e  h i g h  s c h o o l s  h a d  b e e n  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  a s  w e l l  as  

S a t u r d a y  l a n g u a g e  s c h o o l s  a n d  r e l i g i o u s  i n s t r u c t i o n .  The 

c h i l d r e n  r e a d i l y  a t t e n d e d  t h e  l o c a l  e l e m e n t a r y  s c h o o l s  

i n  t h e  a r e a .  The l e g a c y  o f  l e g i s l a t i o n  t o  t h i s  e x t e n t  i n  

t h e  P r a i r i e s  h a d  p r o d u c e d  a  f a v o r a b l e  e n o u g h  c o m p r o m i s e ,  

w i t h  t h e  c h i l d r e n  a t t e n d i n g  m u n i c i p a l  s c h o o l s  d u r i n g  t h e  

week a n d  c h u r c h  s c h o o l s  on  t h e  w e e k e n d .  

T h r o u g h o u t  t h e  f o r t i e s ,  c o n d i t i o n s  c o n t i n u e d  t o  i m p r o v e  

e c o n o m i c a l l y  f o r  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s ,  b u t  by  now f a r m  s u b s i s t e n c e  

a s  a  way o f  l i f e  was a  t h i n g  f o  t h e  p a s t .  The f a r m s  t e n d e d  

t o  r e m a i n  a t  t h e i r  1 0  a c r e  s i z e ,  a n d  r e l i a n c e  on  a g r i c u l -  

t u r e  o n l y  t o  s u p p l e m e n t  o u t s i d e  i n c o m e  was t h e  no rm.  The  

l i n e a r  p a t t e r n  o f  h o u s e  a n d  b a r n s  p r e v a i l e d  a n d  t h e  d i -  

v i s i o n  o f  t h e  l o t s  i n t o  p a s t u r e  a n d  a g r i c u t u r e  l a n d  a n d  

w o o d l a n d s  c o n t i n u e d .  The  c h u r c h  a s  t h e  c e n t r a l  f o r c e  i n  

t h e  c o m m u n i t y ,  a s  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  was e v i d e n t ,  b u t  by now t h e  

f a m i l y ' s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t e s  f o r  c o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  t h e  c u l t u r e  

h a d  g r o w n .  

P e r h a p s  t h e  m o s t  s i g n i f i c a n t  f e a t u r e  o f  communi ty  

s p i r i t  was t h e  a i d  g i v e n  t o  n e i g h b o r s .  I f  a  b a r n  o r  

h o u s e  was  t o  b e  e r e c t e d ,  t h e  w h o l e  c o m m u n i t y  was  e x p e c t e d  

a n d  d i d ,  c o o p e r a t e .  

I n  t h e  l a t e  f o r t i e s ,  t h e  m i g r a t i o n  f r o m  E u r o p e  t o  C a n a d a  

was a t  i t s  p e a k .  Many new M e n n o n i t e  f a m i l i e s  moved i n t o  

t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  r e g i o n .  C h u r c h  m e m b e r s h i p  jumped a t  t h i s  

t i m e .  The n e w e r  f a m i l i e s  w e r e  g r e a t l y  a i d e d  by  t h e  e x i s t i n g  

c o m m u n i t y .  Not o n l y  i n  f o o d  a n d  c l o t h i n g  n e e d s ,  b u t  t h r o u g h  

l o a n s  a n d  g i f t s  o f  money f o r  f a r m s  was  r e c i e v e d .  B e c a u s e  

o f  t h e  u n s t a b l e  M e n n o n i t e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  t h e  R u s s i a n  U k r a i n e  

p r i o r  t o  m i g r a t i o n s ,  many o f  t h e s e  M e n n o n i t e s  h a d  l o s t  t h e  

' o l d  c o l o n y '  i d e a l s ,  a n d  t h e y  s e e m e d  t o  f i t  w e l l  i n t o  t h e  

new c o m m u n i t y .  
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T h e  communi ty  g r e w  a n d  p r o s p e r e d  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  

f i f t i e s .  C h a n g e s  i n  M e n n o n i t e  l i f e  w e r e  v e r y  s l i g h t .  

B a s i c a l l y  t h e  same i d e a l s ,  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  a n d  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  

c o n t i n u e d  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  r e g i o n ,  a n d  t h e s e  

a r e  r e p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h e  l a n d s c a p e ,  a s  d i s c u s s e d  i n  C h a p t e r  

t h r e e .  

HISTORY O F  THE SUMAS-BORDER NON-MENNONITES: 

T h e r e  a r e  f o u r  m a j o r  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  

t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  a r e a .  T h e s e  w i l l  b e  e x a m i n e d  i n  d e t a i l  

l a t e r  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n ,  b u t  t h e y  g e n e r a l l y  a r e  r e p r e s e n t e d  

by two  t y p e s  o f  f a r m e r s ,  t h e  f a r m e r  05 t h e  w o o d l a n d s  f r i n g e  

o f  t h e  c o r n  b e l t ,  a n d  t h e  c o r n  b e l t  f a r m e r .  

N e a r  t h e  e n d  o f  t h e  1 8 t h  c e n t u r y ,  A m e r i c a n  p i o n e e r s  

b e g a n  s e t t l i n ~  t h e  f o r e s t e d  r i v e r  c o u r s e s  w e s t  o f  t h e  

A p p l a c h i a n  M o u n t a i n s .  The  f o r e s t e d  e n v i r o n m e n t  was  w e l l  

s u i t e d  t o  t h e  economy o f  t h e s e  s e t t l e r s  s i n c e  t h e y  d e r i v e d  

t h e  g r e a t e r  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  s u s t e n a n c e  f r o m  h u n t i n g ,  f i s h i n g ,  

a n d  g a t h e r i n g .  The  e a r l y  p i o n e e r s  o f t e n  e n g a g e d  i n  a  smal l  

a m o u n t  o f  a g r i c u l t u r e ,  c o p y i n g  I n d i a n  m e t h o d s  a n d  c u l t i v a t i n g  

I n d i a n  c r o p s .  8 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l y ,  a  more  f a r m i n g  m i n d e d  g r o u p  o f  

s e t t l e r s  f o l l o w e d .  T h i s  g r o u p  was  p r i m a r l y  n a t i v e  s t o c k  

A m e r i c a n  w h i t e s .  A t  f i r s t  t h e  n e w c o m e r ' s  e c o n o m i c s  d i f -  

f e r e d  l i t t l e  f r o m  t h o s e  o f  t h e  e a r l i e r  p i o n e e r s ,  b u t  s u b -  

s i s t e n c e  a g r i c u l t u r e  came t o  p l a y  a n  i n c r e a s e d  r o l e .  The  

s e t t l e r s  c l u n g  t o  t h e  wooded l a n d ,  w h i c h  r e q u i r e d  many y e a r s  

o f  t o i l  t o  c l e a r .  B e g i n n i n g  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  p a r t  o f  O h i o ,  

t h e  t r e e l e s s  p r a i r i e  was o f t e n  a v a i l a b l e ,  b u t  s u c h  a r e a s  

w e r e  e i t h e r  a v o i d e d  o r  o n l y  t h e i r  m a r g i n s  w e r e  c u l t i v a t e d .  

* u n l e s s  o t h e r w i s e  n o t e d ,  t h e  b a c k g r o u n d  h i s t o r y  o f  
t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  a r e a  i s  f r o m  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s o u r c e s :  J . E .  
S p e n c e  a n d  R . J .  H o r v a t h ,  "How Does  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  R e g i o n  
O r i g n i a t e ? "  Annals  o f  t h e  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  American Geographers ,  
V o l .  5 3 ,  1 9 6 3 ,  p p .  7 4 - 9 2 ;  R o b e r t  Brown ,  "The  U p s a l a  Min- 
n e s o t a  Communi ty ;  A C a s e  S t u d y  on  R u r a l  D y n a m i c s ,  Annals ,  
V o l .  5 7 ,  1 9 6 7 ,  p p .  2 6 7 - 3 0 0 ;  L e s l i e  Howes,  "Some F e a t u r e s  



3 5  
The evolution of a commercial economy proceeded vepp :;,, 

slowly at first. A small surplus of corn or wheat might 

be produced which could be sold to settlers passing through 

or to new settlers in the area. Corn very early assumed 

a dominant position among the commercial crops grown in 

the forested landscape. One reason for the popularity of 

corn was that many of the settlers came from an area which 

had a well established corn cropping tradition. The extension 

of the railroads to the Midwest during the 1850's had a 

significant influence on the extension of the corn belt 

economy. Many of the earlier settlers remained in the 

wooded area and made a good living from hogs and corn. 

Many others migrated into the open grasslands which were 

being opened up by the railroads. Still others felt the 

intrusion of the new migrants distasteful, and moved into 

new territories, away from the railroads and from the 

crowded conditions of the then rural Midwest. The latter 

group was the one which eventually came to Western Washing- 

ton, Oregon, and California, as well as other new territories. 

By the 1870's logging and subsistence farming were 

quite common throughout Whatcom County Washington. Most 

of the settlers in the area came from the closing frontiers 

of the wooded fringes of the corn-belt. Farming practices 

reverted back to subsistence, with a few cash crops pro- 

duced for the logging camps. This, then marks the opening 

of the Sumas-Border area migrations. 

The second wave of migrants to reach the Sumas-Border 

region were not to come until the 1930's depression. These 

were basically corn-belt farmers from the grasslands, and 

the history of the corn belt therefore requires discussion. 

As a result of the development of successful prairie 

cultivation techniques, including the steel plow, the late 

1860's and 1870's saw rapid population growth in the Mid- 

of Early Woodland and Prairie Settlement in a Central Iowa 
Community, Annals, Vol. 40, 1950, pp. 40-57; Louis Schnidt, 
"The Agricultural Revolution in the Prairies and the Great 
Plains of the United States," Agricultural History, Vol. 8, 
pp. 169-195. 
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w e s t  c o r n - b e l t .  The c o r n  c r o p  was  l i m i t e d  b y  t h e  a c r e a g e  the 

f a r m e r  c o u l d  c u l t i v a t e ;  c o n s e q u e n t l y ,  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  t h e  

h o r s e - d r a w n  c u l t i v a t o r  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  r a p i d  e x p a n s i o n  o f  t h e  

a r e a  i n  c o r n  p r o d u c t i o n .  W e l l - d r i l l i n g  e q u i p m e n t  a n d  t h e  

w i n d m i l l  p r o v i d e d  a  m e a n s  o f  s e c u r i n g  w a t e r  a n d  r e m o v i n g  t h e  

n e c e s s i t y  o f  l i v i n g  n e a r  a  s t r e a m ;  b a r b e d  w i r e  s o l v e d  t h e  

f e n c i n g  p r o b l e m .  A s u b s i s t e n c e  f a r m i n g  economy d i d  n o t  f a r e  

w e l l  on  t h e  p r a i r i e ,  b u t  c o m m e r c i a l  f a r m i n g  d i d ,  a n d  t h e  

s e t t l e m e n t  o f  t h e  p r a i r i e  was  made p o s s i b l e  o n l y  by  t h e  

t e c h n o l o g i c a l  a d v a n c e s  t h a t  came i n  t h i s  a r e a .  

The  m a j o r  f o r c e  p u l l i n g  t h e  i m m i g r a n t s  i n t o  t h e  a r e a  was 

t h e  c h e a p n e s s  o f  l a n d  a n d  t h e  r a i l r o a d s .  The U n i t e d  S t a t e s  

G o v e r n m e n t  o p e n e d  up  some 2 7 4 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0  a c r e s  o f  l a n d  f o r  

h o m e s t e a d i n g  i n  t h e  p r a i r i e s  f r o m  1 8 6 2  t o  1 9 3 0 .  

G r a i n s  r a t h e r  t h a n  l i v e s t o c k  w e r e  a f f e c t e d  by  t h e  r a i l -  

r o a d ,  a n d  a n  i n c r e a s i n g  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  c o r n  was  s o l d  a s  a  

c a s h  c r o p .  The  r a i l r o a d  c o m p a n i e s  who s o l d  t h e i r  l a n d s  t o  

t h e  s e t t l e r s  w e r e  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  f a r m  p r o d u c t i o n .  A s  a  

r e s u l t ,  t h e  r a i l r o a d  c o m p a n i e s  e n g a g e d  i n  c r o p  e x p e r i m e n t a -  

t i o n ,  p r o m o t e d  a g r i c u l t u r a l  f a i r s ,  a n d  made o t h e r  e f f o r t s  t o  

p r o m o t e  p r o s p e r i t y .  

C o r n  was  t h e  l e a d i n g  c r o p  o f  t h e  p r a i r i e  a l m o s t  f r o m  

t h e  b e g i n n i n g .  E a r l y  t r i a l  a n d  e r r o r  f o u n d  t h a t  o t h e r  c r o p s  

w e r e  n o t  w e l l  s u i t e d  t o  p r a i r i e  c o n d i t i o n s  a n d  t h a t  c o r n  

was t h e  b e s t  f i r s t  c r o p  t o  p l a n t  o n  t h e  r i c h  p r a i r i e  s o i l s .  

L i v e s t o c k  p r o d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  a r e a  b e g a n  t o  s h i f t .  The 

e a r l y  c o r n - b e l t  f a r m e r s  f r o m  t h e  w o o d l a n d s  b r o u g h t  t h e  h o g  

c u l t u r e  w i t h  t h e m  t o  t h e  p r a i r i e s ,  a n d  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t  d e -  

v e l o p e d  i n t o  a  f u l l  c o m m e r i c a l  O p e r a t i o n .  B e e f  c a t t l e ,  

n e e d i n g  o p e n  r a n g e s ,  w e r e  f o r c e d  t o  f i n d  new h o m e s .  The 

e x p a n s i o n  o f  t h e  r a i l r o a d s  h e l p e d  t o  p r o m o t e  m o r e  a g -  

r i c u l t u r a l l y  m a r g i n a l  a r e a s  i n t o  a r e a s  o f  b o o m i n g  b e e f  c a t -  

t l e  i n d u s t r i e s .  And l a s t l y ,  t h e  d a i r y  c a t t l e ,  e  q e c i a l l y  i n  

a r e a s  w h i c h  h a d  a  l i t t l e  e x t r a  l a n d  i n  p e r m a n e n t  p a s t u r e ,  

b e g a n  t o  t a k e  h o l d  i n  t h e  a r e a .  



37 The corn-belt suffered through the last decade of the 

lgth and first decade of the 20th centuryes. But with the 

comming of the First World War, large industries in the east 

attracted many settlers. This affected the corn-belt in 

two ways. The first was a rapid depopulation of the region, 

the second was an upsurge of commerical activity spurred by 

the need for agricultural supplies in the industrial regions. 

This gave a great impetus to growth in the corn-belt area. 

But all was not well and after the war prices began to drop 

again. By 1929, the corn-belt was suffering a small ec- 

onomic depression, and with the crash of the stock market 

in the year, disaster affected the area. 

Many farmers were unable to meet debts that had mounted 

up during the preceeding years. Foreclosures were often swift 

and harsh, leaving many without homes or means of liveli- 

hood. During the depression years drought settled in the 

area, and even the few who remained were unable to provide 

for their families. Government grants and loans were not 

enough to same many from bankruptcy. The depression and 

drought caused mass migration out to the rural corn-belt 

into many urban centers, and into many other rural areas 

less affected by the prairie conditions. One trend of 

this migrantion was into Northwest Washington, including 

the Sumas-Border area. 

In the late years of the depression, war again spurred 

the economy, and the corn-belt once again became a viable ec- 

onomic region. By the close fo the war agri-business 

was encroaching into the corn-belt and many small farmers 

found it more profitable to sell and move elsewhere, in- 

cluding the Sumas-Border area. 

These are the two major settlement groups in the Sumas- 

Border area. The closing of the frontier caused a migration 

throughout the entire northwest, amny of whom settled in the 

Sumas-Border area. The depression and the post war boom, for 

two entirely different reasons caused many more settlers 

from the corn-belt to find new homes, and many of them came 

to the Sumas-Border area. But the particular history and 

sequent occupancy of the area needs to be examined in more 
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ditail in order to compare it with the South Poplar reg&n 

and thus to establish the distinctiveness of the two stud 
2 

groups. 

SEQUENT OCCUPAIiCY OF THE SUMAS-BORDER AREA:  

The Sumas-Border area underwent four stages of develop- 

ment. From the original occupation of logging until 1910 

represents the first. The second by the period of time from 

1910 to the depression. The latter war years and post- 

war boom represents the third stage, and recent migrations, 

not previously discussed, is stage 4. These four stages 

represent the three sub-groups withing the area. Group one 

is the original settlers and their families. Group two, 

the depression settlers. And the third Group is represent- 

ed by the prosperous post-war and the recent migrants. 

In contrast to the South Poplar area, the Sumas-Border 

area has been opened for settlement from the early 1870's. 

At this time, some logging operations were scattered 

throughout the Whatcom County area, including the Sumas- 

Border region. In the 18901s, the Great Northern and North- 

ern Pacific Railroads were extended through the county from 

Seattle to Vancouver. Increased marketing potentials bought 

about by the railroad increased the intensity of logging 

in the entire area, including the American portion of the 

study area. Although the area's primary attraction was its 

forest products, many people came with the sole purpose of 

acquiring farmlands. mMost of the people combined forest 

industry work with part-time f a r m i n g . ~ ~  

By 1910, the first period of white occupancy in the area 

came to a close. Logging operations, working in a self- 

liquidating system, had cleared all available timber from 

the Sumas-Border area. Great tracts of cleared open land 

were left behind at cheap prices for farming. The farmers 

already in the area had a choice between following the 

logging operations, and thus moving, or switching to full- 



t i m e  f a r m i n g .  A l r e a d y  by 1 9 1 0 ,  3 5 %  o r  t h e  p r e s e n t - d a $ g  

f a r m s  i n  t h e  a r e a  h a d  b e e n  e s t a b l i s h e d .  A p p r o x i m a t e l y  8% of 

t h e  f a r m i n g  f a m i l i e s  t h e n  r e m a i n  p r e s e n t  t o d a y ,  a l b e i t  now 

r e p r e s e n t e d  by  y o u n g e r  members  o f  t h e  f a m i l y .  T h u s  t w o  

p e r i o d s  o f  s e q u e n t  o c c u p a n c y  a c t u a l l y  h a d  o v e r l a p p e d ,  log- 

g i n g  o p e r a t i o n s  a n d  m i x e d  f a r m i n g ,  a n d  f u l l  t i m e  f a r m i n g ,  

w i t h  t h e  l a t t e r  f i n a l l y  d o m i n a t i n g .  

The  b a s i c  r o a d  p a t t e r n s  s e e n  t o d a y  h a d  b e e n  e s t a b -  

l i s h e d  by  1 9 1 0 ,  a n d  t h e  town  o f  Sumas h a d  b e e n  d e v e l o p e d  

a n d  s e r v e d  as  a  m a j o r  c o m m e r c i a l  c e n t e r  f o r  t h e  a r e a .  

S e t t l e m e n t  i n  t h e  a r e a  f r o m  1 9 1 0  t o  t h e  d e p r e s s i o n  

was v i r t u a l l y  a t  a  s t a n d s t i l l .  By 1 9 3 0 ,  o n l y  5 %  more  o f  

t h e  t o t a l  f a r m s  p r e s e n t  t o d a y  h a d  b e e n  e s t a b l i s h e d .  Most 

o f  t h e s e  w e r e  t a k e n  u p  by r t e l a t i v e s  o f  t h o e a  a l r e a d y  i n  

t h e  a r e a .  A l t h o u g h  l a r g e - s c a l e  i m m i g r a t i o n  o f  German,  

D u t c h ,  a n d  S c a n d a n a v i a n  s e t t l e r s  was  u n d e r w a y  i n  n e a r b y  a r e a s ,  

t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  a r e a  r e m a i n e d  u n s e t t l e d  by f o r e i g n  i m -  

m i g r a n t s .  P e r h a p s  t h e  s i n g l e  r e a s o n  f o r  t h i s  p a t t e r n  was  t h e  

d e s i r a b l i t i y  o f  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  l a n d .  T h i s  was b e c a u s e  

n e a r n e s s  t o  t h e  town  o f  Sumas h a d  c r e a t e d  h i g h e r  l a n d  

p r i c e s .  The  e t h n i c  a n d  r e l i g i o u s  make-up  t h e n  o f  t h e  

e a r l i e s t  s e t t l e r s  t o  t h i s  a r e a  by  1 9 3 0  was  w h i t e ,  P r o t e s t a n t ,  

a n d  A m e r i c a n ,  m o s t l y  f o r m  t h e  c l o s e d  f r o n t i e r  o f  t h e  Midwes t  

a n d  G r e a t  P l a i n s .  They  b r o u g h t  w i t h  t h e m  many o f  t h e  a t -  

t i t u d e s  a n d  p r a c t i c e s  o f  t h e  a r e a ,  a n d  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  

a r e a s  " l o o k e d  l i k e  s o u t h e r n  M i s s o u r i ,  o n l y  i n  a  d i f f e r e n t  

e n v i r o n m e n t .  "' P e r h a p s  t h e  m o s t  n o t i c a b l e  f e a t u r e  o f  t h i s  

t r a n s p l a n t  was t h e  d i s p e r s e d  s e t t l e m e n t  p a t t e r n .  

The  s e c o n d  wave o f  m i g r a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  a r e a  was d u r i n g  

t h e  d e p r e s s i o n .  D r o u g h t  a n d  o t h e r  ' t o u g h '  t i m e s  c a u s e d  a 

w h o l e s a l e  m i g r a t i o n  o u t  o f  t h e  P l a i n s  a n d  i n t o  t h e  e n t i r e  

N o r t h w e s t .  By t h i s  t i m e ,  Sumas h a d  d e c l i n e d  r a p i d l y  a s  a n  

i m p o r t a n t  c o m m e r c i a l  a n d  t r a d e  c e n t e r ,  a n d  L y n d e n ,  i r o n i c a l -  

l y  e n o u g h  t h e  a r e a  w h e r e  t h e  ' f o r e i g n '  m i g r a n t s  h a d  b o u g h t  

c h e a p e r  l a n d ,  h a d  g rown  t o  b e  t h e  m a j o r  c e n t e r  i n  N o r t h w e s t  

* ~ o t t i e  R o t h ,  H i s t o r y  of Whatcorn County ,  C h i c a g o :  
1 9 2 6 .  



40 Whatcom C o u n t y .  T h i s  m e a n t  t h a t  l a n d  was  c o m p a r i t i v e l y  

c h e a p e r  i n  t h e  Sumas-  B o r d e r  a r e a ,  a n d  many i m m i g r a n t s  

f l o c k e d  t o  t h e  a r e a .  A lmos t  4 0 %  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  f a r m s  

i n  t h e  a r e a  w e r e  e s t a b l i s h e d  d u r i n g  t h e  d e p r e s s i o n ,  many 

o f  t h e m  s t i l l  owned by  t h e  same s e t t l e r s .  

The  s e c o n d  m i g r a t i o n  b a r e l y  a f f e c t e d  t h e  c u l t u r a l  l a n d -  

s c a p e .  The  d i s p e r s e d  s e t t l e m e n t  p a t t e r n  was i n  

t u n e  w i t h  t h e  new m i g r a n t s '  i d e a l s  a n d  t h e y  o n l y  s e r v e d  t o  

s t r e n g t h e n  t h a t  p a t t e r n .  A s  w i t h  t h e  f i r s t  g r o u p ,  t h e s e  

s e t t l e r s  w e r e  w h i t e ,  P r o t e s t a n t s ,  a n d  A m e r i c a n s .  

D u r i n g  t h e  l a t e r  p e r i o d s  o f  t h e  w a r ,  a n d  d u r i n g  t h e  

p o s t w a r  boom, a n o t h e r  m i g r a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  r e g i o n  t o o k  p l a c e .  

T h i s  a g a i n  was  p r e d o m i n e n t l y  p e o p l e  f r o m  t h e  G r e a t  P l a i n s ,  

b u t  t h e s e  w e r e  p e o p l e  who w e r e  b o u g h t  o u t  by t h e  l a r g e  

c o r p o r a t e  f a r m s .  U n l i k e  t h e  d e p r e s s i o n  m i g r a t i o n ,  t h e s e  

m i g r a n t s  came w i t h  a n  a b u n d a n t  s u p p l y  o f  money ,  a n d  b o u g h t  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 5 %  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  f a r m s  i n  t h e  a r e a ,  e s t a b -  

l i s h i n g  a n o t h e r  1 5 %  o f  t h e i r  own. A g a i n ,  t h e  r u r a l  d i s p e r s e d  

p a t t e r n  was  f a v o r e d  a n d  c o n t i n u e d .  The  w h o l e  a r e a  by now 

was d i v i d e d  i n t o  1 6 0  a c r e  f a r m s t e a d s .  T h i s  p a t t e r n  d e -  

v e l o p e d  w i t h  t h e  l o g g i n g  c o m p a n i e s  s e l l i n g  l a n d  o n l y  i n  

q u a r t e r  s e c t i o n  s i z e s .  Land l a t e r  s o l d  by t h e  s t a t e  o r  

c o u n t y  was d i v i d e d  i n t o  q u a r t e r  s e c t i o n s  a s  w e l l ,  a n d  t h i s  

p a t t e r n  i s  e v i d e n t  t o d a y .  

The  l a s t  p e r i o d  o f  m i g r a t i o n  s t a r t e d  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  

- 1 0  y e a r s  a g o . i n  1 9 6 0 .  T h i s  m i g r a t i o n  t o o k  o n  some p e c u l i a r  

t e n d e n c i e s .  A l l  t h e  m i g r a n t s  i n t o  t h e  a r e a  w e r e  p e o p l e  who 

h a d  b e e n  o r  w e r e  a t  t h a t  t i m e  f a r m e r s  w i t h i n  t h e  g r e a t e r  

N o r t h w e s t  W a s h i n g t o n  a r e a .  Many came f r o m  a  s h o r t  s t a y  w i t h  

t h e  a i r p l a n e  i n d u s t r y  i n  t h e  a r e a .  A few o f  t h e  m i g r a n t s  

' ~ r o m  f i e l d  i n t e r v i e w .  

1 • ‹ ~ o s t  f a r m s  i n  t h e  a r e a  a r e  a  f ew  a c r e s  l e s s  t h a n  1 6 0  
b e c a u s e  o f  e x p r o p r i a t i o n s  o f  l a n d  f o r  r o a d s  by  e i t h e r  t h e  
c o u n t y  o r  s t a t e .  



had previously lived in the Sumas-Border area, and ha$' 

then moved, and were now moving back. These people were 

all white, Protestant, and local, as well as being 

Americans and from farming families. 

C O N C L U S I O N S :  

The two major conditions for the first hypothesis are 

thus verified. Two areas of similar physical environments, 

or in this case a uniform physical environment is described. 

The groups of people occupying the areas have been shown to 

be of distinctive backgrounds, and are twu distinct 

groups. What remains is whether or not the cultural 

landscape forms are different, and if differing social 

characteristics have caused these landscape forms to be 

unlike. Both are examined in the nest chapter. 



CHAPTER 3 

INTRODUCTION 

In the study of psychology, it is postulated that an 

understanding of an individual's behaviour pattern requires 

an awareness of his experiences. This includes a knowledge 

of early social and physical environment in which the devel- 

oping person evolved fears and satisfactions. If this 

process is successful, the individual acquires a feeling of 

belonging and an affirmation to life which constitutes 

maturity. Is there not an analogy to this in the study 

of culture and society? Biology reminds us that 'ontogeny 

recapitulates phylogeny." Is it then incorrect to expect 

a social revolution to be as traumatic to a group as a 

broken home is to an individual? 

The Mennonites have encountered several wars, lived 

through a complete revolution and lived in isolation for 

over one hundred years prior to coming to Canada. Need 

it surprise us when we discover that these past experiences 

have left indelible impressions? 

The non-Mennonite groups in the Sumas-Border area 

have gone through several 'revolutions' of their own. 

From the closing of the frontier to the depression to 

the post-war boom, certain sociological imprints have left 

their mark on the cultural landscape. 

The preceeding chapters have established that the two 

groups are involved in agriculture in similar physical en- 

vironments and that they have differing backgrounds. This 

chapter will test the two hypotheses; that there are dif- 

ferences in the cultural landscape forms, and that these 

are a result of differing social values and beliefs held 

by the two groups. 

It is., unfortunately, impossible to take into consider- 



ation-all elements of the two cultural-complexes. This is 

a task which would not only involve years of study but which 

would also tax the patience of the subjects. The selection 

of sereral representative values from the two groups would 

allow for a more detailed and complete survey of the 

question. Therefore, representative values for the two 

groups had to be obtained, but these values also had to 

be of a nature that they could be comparable between the 

groups. 

From the interviews and the literature of the two 

groups, three broad categories of values for organizational 

purposes have been found to be representative and comparable 

between the two groups. These are individualism, egal- 

itarianism, and particularism. Bennett argues that these 

three types of value systems are associated with a 

particular type of social system, the agrarian society."l 

He suggests that they are instrumental in lnndscape form- 
2 

ation in North American agrarian society and represent 

values present in the Sumas-Border area. From a historical 

survey of the Mennonites, these same three categories of 

values assume paramount positions in their social values, 

and are reflected in the cultural landscape forms. smith3 

and Francis4 suggest this to be true in studies on Mennonite 

culture in Prussia, Russia, and Canada. 

l ~ o h n  W. Bennett, Microcosm-Macrocosm Relationships 
in North American Agarian Society," A m e r i c u n  A n t h r o p o Z o g i s t ,  
Vol. 6 9 ,  1967, pp.441-445. 

3~rnith, Op. C i t .  

 ranci cis, Op. C i t .  
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estionaire on these socio- 

cultural characteristics was significant in substantiating 

the difference between the two groups. The null hypothesis 

(Ho) that the answer would be random with no significant 

differences between the two groups was rejected. In each 

of the 20 questions the probabiltiy of similarity between 

the two groups was at most .001. Therefore the probability 

of difference was extremely high and the null hypothesis 

was rejected. These differences will be fully explored in 

a discussion of the characteristics of the two groups. 

C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S  O F  THE ? d E N N O N I T E S :  

The major characteristics of the Mennonites are 

their preoccupation with agriculture, pacifism, use of 

the German language, conservativism, coo~eration, frugality, 

simplicity of life, non-conformity to the world, egalitarian 

principles but a superiority of themselves to non-Mennonites, 

seperation of church and state, and continuation of the / 

old eultural values and ways, Walter ~ o l l m o r ~ e n  has de- 

scribed the Mennonites as having ll. . . fine, wholesome 
traditions of good farming, and being without peers among 

this country's- and the world's- operators of family size 

farms. 11 5 

Pacificism, the Mennonite's chief article of faith, 

makes it impossible for a sect member to bear arms for any 

purpose, and has often been the cause of Mennonite migrations. 

They are equally as careful to keep the German language, 

for it is the language of their religion, and had been 

preserved through the centuries of their residence in Europe. 

In order to live up to their religious principles, the 

 alter M. Kollmorgen, "The Role of Mennonites in 
Agriculture ," M e n n o n i t e  C o m m u n i t y ,  Vol. 1, 1947, pp, 18-20. 
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Mennonites have developed a high degree of conservatism 

and a suspicion of ideas different from their own. This 

is not surprising in view of their bitter experiences in 

Europe. They " .  . . maintain a puritan discipline in 
matters of conduct, with strict injuction to keep the 

Sabbath," and " are forbidden to dance, play cards, smoke, 
or drink. "6 This, by the way, prevents the Mennonite 

farmer from grcwing such crops as tobacco and malting 

barley. 

The Mennonite's belief in cooperation has resulted 

from a mumber of principles and experiences. Their 

'brotherly love,' the guarding of their religious beliefs, 

their desire to produce and purchase goods inexpensively 

and efficientlyY7 are reflections of the cooperative value. 

The Mennonite farmers of the Lower Fraser Valley are 

marked by their frugality, which results in economy in the 

household and the avoidance of certain luxuries, like tele- 

vision. Their 'I. . . homes are small, simply furnished, 
but clean, "8 and their occupants are "hard-working, 

thrifty people and live simple lives."g In Inus's words, 

the farms of the Mennonites 'I . . . are nearly always well 
cared for, and usually boast neat houses and clean yards, 

examples of thrift, planning, and hard work for which the 

Mennonites of the area are noted."1•‹ 

- - 

6 
Evelyn Maguire, "The Mennonite in British Columbia: 

Matsqui-Sumas-Abbotsford Area," 3rrZZet in  o f  t h e  B r i t i s h  
CoZumbia Board o f  H e a l t h ,  Vol. 8, 1938, pp. 171-173. 

7 ~ a v i d  P . Reimer , "The Mennonites of British Columbia, " 
unpublished Bachelor's Thesis, University of British 
Columbia, 1954, p. 2. 

'~illiam C. Smith, Victoria Fugua, and Paul Louie, 
"The Mennonites of Yamhill County, Oregon," R e s e a r c h  
S t u d i e s  o f  t h e  S t a t e  C o l l e g e  o f  W a s h i n g t o n ,  Vol. 8, 1940, 
p. 33. 

'O~arold Ray Inus, "Land Utilization in the Sumas Lake 
District, British Columbia," unpublished Master's Thesis, 
University of Washington, 1948, p. 54. 
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Reflecting their bible-centerdness, they live by a 

simple three-word formula, obedience, simplicity, and love. 

Their settlement at South Poplar retains their identity 

primarily because they do not separate religious and 

secular activities. 11 

INDIVIDUALISM: refers to the tendency in society to regard 

the individual as responsible for his acts and achiev- 

ments. It also emphasizes the acquisition of property by 

the individual and his right to control that property. 

There is a conflict in Mennonite as it pertains to 

the category individualism. The right to control and own 

one's property, and the responsibility of the individual 

for all his acts has always been of supreme importance to 

the Mennonites. But conformity, conservatism, cooperation, 

and continuation of the old values are also important to 

the community and the indididual. This conflict was re- 

solved by the Mennonites in Prussia and Russia, and is 

reflected in the South Poplar region. 

Historically the Mennonites have lived in close com- 

munity units. These served in Prussia to preserve religious 

principles and their way of life, and in Russia were further 

compounded when Czarina Katherine gave the land to the 

community at large and not the individual. In these closed, 

units, the power of internal conformity and the strength 

through unity against the outside world, created a situation 

where a lack of individualism was the norm. The individual 

was still responsible for his narrow personal acts, but con- 

servativism, perpetuation of the old ways and values, 

close unity and internal conformity lead to a loss of indi, 

vuduality in actions other than the narrowest of personal 

behaviour. The community was more important than the 

individual. Therefore the Mennonites could be described 

as communalistic and not individualistic. 
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EGALITARIAN: refers to the tendency to conceive of the 

ultimate outcome of social and economic evolution as a 

society of equals. This is reflected in the lack of 

individuality amc~ng the Mennonites. The religious and 

cultural values have beeen explicite in this category. 

All men are equal in the 'eyes of G0d.I Personal pos- 

sessions or success are not criteria for the good and right 

life, but are often detriments to it. Historically, the 

communal life in Russia and the close community cooperation 

in P ussia have lead to a sharing of natural resources 

andgFortunities and thus to a gpeater equality. Their 

values of cooperation and aid to one another are reflections 

of this belief. 

A paradox has developed with respect to this catagory 

of beliefs. The Mennonites feel a superiority of their own 

group to others. Francis suggests that this may be a result 

of conflicts and religious persecution felt by all 

Protestant groups during the Reformation. l2 In addition, 

the conservative nature of the Mennonites, and their resis- 

tance to Russification in the Ukraine has furthered this 

feeling of superiority. But despite the reasons, Mennonite 

egalitarianism does not extend to non-Mennonites so that 

Mennonite society fosters and attemepts to be egalitarian, 

but in the relationship of Mennonite to outsider this is 

lacking. 

Their values of frugality and simplicity of life, and 

the tight religious and community controls further the 

egalitiarian society. 

PARTICULARISM: refers to the tendency for individuals 

to conduct private arrangements with each other. In 

Mennonite beliefs, particularism is a non-acceptable 

doctrine. Private dealings, trading, cooperation, and aid 

between Mennonites is frowned upon unless the entire com- 

munity is at least informally informed and approves. Private 
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dealings are often first suggested to the minister for his 

approval. Private actions outside the group are almost un- 

heard of, both because of the values of non-conformity 

withthe world, and the superior feelings of Mennonites 

to others. From Mennonite beliefs, particularism would 

initially seem to conflict with individualism, but as pre- 

viously discussed, the individualism of the Mennonites is 

only in reference to the most personal of acts, thus par- 

ticularism is lacking as a trait in Mennonite society. 

A conflict i n  Mennonite beliefs between particularism 

and the functional needs of the Mennonites has developed. 

Although they frown upon outside dealings, the Mennonites 

of South Poplar are required to obtain 80% of their income 

from outside sources. This creates the situation where 

private dealings and associations are a necessity. The 

South Poplar community has resolved this conflict. Infor- 

mally, every member of the community knows what the other 

members are doing in business, pleasure, and in making a 

living, and in addition, the church lectures, the members 

in the right attitude and methods of doing business outside 

the community. The conflict has, therefore, been resolved 

by compromise of the practice with the preachings of beliefs 

that are anti-particularistic. Thusly the Mennonite beliefs 

can be catagorized as non-individualistic, egalidarian, and 

non-particularistic. 

C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S  OF THE NON-MENNONITES: 

Although the non-mennonites are agriculturalists 

like the Mennonites their beliefs correspond to the comc 

mer ~ $ 1  nature of their activities rather than to any 

religious doctrine. Beliefs in 'getting ahead,' optimization 

of economic return, and supression of functionally non- 

benificial values distinguish them from the Mennonites. 

Bennett suggests that the non-Mennonites social values are: 

to help oneself is the best thing; a man should get all he 

can- that is his right; competition is good; independence 
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is good; and everyone is equal, but some 'get ahead' 

faster. l3 In comparison to the Mennonites, this group is 

'liberal' with regard to new ideas and practices. Any 

legal forms of entertainment are considered acceptable. 

They are elaborate and fashionable in their homes, farms, 

and personal appearance when compared to the Mennonites. 

Religious persuasion and belief is almost entirely lacking, 

and the seperation of religious belief from life styles is 

peculiarly evident. 

Beliefs that represent individualism are extremely im- 

protant to this group. Having a much broader interpretation 

of it than the Mennonites, they consider all acts of a man 

to be his individual choice and right, although laws are 

recognized as a necessity. Values do not include cooperation; 

'to help oneself is the best thing,' and ' man should get 
all he can' reflects this lack. The community social 

pressures for cooperation are virtually non-existant, but 

pressures and controls suggestive of individualism do exist. 

According to Bennett, at one time, beliefs suggesting 

egalitarian principles formed an intregal part of North 

American agarian mentally but are less apparent today, 

in general and specifically in the Sumas-Border area. But 

these principles do reappear when times of trouble besiege 

the farmer. At such times, the farmer can be counted upon 

to espouse cooperative-collective principles, 

values opposed to individualist behaviour but in tune with 

behaviour suggesting egalitarian principles. But he votes 

individualistic-conservative when he is out of trouble, 

and expresses these values in all but the most difficult 

times. l4 This action seems to correspond with the principle 

that 'a man should get all he can,' and despite the view 

that 'everyone is equal, some getahead faster than others.' 

But more striking is the paradox in religious belief. He 



is non-religious but has a puritan ethic that since God is 

benevolent and forgiving, all are equal in the eyes of God, 

and God gives to those who deserve it. Surprisingly for a 

non-religious group of people, there is a universal belief 

that actions on earth do not reflect one's position in 

heaven if he admits he has sinned. These conflicts in 

values allow him to justify competiveness and thus kndivid- 

ualistic behaviour with little concern for neighbors or the 

less fortunate, and with freedom from 'everlasting' 

responsibility for his actions. 

The category of values representing particularism is 

compatible with those representing individualism and the 

non-eqalitarian with the non-Mennonites. Private control 

and thus private dealings and enterprises are the mainstay 

of the group's values. This is expressed in one way by the 

resistance of the group to community-owned cooperatives in 

the area. It has also lead the non-Mennonite to a faster 

consideration of new ideas, tools, and marketing potentials 

in agriculture, a feature noticably lacking in the Mennonite 

community. 

In contrast to the Mennontes, the non-Mennonites values 

can be characterised as being individualistic, non-egalitar- 

ian, and particularistic. These conflicting value 

categories of the two groups may be expressed in the forms 

the cultural landscape has taken. Particularly important 

are the overall settlement patterns in the two areas, 

agricultural techniques, and farming intensity. There 

are a number of elements in the landscape which are directly 

attributable to these social values, and another set of 

elements which are indirectly attributable to the social 

values, i.e. they are directly caused by another element 

that is caused by social values. In attempting to relate 

the landscape forms to social values, these two forms will 
be used as organizational themes. 



Figure 4. Typical non-Mennonite barn. 
Note the silo and house. 

Figure 5. L-shaped non-Mennonite home. 



Figures 6 and 7 Two non-Mennonite barns. 
Note the use of two silos. 



Figures 8 and 9. Migrant labor shacks 
on non-Mennonite Sarm. 



F l ~ u r e s  1 0  and  11. 
a n d  b a r n .  

Modern non-Mennoni te  h o u s e  



Figures 12 and 13. Non-Mennonite house and 
farm. Note t h e  machinery unused in the field. 



F i g u r e s  1 4  a n d  1 5 .  M e n n o n i t e  b a r n s .  



Figures 16 and 17. Mennonite barns. 



Figure 1 8 .  M e n n o n i t e  b u n g a l o w  h o u s e .  



~'igure 19. South Poplar Mennonite church. 



R E L A T I O N S H I P S  BETWEEN VALUES AND CULTURAL LANDSCAPE; 

When observing the two areas, the diversity of pat- 

terns that the settlements exhibit is striking. A heavily 

dispersed pattern is observable in the South Poplar, Men- 

nonite area. The specific form is a linear-oriented pat- 

tern that strongly resembles a long-lot pattern. The 

Mennonite farm in the South Poplar area averages only 10 

acres. The most noticable feature is the considerable and 

consistently elongated farm yards. These patterns are 

further reflected in the landscape in several ways. 

It is typical in the Mennonite area for the houses to 

border the road. The Mennonite farmer's house is quite 

small, averaging but four bedrooms, is simply furnished, 

well kept, and in good repair. A bungalow style is un- 

iversal in the area, and is always white in color. This 

small house is remarkable in view of the size of the 

family, which averages seven persons. 

Behind the house, but relatively close to it is the 

barn, which is oriented parallel to the road, and is about 

1,500 squaFe feet in area. There is bu+one major barn 

style in the South Poplar area, the small gambrel-roof 

barn. 

In 35% of the farms observed a small chicken house to 

the side of the farm was found, ranging from 500 square 

feet to 2,000 square feet in area. In only 5% of those 

cases where chicken houses were observed was a commerical 

operation underway, and in no case did this account for 

more than 20% of the income. Where chickens were raised 

for commerical entergri-qes, a centrally-located feed room 

was present. 

Behind the barn are several acres of pasture land 

which in the past were periodically rotated w-ith a few acres 

of oa4s and hay located beyond the pasture. Atthough this 

practice is no longer followed, the acres of oats and hay 

can still be found beyond the pasture. 



Behind this acreage, and in some cases to the side, 

a berry patch is located. It is of interest to note that 

those who raised chickens for a commercial venture had no 

berry crop. This is highly suggestive of a more labor- 

intensive nature of farming rather than an extensive form, 

a topic explored later. 

In 40% of the farms, the last several acres are devoted 

to woodland, and in the other 60% more pasture. The wood- 

land is used today for firewood and other various uses around 

the farm, but at one time it was a highly important 

feature of the Mennonite farm, especially for use in ferces 

and buildings. 

To the side of the barn, fruit trees, for home consump- 

tion, and the family vegetable plot are located. The lat- 

ter is quite large, averaging 9,000 square feet, but is 

never used for commercial purposes. 

A small non-farm nucleation in the area provides basic 

servicas; a general store, an alltomobile service station, 

the church, and homes for the retired members of the 

community. Nucleations of this type are closely related 

to the church site, and the commerical establishments are 

owned and operated by Mennonites. 

The pattern described above is not new, nor is it a 

random pattern in Mennonite history, It strongly resembles 

the type of line or row village which is derived f ; ~ m t h e  

medieval Marshhufendorf (marsh village) and Waldhufendorf 

(forest village). l5 The latter type of settlement morphology 

is seen elsewhere in North America. It Gas introduced 
i 

! 
from northern France by French settlers and is still found 

t 
i. in parts of French Canada. In both forms, the farm 

I1 

buildings are more or less loosely located along a road or 
t a river and the farm extends perpendicularly in one single 

direction as a rectangular piece, parallel to the neighbor- 

ing farms, back into the raw forest or marsh land. In 



Pr,ussia and Holland, Mennonite settlements were organized 

after the pattern of the marsh village. Buildings were 

arranged in a long drawn-out row, usually following the 

courses of river bends, but often a road as well. 

Customary laws or mores, copied from their ancestral 

home, provided a strong regulative force in the Hollander 

communities of Prussia. Generally the village community 

regulated practically all phases of life. Although each 

individual farm was theoretically an independent unit, the 

operation of which was left to private initiative, the 

erection and maintance of the social system required close 

cooperation and strict discipline. 17 

Because of the Mennonite values representing com- 

munalism and not individualism, and specifically because 

of the value of continuation of the old culture, the Prussian 

types of settlement and community controls have reappeared 

in the South Poplar settlement. The basic farm pattern is 

reflected throughout the Mennonite communities in the Lower 

Fraser Valley. The Prussian settlement's small nucleated 

village for retired persons, stores, and the church appeaps, 

as we have seen, in South Poplar. The simplicity of house- 

styles and furnishings and the neatness of farmyards are 

results of the Mennonite values of simplicity of life and 

group conformity. The family garden and the fruit trees 

reflect the Mennonite traditional frugality. l8 In addition, 

these patterns reflect the Mennonite non-conformity to the 

rest of the world, in that they attempt to gain what they 

possibly can from the farm in order to prevent excessive 

dependence and interaction with non-Mennonites. 

The Sumas-Border farmer, in contrast, holds at least 

15 times as much farm land as his Mennonite counterpart, 

an average farm size being 156 acres. In this area, where 

settlement is sparser, the fields are oblong, square, and 

irregular in shape. 
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The e n t i r e  a r e a  e x h i b i t s  a  l i g h t l y  d i s p e r s e d  s e t t l e m e n t  

p a t t e r n .  The h o u s e s  r a r e l y  b o r d e r  t h e  r o a d  a n d  a r e  o f  two 

m a j o r  s t y l e s .  The  b u n g a l o w  s t y l e  s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  i n  S o u t h  

P o p l a r  a r e a ,  b u t  i t  i s  g r e a t l y  m o d i f i e d ,  b e i n g  u s u a l l y  

much l a r g e r  a n d  o f t e n  w i t h  a n  a t t a c h e d  w i n g .  The o t h e r  

m a j o r  s t y l e  i s  t h e  t w o  s t o r y  L - - s h a p e d  t y p e .  T h e s e  h o u s e s  

a r e  l a r g e r  t h a n  t h o s e  o f  t h e  M e n n o n i t e s  a n d  a r e  u s u a l l y  

e l a b o r a t e l y  f u r n i s h e d  b u t  n o t  a l w a y s  w e l l - k e p t .  D e s p i t e  

t h e  a f f l u e n c e  i n  t h e  a r e a ,  t h e  h o u s e s  a r e  u s u a l l y  i n  

p o o r  r e p a i r .  They  may b e  a n y  c o l o r  a n d  u s u a l l y  c o n t a i n  

f i v e  b e d r o o m s ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  f a m i l y  i s  s m a l l e r  t h a n  t h a t  o f  

t h e  M e n n o n i t e s ,  b e i n g  u s u a l l y  o n l y  o f  4  c h i l d r e n .  T h i s  i s  

a  p a r t i u c l a r l y  n o t i c a b l e  f e a t u r e  o f  v a l u e s  r e p r e s e n t i n g  

i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  

f a r m e r ,  i n  t h a t  e v e r y  c h i l d  i s  g i v e n  h i s  own b e d r o o m ,  w h i l e  

t h e  M e n n o n i t e  c h i l d r e n  s h a r e  b e d r o o m s .  

The  S u m a s - B o r d e r  f a r m y a r d s  a r e  n o t i c a b l y  u n t i d y  i n  

c o m p a r i s o n  t o  t h o s e  i n  S o u t h  P o p l a r  a n d  t h e  b a r n s  a r e  a  

f u r t h e r  d i s t a n c e  . f r o m  t h e  h o u s e .  T h e r e  a r e  t w o  m a j o r  b a r n  

s t y l e s ;  t h e  m u l t i - g a b b l e d ,  h i p p e d  r o o f  t y p e ,  a n d  t h e  b r o k e n -  

g a b l e  p i t c h e d  r o o f  b a r n .  N e i t h e r  i s  o r i e n t e d  i n  a n y  s p e c i a l  

d i r e c t i o n  p r o b a b l y  b e c a u s e  t h e  l a c k  o f  a n y  p r e v a i l i n g  

w i n d .  W h i l e  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  b a r n  i s  o n l y  1 , 5 0 0  s q u a r e  

f e e t  i n  a r e a ,  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  f a r m - e r  h a s  a  much l a r g e r  

b a r n ,  a v e r a g i n g  4 , 0 0 0  s q u a r e  f e e t .  

Most  h o u s e s  a n d  b a r n s  a r e  l o c a t e d  on  h i g h e r  g r o u n d ,  

r e s e m b l i n g  a l m o s t  a  d r y - p o i n t  f a r m  p a t t e r n .  A l t h o u g h  

d r a i n a g e  i s  g o o d  i n  t h e  a r e a ,  t h e  c o n t i n u a l  w i n t e r  

p r e c i p i t a t i o n  b r i n g s  some l o w - p o i n t  f l a o d i n g .  T h i s  t y p e  

o f  p a t t e r n  i s  n o t  n o t i c a b l e  i n  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  a r e a .  

I t  i s  n o r m a l  t o  f i n d  t h r e e  m a j o r  b u i l d i n g s  o n  t h e  n o n -  

M e n n o n i t e  f a r m .  I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  b a r n  a n d  t h e  h o u s e ,  

a  m a c h i n e  s h e d ,  u s u a l l y  l o c a t e d  n e a r  t h e  b a r n  i s  f o u n d .  

T h i s  a d d e d  b d l d i n g  i s  n o t i c a b l y  l a c k i n g  f r o m  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  

f a r m ,  a s  i s  a s i l o ,  w h i c h  i s  u n i v e r s a l  i n  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  

a r e a .  Nor a r e  t h e r e  c h i c k e n  h o u s e s  i n  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  

a r e a .  T h e r e  a r e  n o  f a m i l y  g a r d e r n s  i n  6 5 %  o f  t h e  f a r m s  
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in the area, and where they do exist, they rarely cover 

more than 2,000 square feet, as compared to 9,000 square 

feet in South Poplar. The non-Mennonite settlement pat- 

tern results from its historical roots and the social 

characteristics of its creators. The rural dispersed 

settlements evident in the area directly replicate those 

of the corn-belt transplanted to a wetter and more heavily 

forested environment. The scattering of houses and barns 

on the farms is not only a consequence of the historical 

transplant, but is a reflection of the individualism of the 

settlers. The elaborate and new houses and house styles, 

furnishings, and variety of colors reflects this individual- 

ity. It also reflects the commercial, 'liberal' nature of 

the farmers. The barns are commercially built in 70% 

of the cases, as building companies offer a cheaper and 

more functional barn. In the Mennonite area, barns 

and houses are the products of cooperation between members 

of the group and the family. Of the remaining 30% of the 

non-Mennonite barns, 5/6 were built with hired labor from 

purchased architectural plans and the other 1/6 are built 

from traditional styles. 

Spencer and Horvath refer to these types of settlements 

as "neighbor-shunning. l1lg The practice clearly reflects 

the values represented by the individudlistic, particularistic 

and non-egalitarian catezories. The smallness of the 

garden, the extra machine shed and silo, the large and 

elaborate house and modern barn reflects the commercial 

nature of the Sumas-Border farmers, results of their in- 

dividualistic behavioural patterns. 

The dry-point farming in the area, where it is not 

functionally needed, seems particularly out of place with 

these apparently economically optimizing farmers, but further 

analysis shows that this pattern is not dysfunctional. 

Therefore, we must assume that the pattern is neutral. 

19~pencer and Horvath, p. 77. 
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This probably reflects the perception of the 'damp' en- 

vironment that these corn-belt farmers have. 

The rate of change in the two areas can not be gauged 

accurately, nor can the precise processes by which change 

has taken place be properly judged. But it is possible to 

state that between 60% and 70% of all farms in the Sumas- 

Border area underwent some readily visible change in the 

period 1955-1969, while the South Poplar area underwent only 

20% change in the same period. Included in these changes 

were mechanization of the work load on an ascending scale, 

clearing of forest, instaliation of plumbing and water 

systems, construction of new buildings, purchase of addition 

a1 land or land alienation, commercial fertilization to 

supplement annual manure, steel fence posts replacing 

wooden fence posts, and barbed and electric fencing re- 

placing wooden fencing. It seems likely that there 

is an acceptance of new farming ideas, procedures and 

marketing in the Sumas-Border community, while very 

little acceptance in South Poplar. We could then classify 

the Sumas-Border region as a definite "innovator-adapter" 

situation, producing a "leader-follower" relati~nship.~O 

The social values that caused these trends will be discus- 

sed throughout the rest of this chapter. 

Fence types vary amoung the two sets of farmers. This 

is not surprising for fences generally reflect the type of 

land-use. 21 Accordingly the Sumas-Border area fences are 

predominately barbed wire, with some movable electric 

fencing to facilitate strip-grazing. This is an indication 

of the reliance on livestock for the farmer, discussed 

later, and an indication of the rapid acceptance of 

new techniques, especially the electric fences. The 

Sauth-Poplar fences are barbed, chicken wire, but mostly 

rail fencing, suggestive of a more diversified farm, but 

with concentration on field crops. The universal lack of 

electric fencing and the use of the old wooden rail fence 

is highly suggestive of the Mennonite conservative 

characteristic. 



The preceding differences in cultural landscape pat- 

terns in the areas is reflected in the relative density of 

farms in these areas. In the two areas of equal size, 

there are 140 farms in the South Poplar Mennonite area, 

while there are only 61 in the non-Mennonite area. Al- 

though more of the Mennonite land is used for agriculture, 

full scale commercial farming is undertaken only by the 

non-Mennonites. It is interesting to note the differences 

in attitudes towards land alienation in the two areas. In 

this respect, none of the Mennonites interviewed have 

alienated any land, nor have they increased their farm size. 

On the other hand, in the Sumas-Border region, large scale 

land alienation and land procurement has continually taken 

place since the time of the first settlement. 
1111 These striking differences can again be explained by (IUI 

the individualistic and community value catagories found !!I 
in the groups. As established, values calling for individual- 

lilptl 

istic nature has lead them into farming as a commercial 
' i l  

enterprise. The farm represents production. The farmer 
1 

sees the buying and selling of land in large or small 

acreage as an intregal part of his attempt to increase 

production and thus profits. On the other hand, the 

Mennonite farm is the home. The farmer may well have to 

work off the farm in order to gain a living, but the farm 

is the value-giver. Land alianation is in opposition to 

this concept and others. His conservative nature, his 

belief in the simplicity of life, and his conformity to 

the group, which does not sanction land alianation, are in 

opossition to it. At first it could be assumed that the 

reason he does not obtain more land is related to economic 

return, i.e. he would need some 30 more acres of land be- 

2 1 ~ o h n  Fraser Hart and Eugene Cotton Mather, "The 
American Fence," Landscape,Vol. 6 ,  1957, pp. 4-9. 
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fore he could make a commercial operation feasible, 21 

but historical records show a strong Mennonite opposition 

to increasing the size of the farm. 2 2 

The Sumas-Border farms are safely above the 40 

acre economic limit required for dairying in the greater 

area and thus the farmer is free to concentrate on this 

type of farming, but the Mennonite farmer with his 10 acres 

must choose a less extensive form of agriculture. 

SECONDARY R E L A T I O N S H I P S  BETWEEN VALUES  AND LANDSCAPE:  

Many landscape differences arise from differences in 

farm sizes. As we have seen, the Mennonites regard the farm 

as the end in itself, the value-giver, a Gemeinshaft-like 

relationship. The farm is not thought of as a producer of 

necessary goods for like, but rather as a producer of 

the necessary values for life, i.e. the farm is the embodi- 

ment of the proper values. On the other hand, to the 

farmer in the Sumas-Border area the farm is the provider 

of goods, the producer of a commodity exchangable for 

material wealth, thus a GeseZZshaft-like relationship has 

developed, i.e. the farm is a means to an end. These con- 

flicting ideals of the role of the farm result in a dif- 

fering perception of what is an acceptable size of a 

farm. The non-Mennonite in the area considers 100 acres 

to be minimal size farm, while the Mennonite feel any 

size, "as long as a few acres of pasture, a family garden, 

and a couple head of cattle" caa be obtained. 23 The 

causes of the differing perceptions of the role of the farm 

appears to be those values suggesting the individualistic 

charac+eristics of the non-Mennonites, to help oneself is 

the best thing, and a man should get all he can, and those 

values suggesting community characteristics of the Men- 

2 2 ~ m i t h  and Francis. 

2 3 ~ r o m  field interview. 
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nonites, conservatism and cooperation. Since certain 

landscape forms are a result of differing farm sizes, and 

since these are a result of differing values we can 

deduce that any landscape forms that are attributable to 

farm size are a result of differing social values of the 

two groups. 

Accordingly, the Sumas-Border farmer keeps 7 0  

head of cattle and has 4 0  acres of pasture, 4 0  acres of hay, 

and 16 acres of oats. In addition, he normally has a few 

acres in berries and/or nuts. The Mennonite farmer concen- 

trates on raspberries, and less important, chickens, sup- 

plemented by a few cows. On the average the Mennonites 

who raise berries have 3 acres in raspberries, and those 

who keep chickens have 5 0 0  Laying birds. He keeps only 

2  dairy cows and has but 4  acres for pasture, an acre for 

hay, and one for oats. He has no ensilage, unlike his non- 

Mennonite neighbor. The income f ~ o m  these endevors allows 

the non-Mennonite to subsist from his farm, while the 

Mennonite only makes 2 0 %  of his income from his farm, 

making-up the remaining 8 0 %  from outside work. 

The Mennonite farmer, being much less concerned with 

dairying.than the Non-Mennonite, has only one head per 2  

acres of pasture, while the Sumas-Border farmer has 

nearly 2 head per acre. 

The main reason for this diversity in head of cattle 

per acre between the two areas results from reseeding and 

fertilization techniques. The non-Mennonite reseeds his 

pasture every four years, and puts 7 tons of manure on 

each acre, and 2 0 0  pounds of commercial fertilizer each 

year. In contrast to this, the Mennonite farmer reseeds 

over 5 years or so, puts less than one ton of manure on 

each acre and uses no fertilizer. This results in greater 

hay yields for the non-Mennonite farmers, who obtain be- 

tween Q and 5 tons of hay to an acre, while the ~ennonite 

barely yfields 3 tons per acre. With his much greater 

amount of hay, both acreage and yield, the Sumas-Border 



f a r m e r  c a n  s t o r e  it i n  l a b o r - s a v i n g  b a l e  f o r m ,  The  

M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r ,  h o w e v e r ,  w i t h  b u t  a  v e r y  sma l l  a m o u n t  o f  

h a y ,  commonly s t o r e s  it l o o s e .  

T h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  f a r m e r ' s  u s e  o f  e n s i l a g e  b o t h  

s u g g e s t s  a n d  i s  a  r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  r e l i a n c e  o n  d a i r y i n g .  

The  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r  a p p a r e n t l y  d o e s  n o t  c o n s i d e r  i t  

w o r t h w h i l e  t o  make s i l a g e  f o r  h i s  c a t t l e ,  s o  t h a t ,  a s  

p r e v i o u s l y  n o t e d ,  t h e  s i l o  i s  n o t  a l a n d s c a p e  f e a t u r e .  

The  S u m a s - B o r d e r  f a r m e r ' s  h e a v i e r  y i e l d s  o f  h a y ,  t o g e t h e r  

w i t h  h i s  u s e  o f  s i l a g e ,  r e s u l t s  i n  h i s  d e r i v i n g  a g r e a t e r  

p r o p o r t i o n  o f  h i s  l i v e s t o c k  f e e d ,  as  much a s  3 / 4 ,  f r o m  

h i s  f a r m ,  w h i l e  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r  c a n  o b t a i n  o n l y  a b o u t  

1 / 4 .  T h e s e  f e a t u r e s  d o  h a v e  a  d i r e c t  r e s u l t  u p o n  t h e  

l a n d s c a p e  i n  t h e  a r e a .  The a d d e d  b u i l d i n g s ,  m a c h i n e  s h e d  

a n d  s i l o ,  a n d  t h e  more  e l a b o r a t e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  n o n -  

M e n n o n i t e s  a r e  r e f l e c t i o n s  o f  t h i s .  A s  n o t e d ,  t h e s e  

c a u s e s  c a n  b e  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  f u n c t i o n a l  c o n s i d e r -  

a t i o n  o f  d i f f e r e i n g  f a r m  s i z e s ,  b u t  t h e f t -  f a r m  s i z e s  a r e  

a  r e s u l t  o f  d i f f e r i n g  v a l u e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  t w o  

g r o u p s .  

The  S u m a s - B o r d e r  f a r m e r ' s  d e p e n d e n c y  u p o n  f a r m i n g  i s  

f u r t h e r  i n d i c a t e d  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  h i s  h e r d ' c o n s i s t s  o f  o n e  

d a i r y  b r e e d ,  u s u a l l y  e i t h e r  J e r s e y ,  G u e r n s e y  o r  H o l s t e i n ,  

f o r  h e  f e e l s  t h a t  o n e  p a r t i c u l a r  b r e e d  i s  b e t t e r  t h a n  

o t h e r s  f o r  d a i r y  p u r p o s e s .  On t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  

f a r m e r ,  b e i n g  much l e s s  d e p e n d e n t  u p o n  t h e  m i l k  c h e c k ,  

i s ,  a s  a  r e s u l t ,  l e s s  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  w h i c h  b r e e d  makes  t h e  

b e s t  d a i r y  a n i m a l .  

The  t w o  s e t s  o f  f a r m e r s  a l s o  d i f f e r  i n  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  

human l a b o r  e x p e n d e d  o n  t h e i r  f a r m s .  The  S u m a s - B o r d e r  

f a r m e r ,  w i t h  h i s  g r e a t e r  a c r e a g e  a n d  c o m m e r c i a l  f a r m i n g ,  

l e a d s  i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t .  He h a s  t h r e e  h i r e d  h a n d s ,  o n e  

p e r m a n e n t  a n d  t w o  t e m p o r a r y  f o r  j u s t  o v e r  a  week e a c h  y e a r ,  

a l t o g e t h e r .  a r o u n d  2 0  man h o u r s  p e r  d a y  a r e  p u t  i n  on  h i s  

f a r m .  I n  c o m p a r i s o n ,  t h e  l e s s  e x t e n s i v e ,  s u p p l e m e n t a r y  

i n c o m e  f a r m e r s  o f  t h e  S o u t h  P o p l a r  a r e a  h a v e  n o  p e r m a n e n t  



o r  t e m p o r a r y  h i r e d  h e l p ,  a n d  n e e d  o n l y  3 man h o u r s  p e r  

d a y ,  m o s t  o f  w h i c h  i s  d o n e  by t h e  w i f e  a n d  c h i l d r e n .  

T h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  l a n d - u s e  i n t e n s i t y  d o e s  n o t  f a l l  

i n t o  p e r s p e c t i v e  u n t i l  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  human l a b o r  e x p e n d e d  

on  e a c h  a c r e  p e r  d a y  i s  e x p l o r e d .  The  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r  

p u t s  i n  r o u g h l y  3 5  m a n - m i n u t e s  o n  e a c h  a c r e  p e r  d a y .  T h i s  

r e f l e c t s  t h e  G e m e i n s h a f t - l i k e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  

f a r m ,  w h e r e  i n t e n s i v e  work i s  a  v i r t u e ,  a n d  t h e  G e s e Z Z s h a f t -  

l i k e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  n o n - M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r ,  wh.ere i n -  

come i s  t h e  v i r t u e .  

The  l a r g e r  s c a l e  o p e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  Sumas B o r d e r  f a r m e r  

a l s o  r e q u i r e s  more  m a c h i n e  l a b o r .  I n  t o t a l ,  h e  h a s  1 2  

p i e c e s  o f  m a c h i n e r y ,  i n c l u d i n g  1 0  d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s .  I n  

c o n t r a s t  t o  t h i s ,  t h e  i m p l e m e n t p o o r  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m s  h a v e  

5 p i e c e s  o f  m a c h i n e r y ,  o f  4 d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s .  The  n o n -  

M e n n o n i t e  r e n t s  3 p e i c e s  o f  m a c h i n e r y  f o r  a n  e x t r a  5 d a y s  

d u r i n g  t h e  y e a r  f o r  s u c h  o p e r a t i o n s  as  s i l o  f i l l i n g ,  a n d  

h a y  b a l i n g ,  w h i l e  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  r e n t s  n o n e .  W i t h  h i s  

f e w e r  i m p l e m e n t s  t h e  M e n n o n i t e  f i n d s  i t  u n n e c e s s a r y  t o  

h a v e  a  m a c h i n e  s h e d ,  w h i l e  t h e  S u m a s - B o r d e r  f a r m e r  m u s t .  

A p p a r e n t l y  e v e n  t h i s  i s  n o t  s p a c i o u s  e n o u g h ,  f o r  t h e  n o n -  

M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r  l e a v e s  many o f  h i s  i m p l e m e n t s  o u t s i d e .  

The  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  n o r m a l l y  l e a v e s  

n o  m a c h i n e r y  o u t s i d e ,  e v e n  t h o u g h  h e  l a c k s  a  m a c h i n e  s h e d .  

A s  a  r e s u l t  o f  h i s  l a r g e r  m a c h i n e r y  c o m p l e m e n t ,  t h e  Sumas-  

B o r d e r  f a r m e r  p u t s  i n  5 m a c h i n e  h o u r s  p e r  d a y  o n  h i s  f a r m ,  

w h i l e  o n l y  o n e  a n d  a  h a l f  m a c h i n e  h o u r s  a r e  e x p e n d e d  o n  

t h e  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m .  

The  M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r  i s  more  i n c l i n e d  t o w a r d s  a  

t y p e  o f  s e l f - s u f f i c i e n c y  t h a n  t h e  n o n - M e n n o n i t e  f a r m e r ,  

e v e n  t h o u g h  h e  o n l y  d e r i v e s  20% o f  h i s  i n c o m e  f r o m  h i s  1 
i 

f a r m .  H i s  g r e a t e r  d e g r e e  o f  s e l f - s u f f i c e n c y  i s  e v i d e n c e d  
I 

i n  s e v e r a l  w a y s ,  a n d  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  a  r e s u l t  o f  h i s  c o n -  

s e r v a t i v e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  a n d  h i s  d e s i r e  f o r  n o n - c o n f o r m i t y  1 



with the world. 

Half of the Mennonite's food comes from his farm, 

whereas the Sumas-Border farmer averages only 13% of his 

food from his own farm. Because of the difficulty in 

gaining a comfortable livelihood from their small farms, 

the Mennonites tend towards self-sufficiency in other ways. 

For one thing, whereas the Sumas-Border farmers hire some- 

one to butcher any of his animals, the South Poplar farmer 

does all of his own slaughtering himself. A1 least one 

major landscape difference is a result of this self-suf- 

ficency, that is the garden size, considerable larger with 

the Mennonites then with the non-Mennonites. 

CONCLUSIONS: 

A set of cultural values has been found to differentiate 

the Mennonites and the non-Mennonites in the study area. 

For the Mennonites, these characteristics stem from 

religious and social beliefs in cooperation, conservativism, 

simplicity of life, continuation of the old culture, non- 

conformity with the world, frugality, and separation of 

church and state. It has been found that these values can be 

chtagorized as non-individualistic, egalitarian and non- 

particularistic. These have lead to the transference of 

the Marschufendorf type settlement pattern to South Poplar. 

The small farm sizes, field patterns, and agriculture 

techniques reflect this transference. 

On the other hand, the values of the non-Mennonites 

has resulted in a transference of the corn-belt pattern of 

the United States to the Sumas-Border area. Their values 

can be categorized as individualistic, non-egalitarian, 

and particularistic, and stem from the beliefs that: to 

help oneself is the best thing; a man should get all he 

can; competition is good; independence is good; and every- 

one is equal, but some 'get ahead' faster. These have 
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lead to the checkerboard, rural dispersed settlement 

pattern of the Sumas-Border area, and have lead to dif- 

ferences in farm size, field patterns, and agricultural 

techniques that so markedly differentiate the two groups. 

Specifically, the Mennonites have transfered a small 

elongated farm yard pattern. Houses a r e  small and of one 

bungalow style. Field patterns are neat and organized and 

intensively utalized. Contary to this, the non-Mennonites . k 

checkerboard field pattern exemplyfies individuality in 

house styles and field organizations. Their's is an ex- 

tensive fakming pattern. But the greatest difference of 

the two patterns is the commercial GesseZZshaft-like 

relationship of the non-Mennonite farm and the supplementary 

income Gemeinshaft-like relationship of the Mennonites. 



CHAPTER 4 

CONCLUSIONS 

Two agricultural g'roups, one Mennonites, and the other 

of non-ethnical American characteristics, located in the 

Lower Fraser Valley of British Columbia and Whatcom County 

Washington were the subject of this comparative study. 

An investigation into the different cultural landscape 

forms and the causative social value characteristics 

comprised the body of this thesis. 

An analysis was made of the physical environment 

to establish similar physical environments, and of the 

distinctive backgrounds of the settlers in the two areas. 

The research was accomplished primarly through interviews 

and field schedule and the results of the findings were 

compiled by groups and aligned one against another. 

In the Sumas-Border area, all the migrations had 

several factors in common. All migrants were white, 

protestant, and American and all were from the corn-belt. 

As a result of these migrations, a distinctive cultural 

landscape was developed. 

The Mennonites of the South Poplar region of British 

Columbia, descendents of Mennonites who moved from Holland 

to Prussia to Russia and finally to Canada, created an 

equally distinctive cultural landscape. 

The preceeding chapters have tested and tentatively 

proven the two hypothesis of this study: Different 

cultural landscapes occur in areas of similar physical 

environments where two distict groups have settled; and 

these(different cultural landscapes are a result of 

variations in social characteristics of the groups of 

people occupying that environment.\Chapter two has shown 



the distinctiveness of the two groups occupying the areas, 

and established that the two areas are of similar physical 

environments. Part of the findings recorded in Chapter 

three have established that the cultural landscape forms 

are different in the two areas. This then leads to the 

conclusion that the first hypothesis is verified. 

Chapter three has shown that the differing cultural 

landscape f ~ r m s  are a result of value characteristics dis- 

tinct in each group. The beliefs of the two groups were 

organized under the categories of individualism, egalitar- 

ianism, and particularism. These categories were compared 

one against another and it was concluded that the second 

hypothesis was verified. 

Certain external influences might be interpreted as 

affecting the outcome of the testing of the hypotheses of 

this study. The first of these appears to be one of ec- 

onomic consideration. The differeing groups could be 

shown to be in differing 'rings' or zones from their 

respective market'centers. The Sumas-Border area is clearly 

in a dairy zone of the Seattle marketing area, while the 

South Poplar area is in a zone of transition, from dairy 

farming to truck farming, for its market area, Vancouver. 

This appears to have had little influence in this sutyy, 

since the Mennonites were never involved in any economic 

considerations of commercial agriculture in site selection. 

Another external influence could be the relationship - 

of farm sizes in the two areas. As was noted, the Men- 

nonites and the non-Mennonites pe~ceive differently what 

is the desired farm size. Despite the fact that farm 

size considerations are a result of value charqcteristics 

differing the two groups, this becomes a second-hand 

cause and should weaken the argument. It would seem prudent 

in any furtherstudy along the lines of this one that areas 

be chosen where economic activity is similar and farm 

sizes the same. 
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APPENDIX A 

QUESTIONAIRE 

Name : 

A d d r e s s  : 

1. Do y o u  own o r  r e n t  y o u r  f a r m ?  

2 .  What i s  t h e  p r e s e n t  s i z e  o f  y o u r  f a r m ?  O r i g i n a l  s i z e ?  

3 .  Do y o u  own o r  r e n t  a n y  f a r m l a n d  e l s e w h e r e ?  How much? 

4 .  Have y o u  e v e r  s o l d  o r  s u b d i v i d e d  a n y  a c r e a g e ?  How much 

a n d  why? 

5 .  What i s  y o u r  c o u n t r y  o f  o r i g i n ?  

6 .  What p a r t  o f  t h a t  c o u n t r y ?  

7 .  Why d i d  y o u  move? 

8 .  What w e r e  y o u r  r e a s o n s  f o r  c h o o s i n g  t h i s  d i s t r i c t  i n  

w h i c h  t o  l i v e ?  

9 .  What w e r e  y o u r  r e a s o n s  f o r  c h o o s i n g  t h i s  f a r m  o n  w h i c h  

t o  l i v e ?  

1 0 .  How l o n g  h a v e  y o u  b e e n  o n  t h i s  f a r m ?  

11. How l o n g  h a s  t h i s  p l a c e  b e e n  f a r m e d ?  

1 2 .  Were y o u  r a i s e d  o n  a f a r m ?  

1 3 .  Have y o u  a l w a y s  b e e n  a f a r m e r ?  If n o t ,  t h e n  w h a t  o t h e r  

o c c u p a t i o n s  h a v e  y o u  h a d ?  

1 4 .  Were y o u r  p a r e n t s  f a r m e r s ?  G r a n d p a r e n t s ?  I f  n o t ,  t h e n  

w h a t  o t h e r  o c c u p a t i o n s  w e r e  t h e y ?  

1 5 .  How many a n d  w h a t  k i n d  o f  b u i l d i n g s  d o  y o u  h a v e ?  

1 6 .  How o l d  i s  y o u r  h o u s e  a n d  b a r n ?  

1 7 . H a v e  y o u  a d d e d  a n y  b u i l d i n g s ?  If s o ,  how many a n d  w h a t  

k i n d ?  

18.How many p i e c e s  o f  e a c h  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  i m p l e m e n t s  d o  

y o u  own? 



car 

trailer 

cultivator 

hay loader 

hay tongs 

seed drill 

truck 

plow 

mower 

baler 

packer 

hammer mill 

tractor 

harrow 

tedder 

binder 

blower 

bulk tank 

manure loader manure spreader wagon 

water cooler milking machine disc 

silage cutter litter carrier hay rake 

fertilizer spreader barn cleaner hay sweep 

hay conditioner 

19.Do you ever hire any machinery? If so, how much and 

what? 

20. Do you share any machinery with your neighbors? If 

so, how much and what kind? 

21. How inany acres of each of the following crops do you 

have and what is the approximate average yield per acre 

of each? 

pasture fallow Vita-Grass 

corn grass hay nut trees 

oats alfalfa root crops 

clover raspberries fruit trees 

timothy strawberries other 

peas beans other 

22. Do you practice any double cropping? If so, of what? 

23. Do you practice any multiple cropping? If so, of what? 

24. How often do you rotate your crops? 

25. Do you practice any irrigation? If so, how much and what? 

26. Do you keep a compost heap? 

27. How much barn manure do you put on each acre each year? 

28. How much commercial fertilizer do you put on each acre 

each year? 

29. How much lime do you put on each acre each year? 

30. How much of the following animals do you have and 

what is the dominant breed of each? 

cattle swine sheep 

horses goats chickens 



turkeys bees others 

31. Do you keep purebred or cross bred (graded) cattle? 

32 Are your cattle bred by bull or artificial insemination? 

33. Have you ever done this differently? If so, then why 

did you change? 

34. Are your cattle immunized against disease? If so, 

against what? 

35. Do you purposely raise and se-11 any youngstock for 

cash? 

36. What is the approximate value of the livestock on your 

farm? 

37. Do you do your own slaughtering? 

38. Approximately what percentage or fraction of your 

livestock's feed requirements is supplied from your 

farm? 

39. Do you use ensilage? 

40. Do you milk by hand or by machine? 

41. How many times a day do you milk? 

42. Approximately what percentage or fraction of your food 

requirements is supplied from your farm? 

43. Approximately what percentage or fraction of your 

clothing needs is made at home? 

44. Do you use a frozen food locker or a deep freeze? 

45. How large is your vegetable garden? 

46. Approximately what percentage or fraction of your 

vegetable needs comes from your own garden? 

47. Approximately what percentage or fraction of your 

annual net income comes from each of the following? 

milk poultry animals 

berries vegetables field crops 

tree fruits nuts jobbing 

eggs 

48. Where do you do most of your shopping? 

49. Approximately how many times a month do you go to 

town? 

50. How many farm magazines and buletins do you subscribe 

to? 



51. How many government agricultural magazines do you 

subscribe to? 

52. How many farm service programs do you listen to and 

watch on radio and television? 

53. How many marketing organizations, like a cooperative, 

do you belong to? Which ones? 

54. Do you and your neighbors ever help each other out in 

your farmwork? If so, how much? 

55. What is the approximate average number'of man hours 

expended on your farm each day? 

56. Do you do other than necessary work on Sundays? 

57.By what means is your farm produce transported to market? 

58, Do you recieve any direct or indirect government sub- 

sidies? 

59. Do y.ou benefit or suffer from any Canadian or American 

tariffs or customs duties? If so, which ones and to 

what extent? 

60. Have you ever attended any special agricultural classes 

at university or night school or elsewhere? If so, 

how long? 

61. How much schooling have you had? 

62. What church do you belong to? 

63. In what ways, if any, does your church beliefs affect 

your farming practices and way of living? 

64. How many children do you have? 

65. To what extent do your children do work on the farm? 

66. How many permanent and/or temporary hired hands do 

you have? 



APPENDIX B 

TEST OF SOCIO-CULTURAL VALUES AND DIFFERENCES 

1. Society should be quicker to throw out old ideas 

and traditions and to adopt new thinking and customs. 

2. If civilization is to survive, there must be a turning 

back to religion. 

3. A first consideration in any society is the protection 

of property rights. 

4. The well-being of a nation depends mainly on its 

industry and business. 

a 5. Some sort of religious education should be given in 

our public schools. 

6. There should be no government interference with business 

and trade. 

7. Ultimately, private property in the instruments of 

production should be abolished and complete socialism 

introduced. 

8. No economic system can function efficiently without 

appealing to the desire for private profits. 

9. A classless society is possible. 

10. A classless society is desirable. 

11. Curent social practices are fundamentally sound because 

they lead to the survival of the fittest. 

12. The social needs of the citizens are the responsibility. 

of themselves and their families and not of the 

community. 

13. Everyone is out for himself at the expense of everyone 

else. 

14. What is good for the community is good for me. 

15. Each one should handle his own business as he pleases 

and let others handle things as they please. 
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16. A community would get along better if each one would 

mind his own business and let others take care of 

themselves. 

17.0ne should never allow his own experiences and reason 

lead him in ways that he knows are contrary to the 

teachings of the Bible. 

18. The government should provide to all classes of people 

opportunity for insurance at low cost against accident, 

sickness, premature death, and old age. 

19. Only the doctors should have the responsibility for the 

health program in the community. 

20. Long term progress is more important than immediate 

benefits. 

21. This used to be a good community to live in. 

22. Everyone is out for himself at the expense of everyone 

else. 

23. The good citizen should help minority groups with 

their problems. 

24. Each of us can make real progress only when the group 

as a whole makes progress. 

25.Progress can best be accomplished by having only a 

few people involved. 


