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ABSTRACT

This is the second in a series of two reports on the structural
and utilization history of the landscape, barn and outbuildings of the
W.R. Motherwell Farmstead National Historic Park. The initial,
interim report was completed in July 1976 to facilitate the
interpretive and planning process for the Motherwell site and was, of
necessity, based on only partial evidence. This report presumes to
supersede the interim report in both comprehensive treatment of thesis
and topic, and in accuracy. Nevertheless, the character of the study
and the research involved is such that new data will continue to be
uncovered for some time and even this report wil require periodic
updating.

Submitted for publication 1977, by Ian Clarke, Parks Canada, Prairie Region,
now Head, Historical Research, Alberta Culture, Edmonton.



PREFACE

In this report, I have relied largely on interviews with those who
knew the Motherwell farm before W.R. Motherwell's death for specific
information on use history and the dating of the farmstead's evolution.
The interviews have yielded a wide cross—section of personalities and
eras. Of course, the core of the material still lies in the Alma
(Motherwell) Mackenzie interviews. The only daughter of W.R.
Motherwell, Mrs. Mackenzie was born in 1892 and lived on the farm until
1913, when she went to Germany for language training. She returned to
Lanark Place after the outbreak of war and taught school in Abernethy
until some time in the 1920s when she finally left the farm for a
teaching post in Regina. 1In the early 1930s she married a Prince
Edward Islander and moved permanently to the Maritimes. Her narrative
is the most intimate of all the sources in terms of a detailed family
portrait. It is useful for an understanding of the daily routine on
the farm and it provides an indication of certain priorities
established by the fanily.

But the tlackenzie material is limited in its application. The
perceptions are most often those of childhood, rather than those of a
young adult. Although she was on the farm during her middle and late
twenties, Mrs. !Mackenzie's interviews are virtually bereft of specific
information on the vital changes that must have occurred during the
turbulent years between 1914 and 1921, and the gap scems even uore
pronounced tor the period between 1905 and 1914. These would have been
chaotic and in some cases traumatic years for the young adolescent Alma
Motherwell. Her mother died when she was 13 years old, and within half
a year of this tragedy her father joined the new provincial cabinet,
embarked on a hectic political campaign, and eventually left to take up
temporary residence in Regina. At home Alma was left in the care of
Mrs. Englehart Steuck, a Motherwell neighbour, and the farm was left to
run itself for the next three years. In fact, life on the farm changed
dramatically and the hired men and girls apparently took advantage of
the freedom to participate in somewhat riotous living. Then, in 1908,
Motherwell remarried and life on the farm was oriented toward the
Gillespie approach. Catherine Gillespie brought to the farmstead her
strong missionary evangelism, a strict Calvinist ethic, and a strong
controlling personality. This new life swept upon Alma at 16 and nust
have had a profound impact, but it does not figure prominently in her
descriptions of the farm. People and events from different eras are
constantly juxtaposed in the interviews and the period up to the
European trip in 1913 is not at all clear. It is precisely this period
in Alma's life that she almost excludes from her retrospective
narrative of life on Lanark Place. Yet it is this period following the
dramatic events of 1905 that is so vital to our understanding of the
changes in the farmstead and the house.

Not until 1914 does more eyewitness material appear,



notwithstanding the Ralph Steuck interviews. Steuck, who was a year
younger than Alma, frequented the farm as a teenager and as a young
man. But his principal interest did not lie in farming. He was an
athlete and a naturalist rather than a farmer, and his interest in the
Motherwell farm revolved principally around the social life of Lanark
Place and, later, participation in local political organization. His
recollections tend nore toward philosophical musings rather than
concrete useful data on the landscape or structural developuent.
Actually one of the most vital sources of information on the structure
and operation of the farm is Mr. Major MacFadyen, a Prince Edward
Islander who was born in 1895 and came west in 1913-14 to work as a
farm-hand, first for the Elmer Shaw family and then the Motherwells.
While his memories of the farm suffer from the obvious difficulties of
a 60-year absence, his information is the carliest available that can
be cautiously accredited with some reliability. Two potential sources
that would have predated MacFadyen are now lost. Andrew Sproule,
Motherwell's first hired hand, died in 1972, while Scott Milligan, who
was already on the farm at the time of MacFadyen's arrival, would be
nearly 100 years old if he is still alive. Although he was still living
in Prince Edward Island in 1971, it is doubtful that he could now be
traced.

The problems inherent in the lMacFadyen interviews are compounded
by his propensity for story telling and truth strétching. On the other
hand, if his information is carefully sifted it can yield some valuable
insights into the farm ca. 1914. He is particularly clear on parts of
the barn, the men's cottage and implement shed, parts of the landscape
and the rear half of the lower floor in the house. However, 60 years,
plus the dramatic changes wrought on the farmstead between 1914 and the
present, have dimmed and confused his memory on features such as the
garden and orchard, the ornamental frontage, the dugout area and the
front and upper sections of the main house.

After the MacFadyen material, a gap exists in the interview
chronology between 1914 and 1919 when Olive Gallant moved onto the farm
as the bride of Mrs. Motherwell's brother, Archie Gillespie. lirs.
Gallant lived on the farm continuously until the death of her first
husband in 1937, and later returned to marry the farm manager, Dan
Gallant. Gallant had a rather intermittent and sometimes stormy
association with Lanark Place. He first worked for Motherwell as a
hand in 1922-23 and then succeeded Jack Gillespie as manager in 1933,
after an unsuccessful bid to establish his own operation during the
unpredictable thirties. 1IMr. Gallant is lucid, and his information on
the landscape, barn and outbuildings is indisputable, particularly

since he was responsible for some of the construction in the barn
basement and the building of the chicken house. Likewise, Mrs.

Gallant, who spent nearly two decades at Lanark Place, inhabiting the
Gillespie (men's) cottage and at times the big house, has a wealth of
information on the ornamental flora and the shelterbelts of the
northeast section of the farmstead. More importantly, her detailed
knowledge of the stone house and the so-called Sunshine Cottage in
which she lived is our best source of information on the interiors of
these two buildings.

Still, the gap between MacFadyen's time and the era when the
Gallants were on the farm remains to be bridged. The most probable
source of information on the seven years between 1914 and 1921 is the



Gow family of Abermethy. According to the Gallants, the Gows worked on
the farm in the years immediately before the Motherwells' exodus to
Ottawa. They may have been the first couple to have inhabited the
cottage. If so they could surely provide specific information on the
transformation of the structure into homelike living quarters.

The end of the Motherwell era is adequately covered by the
information provided by Mr. Ted Callow, who succeeded Gallant as
nanager in 1939 when he and Mrs. Motherwell clashed over the
distribution of living quarters. Mr. Callow's main contribution to
our understanding of the farmstead is a confirmation that the major
structural and planting changes that occurred on the farm were nmade in
the latter 1940s and 1950s after Motherwell's death. 1In fact, these
changes bespeak such an alteration in agricultural philosophy that they
can probably be attributed to Richard Motherwell who took control in
the early 1950s.

Patricia lMotherwell, the widow of the grandson Richard, is the
last important oral source on the structural and usage history of
Lanark Place. While it is clear from an abbreviated interview with
Harry Tatro from Prairie Regional Office that Mrs. Motherwell can
provide little if any data on the ecarly history of the farm, she can
describe in detail the changes that she and her husband wrought during
their tenure. These included major structural changes in the basement
of the barn, certain additions to the landscape, and important
alterations on the main and second floors of the house. Many of these
changes in landscape and structure have been attributed to the
evolution of the elder Motherwell's lifestyle, which was presuned to
have been reflected in the decidedly affluent look of the farmstead and
house, but errors inherent in this assumption clearly emphasize the
danger of deductive as opposed to inductive history. In structural
histories it is far better to gather the solid historical data before
giving way to rampant speculation.

Three illustrations on pp. 80, 88 and 89 in An Age of Barns by
E. Sloane (Funk and Wagnalls), copyright 1967 by Harper & Row,
Publishers, Inc. are reprinted by permission of the publisher. The
drawing of the gambrel type barn and plan of its main floor is
reproduced from P. Ennals' article in the Canadian Geographer, Vol.
16, No. 3, 1972, pp. 256-70 by permission of the Canadian Association
of Geographers.



INTRODUCTION

In 1943, after the death of W.R. Motherwell, his grandson Richard
began the task of buying the 320-acre farm and the farmstead that the
elder Motherwell had painstakingly constructed over the preceding six
decades.! At an asking price of $10,000, the property included two
superior wheat-producing quarters and a comfortably landscaped
farmstead, but excluded the southern quarters that straddled the
picturesque Pheasant Creek coulee. Within the maple shelterbelts of
the eight-acre farmstead sat a large L-shaped basement barn, a hired
man's cottage, a substantial implement shed, plus the standard
complement of ancillary farm structures to house poultry, enclose
swine and store grain. On the outer fringe of the farmstead,
dominating the road frontage, sat a two-storey cut fieldstone,
Italianate-style house. By being no more than 30 feet from the section
road leading to the town of Abernethy, the house breaks one of the
cardinal rules of farmstead architecture, but it is clear from evidence
that during Motherwell's tenure the soft dirt track posed no threat to
the tranquillity of the house or the farm it commanded.

Ten years after his grandfather's death in 1943, Edward Richard
Motherwell, an Agricultural graduate from the University of
Saskatchewan, moved onto the farm hoping to restore its former beauty
and make it a paying proposition by introducing swine husbandry on a
large scale. But in the midst of his new farming career Motherwell
died in the polio epidemic of the early fifties. The farm then passed
to his wife Pat, who attempted to manage it with the help of her
father—-in-law Talmadge and a neighbour, Ralph Steuck; but the scale of
the operation was too large for her and she was forced to sell the
farmstead and its two producing quarters to the Steuck family who had
homesteaded in the area with the elder Motherwell.

Thus the natural course of the Motherwell family farm was
interrupted. 1In Saskatchewan, as in much of the West, pioneer
homesteaders usually spent their lifetimes tilling as much acreage as
they could manageably possess and constructing houses and farmyards
that would both serve their agriculture and provide some comfort amid
the austerity of the stark prairie. While the homesteader endured the
often intolerable conditions of the empty land, the generations that
followed usually inherited productive land, tree-lined farm §rounds,
substantial farming structures and often impressive housing.

Indeed, some farmers' sons inherited properties that were more like
country estates than working farms. In the Canadian West these were
usually of Ontario stock. Ironically Motherwell's Lanark Place was one
of the finest and most widely known of the estate—type farmstead, but
after Pat Motherwell's departure in the 1960s the farmstead and
buildings were abandoned and it fell into complete disuse. Only the
Steuck family's innate sense of its history, their long and generally
affectionate association with the Motherwell's, and their Liberal



awareness of the property as a political monument saved it from
conplete disintegration.

Motherwell's son Talmadge was not of the same ilk as his father. He
was a modest farmer. On the occasion of his marriage in 1913, Tal's
father divided his holdings with his son and daughter giving Talmadge
two north quarters near Abernethy and half his cattle, thereby removing
him from the effective line of inheritance. Tal's son Richard, who in
nmany ways was a throwback to his grandfather, became the real heir to
the property. In fact, in 1933 Motherwell produced a new will clearly
indicating the farm was to be Richard's and that Catherine Motherwell
was to abide by these wishes if she survived her husband. But Richard
did not inherit the farm. For reasons that are as yet unclear, he was
required to purchase the property from his step—-grandmother, and the
ten—-year delay that this caused, plus the fact that he had had no sons
at the time of his death, contributed to the ultimate demise of the
farmstead in the late fifties and early sixties.3

Richard's wife Pat was responsible for much of the modernization
of house features such as the kitchen and upstairs bathroom. Richard
had managed before his death to initiate major changes in the barn
designed to upgrade the piggery, but these stages in the evolution of
the property were inconsistent with the original structure and were
left largely unfinished. Therefore they should not be accorded any
historical priority. Only a return of the farm to the Motherwell era
will have the ring of authenticity.

0f course the lMotherwell era spanned more than 60 years in the
Canadian West and nearly five of the seven decades that Lanark Place
existed as an operational unit. But it is clear from the evidence that
during the 1920s and most of the 1930s the farm was more a reflection
of the Gillespie brothers' influence than that of Motherwell himself.
Despite the control that Motherwell maintained by his continual flow of
instructions, written, telegraphed and telephoned, the effectiveness of
this long-range contact was greatly reduced when he went to Ottawa as
Dominion ilinister of Agriculture in 1922. Having initiated the system
18 years earlier after leaving for Regina to serve in the same
provincial capacity, Motherwell worked it to perfection after 1908 when
he could rely upon his new wife Catherine to carry out his instructions
to the letter. But in 1922, with his son working his own farm and his
daughter firmly ensconced in Regina as a language teacher, Motherwell
took his wife with him to Ottawa. The stream of information continued
to flow from Motherwell to his new manager J.B. Gillespie, but it seems
never to have been implemented with the same stringent adherence as it
had when Catherine Gillespie Motherwell ran the farm.

Between 1922 and 1930, during the first of the King governments,
lMotherwell had even less opportunity to oversee Lanark Place than he
had when in Regina. At least he had been available on weekends in the
years between 1905 and 1918 for the work of the provincial Department
had not the broad sweeping responsibilities entailed in the
administration of its federal counterpart. At the same time,
Motherwell was incapable of delegating all of his authority through the
bureaucratic chain of command as was the wont of most of his
colleagues. The Department papers of the day contain as much
correspondence from the Minister as the Deputy Minister; obviously
Motherwell spent most of his energies administering the Department and
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its broad jurisdictions at the expense of the political machinations of
the cabinet room. This same attention to the details of his position
and his devotion to the ideals of stewardship which he claimed as a
British subject, a Christian and a graduate of the Ontario College of
Agriculture, also detracted from the concentrated effort necessary to
keep the farm in hand. In many ways, then, the 1920s were an
interregnum in the normal course of the farm and by the time Motherwell
was able once again to resume his farming career as a mere private
nember in the Commons, the Depression was hard upon Saskatchewan and
the wheat potential had collapsed. The mixed farming approach to which
Motherwell had devoted himself throughout the early decades also
appears to have collapsed at this inopportune juncture. In the
meantime, the farm was kept afloat by the infusion of Motherwell's
political salary, just as it had benefited from the extra income ever
since 1905 when lMotherwell was able to invest some of his new-found
cash supply in capital developments such as the barn and the Hart-Parr
engine which he used to power his equipment. Consequently, not only was
Lanark Place an artificial construct in geographical terms, but also in
the sense that it was never truly self-supporting. There were always
too many mouths to feed from two and one-half producing quarters, a
small farm even for the standards after the turn of the century. Two
fine quarters had gone to Talmadge after 1912, and the two southern
quarters - Alma's school quarter and the one across the creek -
generally straddled the wide Pheasant coulee and were useful only as
pasturage.

This is not to say that Motherwell was incapable of efficient and
profitable production. 1In a single year in the early 1900s he was
known to have grossed more than $3000 from the sale of bromegrass
fodder and seed alone. Still, Motherwell was not content with
nonoculture in his fields. Only with the demand for unparalleled wheat
production during the critical war year of 1917 did Motherwell
capitulate over the use of mixed crops to preserve the precarious
fertile balance of the soil. He campaigned vigorously for the all-out
production of wheat for European allies and contributed like so many of
his peers to the ultimate demise of the prairie wheat belt in the
thirties. It is not yet known what impact the campaign had upon Lanark
Place and there is a temptation to believe that Motherwell ignored his
own admonitions. Certainly by the time of the 1946 aerial survey
photograph the fields in the farming quarters were intricately divided
by hedgerows and ploughing grids denoting a divided field system,
extensive rotation and a broad variety of crops. This may have been
the result of Motherwell's attempt to retrieve what he could of the
land after the price collapse of 1930-31 and the droughts a few years
later, but unquestionably Lanark Place survived the Depression where
others failed primarily because Motherwell's salary remained constant
while monetary value deflated all around him, leaving those with fixed
incomes in a superior position.

The keynote of the Motherwell farmstead both physically and
econonically was artificial sustenance. It was created under the most
arduous of conditions and behind the entire operation lay that certain
lack of permanence that indicates the touch of the dilettante. No
doubt this is extreme; but Motherwell never forsook his experimental
dabbling and clung to the old ways as less efficient but more precise -
the perfect control for his experimental husbandry. Lanark Place,



then, is both unique as a personal agriculture station and typical as
an example of the Ontarian response to the bald prairie.

11
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LANARK PLACE AND ONTARIAN FARMSTEADS IN THE NORTHWEST:
A WOODLAND RESPONSE TO THE GREAT PLAINS

Lanark Place, as the farmstead was named by Motherwell in 1897, is
the response of one man to the prairie landscape north of the
Qu'Appelle Valley, and it says as much about his early roots as it does
about the impact of his new environmment. Born in Perth, Outario, in
1860, and raised on his father's farm in Lanark County, Motherwell
first saw the Northwest plains in the summer of 188l. He had just
graduated as an Associate of the Ontario College of Agriculture (OCA)
at Guelph after an intensive two-year course. What he found west of
Winnipeg was the very antithesis of the verdant woodland overgrowth
that had once confronted his father, an Ontarian of Irish descent, who
had homesteaded on the rocky land of mixed forest southwest of Ottawa
in Lanark County.

The farms and farmsteads of central and eastern Ontario literally
had to be carved from the forests, and a wait of four or five years was
not uncomnon before rotting was complete enough to plough out the last
hardwood stumps.1 The settlers of Lanark County were confronted by
the added problem of rock-strewn, difficult soil. Consequently, even
after the arduous task of clearing had been completed they were left
with relatively unproductive resources.2 1In the Northwest, on the
other hand, the problems of first breaking were confined to the rather
straightforward mnatter of coercing a chilled steel plough through the
tough prairie sod. Creating a comfortable farmstead home was the
opposite of carving out a forest clearing. In essence, it was a more
creative act, which centered on the process of manufacturing a forest
grove where none had stood before.

After 15 years in the spartan surroundings of his original
homestead, Motherwell began the careful construction of his own prairie
grove a few hundred yards removed from his first family home. In 1882
he had returned to the West to claim his own portion of the land that
had impressed him with its potential a year before. But even as early
as 1882 the land along the Canadian Pacific right-of-way had been taken
in homestead forcing the young Ontarian to locate north of the
Qu'Appelle Valley. There, on the northeast quarter of Section 14 in
Township 20, Range 11 west of the second meridian (NE-14-20-11W2),
Motherwell claimed his homestead. In 1883 he made entry, built his
log house and broke 28 acres, but it was not until 1884 that with his
new wife Adeline, he took up permanent continuous residence and cropped
the land he had already broken.3 The land he had claimed was
situated less than 70 miles northeast of Regina, on the edge of the
niddle grass prairie where the average no—-frost period extended between
80 and 120 days. Outside the Palliser triangle of the arid southwest,
Motherwell's land lay in a region considered to receive four to eight
inches less rainfall than was needed to support cereal crops under
natural conditions. On the other hand, it was located in a fertile
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black loam belt,4 and the particular soil character of the
Abernethy district, as Motherwell's area came to be known, is defined
as Indian Head Clay, a fine cereal-producing soil.

By 1888 Motherwell was cropping 65 acres, pole fencing his land
and completing the purchase of his preemption quarter directly south of
the homestead; however, in planning the direction he wished the farm to
take, he concluded that the first homestead locale was a mistake. As
an alternative he hoped to acquire another quarter by applying for a
second homestead, located on the coulee of Pheasant Creek which passed
through the southeast corner of Township 20. Not only did he foresee
the expansion of his mixed farming, beef and dairy operation, but he
also saw the coulee bluff as the new site for his permanent farm home.
Only two pieces of land were both open and accessible to his cereal
quarters. Due south lay a school lands quarter that was not yet for
sale. East of that a vacant quarter lay tantalizingly inaccessible.
Explaining that the Philip Cameron who had pre—empted this quarter had,
in fact, abandoned his homestead in 1885 or 1886, Motherwell asked that
he be allowed to take it up in homestead as the northwest quarter of
Section 12-20-11W2. Cameron's rather unceremonious departure,however,
had thrown the whole question of his unoccupied lands into the
bureaucratic mill of the Department of the Interior, and Motherwell was
never able to acquire the quarter he seemed so desperately to
want.>

Denied access to a farmstead site on the edge of a pleasant creek
valley, Motherwell was forced to re—evaluate his original homestead
quarter. On the coulee rim he could have approximated the serene
countryside of Southern Ontario that had been

shaped but not finished by man, with long views of

sloping green meadows and contrasting grainfields, great

strong thrusting elms marking the fence lines...

farmsteads holding substantial late nineteenth-century

(stone) houses and large weather—-beaten barns or stone

stables, and the gentle valleys and diminutive creeks

pulling all these together in one integrated

vista...

Instead he was forced to choose a site on the original windswept
northeast quarter of Section 14 in Township 20 on which to locate his
new stone stable and house.

The only natural feature of the eight acres which he set aside for
his farmstead was a gentle slope falling no more than five feet from
northwest to southeast. Motherwell said of the quarter upon which it
sat: "though it is a splendid granary section [it] has neither hay,
shelter, water or pasture thereon.”’/ It could not have been less
suitable for a mixed farming system and possessed none of the natural
attractiveness of the little valley. Thus, having lost the woodland
coulee and the gentle serpentine of its rim, Motherwell was now forced
into the prairie pattern of "the formal symmetry of sharply edged
shelter belts and geometrical fields."® His only option was the
artificial creation of his own woodland environment which would produce
an isolated micro-climate of dramatic enough proportions to solve the
tactical problems of his farming operation and to answer his
psychological need for woodland shelter.

The careful construction of Lanark Place can be seen as an
expression of adaptive behaviour. In sociological terms it was a
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coping mechanism for Motherwell, and a method whereby he could adjust
to his scanty resources, solve specific agrarian problems, and attain
more generalized goals which revolved around the question of
life-style. The eventual construction of a new, garden—-like farmstead
east of the original site was an adaptive behavioural response to the
severe constraints of the open prairie. But even more importantly it
was the response of a "people with cultural goals and expectations that
[were] generally much greater than those they might [have] achieved
with available resources.”? In other words, not every settler who
nmoved onto the western plains was driven to re-work the prairie
landscape into a tree—filled garden. It appears more likely that
settlers who migrated to the Northwest from areas radically different
in climate and topography were prone to expend some of their energies
in an attempt to re—-create some familiar aspects of their old
surroundings. A cursory look at part of the photographic record
indicates that elaborate farmstead construction was not common to all
immigrant groups. This may imply that those, like some East European
immigrants and most of the American settlers from the Mid-West, who had
developed a tolerance to the stark empty spaces of the Prairies were
not as inclined as the Ontarians who moved directly from Central Canada
to withdraw from the prairie into the luxuriant vegetation of closely
planted shelterbelts and shaded lawns.

Essentially there is a double inversion involved in the
construction of the elaborate farmstead on the western plains. Those
like Motherwell's which had Ontarian antecedents were originally
inspired by the gardens of Northern Europe and the north's "one great
innovation in the history of gardening....the English landscape
garden.” While the true birthplace of the western garden was the
Mediterranean region where landscaping was based on the establishment
of oasis-like groves, in northern Europe where the "lushness of grass
and abundance and richness of all verdure was greater,"” the English
garden was based on a "social lawn or glade, ringed by the forest
wall.” As such, it was like an "inverse oasis, an open space in the
continuation of forest."10 But, to carry the analogy to its
logical extent, the Ontarian immigrant farmers had to build the
Mediterranean grove first and then, from the grove, cut the interior
confines of the English lawn garden. In essence, they were driven by
their own pre-conditioning to create an inverse oasis within an oasis -
hence the double inversion.

There was a price to be paid for the luxury of living inside such
campus—like farmsteads. Like most artificial constructs that fly in
the face of natural conditions, they had to be maintained. Their
existence was dependent on the life support system each farmer had to
provide. Shelterbelts needed pruning, constant cultivation
(scuffling) and an established planting schedule. Dugouts had to be
kept clear of excess grass and weed growth, working areas free of
clutter, ornamental plantings looking ornamental, and fence lines in a
state of repair. Without this kind of attention, plantation farmsteads
tended to disintegrate within a few short years, as the Lanark Place of
the 1960s so vividly illustrated. But the cost of maintenance was
dear. Added labour and time lost to production was rarely compensated
for in cases like the Motherwell farm despite the logistical benefits
that accrued from the impact of oasis agriculture. While Motherwell's
farmstead was a reasonable blend of practicality and beauty, the cost
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of its maintenance prevented the farm from ever paying off consistently
on a cash basis.

In its broadest terms, the erection of sheltered farmsteads on the
broad, flat prairie can be seen as an attempt to fill the austere empty
spaces in an enviromment geographically more akin to the great sand
deserts than the gentle woodlands of England or the primeval forests of
Central Canada. Like the desert, the prairie is "physiologically
alien, sensorily austere, esthethically abstract [and] historically
inimical.” They are both "boundless and empty"” spaces. Yet, as if to
compensate for their cruel angularity, they both possess their own
special drama. On the open prairie the mind is beset by "light and
space, the kinesthetic novelty of aridity, [extremes of] temperature,
and wind."” As in the desert, the prairie sky is "encircling, majestic,
and terrible”:

In other habitats, the rim of sky above the horizontal

is broken or obscured; here together with the overhead

portion, it is infinitely vaster than that of rolling

countryside and forest lands....In an unobstructed sky

the clouds seem more massive....The angularity of

[prairie] landforms imparts a monumental architecture

to the clouds as well as to the land.ll
But, in the end, the "constancy of sensory experience” on the prairie
produces a paradoxical "sensory deprivation.™ In the terms of
esthetics and landscape historian Paul Shepard, this is the "saturation
of solitude, the ultimate draft of emptiness, needing courage and
sanity to face."l2 This was the trial that virtually every prairie
homesteader had to endure.

It took Motherwell two decades to erect the tree walls of his
Mediterranean grove.13 In Ontario the father had been forced to
clear forest to make way for lawns. In Saskatchewan the son had first
to build walls to provide shelter for the lawns he would plant. In
reality, of course, the farmstead was too functional to be considered a
formal garden in the sense that a historian like Shepard might use it,
despite the beauty of the surroundings and the comfort it offered as a
shelter against the vagaries and extremes of the prairie climate.l4
Built on the square, each enclosing and dividing line marked by belts
of poplar, willow, ash and maple, the verdant enclosure of Motherwell's
new farmstead possessed a sheltering beauty of colour and shade,
neither of which the original homestead possessed. Nevertheless, in
the vernacular of homestead architecture, the first home was
confortable in its own way and stood by a small grove of planted maple,
sufficient to provide loft timbers 20 years later. But in comparison
to the splendour of Lanark Place, the homestead was a crude imitation
of living space, and it served the family more as a crucible than a
cradle, witnessing the death of Motherwell's first two children before
they had seen their first year.15

Little wonder, then, that Motherwell longed for the comfort of a
permanent, more substantial farm home in the lee of the north bank of
Pheasant Creek coulee. When he was forced to find an alternative by
the refusal of his application for NW 12-20-11W2, Motherwell decided in
1890 to finish his log house with clapboard siding, which probably made
the home a healthier place in which to live. The year before this he
had cropped 100 acres and had enclosed 75 of these by a pole fence. At
the same time he had expanded his mixed farming capacity to 30 head
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of cattle that were sheltered by a substantial 60 x 30 foot log
stable.l6 1In only six years of steady expansion Motherwell had
established a quality operation. Yet he was ambitious for more.
Prairie vernacular did not suit him well and he scems to have longed
for the civilizing impact that a more orthodox Ontarian environment
could exert. Accordingly, he soon began the arduous task of collecting
building materials that would lend themselves to the construction of
structures more appropriate to the architecture of his birthplace.
Annually he collected volumes of fieldstone from the Pheasant and
Qu'Appelle valleys, piling them not far from the homestead buildings
toward the eastern edge of his property where he had determined to
build an estate.

Between the substantial improvements of the log house in 1890 and
the first construction on the new farmstead in 1896, Motherwell also
began to consolidate his hold on the second section line of Township
20. Eventually he would hold six quarters on the line, one south of
the creek and five others extending northward to the eventual site of
Abernethy. The string was interrupted only by the CPR quarter
purchased bg Englehart Steuck, the Motherwells' faithful
neighbour.l All were controlled from the new farmstead on the
original quarter, but Motherwell encountered problems just in locating
the surveyed road allowance upon which his quarters bordered. As a
result his property encroached upon the allowance by eight feet and
left his stone house only 30 feet from the road surface.18 Early
surveys by Dominion Land Surveyors in 1882 and subsequent subdivisions
in 188319 often produced grid lines that erred by notable
distances. These were correctable mistakes, but in the mathematical
way of the mass survey they often became ineradicable. The imaginary
lines superimposed on the Prairies in the square American survey
system, based as it is upon celectial loci, tend to be rigid and
inorganic and inimitable,20 doing violence to the natural
topography and its human interpretation. Often the errors injected
into the survey by the fallibility of human translation acquired the
same kind of rigidity; and when two-storey stone structures are located
with reference to the wrong lines the error takes on an added sense of
permanence.

Certain signs, other than the construction of a new house and
farmstead, indicate that the 1890s was a period of prosperity for the
Motherwells.?2! Early in the decade he abandoned the agricultural
fair circuit, which he had travelled so successfully, in favour of a
larger role in the political, social and religious life of the
Abernethy district. The impact of his new involvement is beyond the
scope of this paper, but it should be clear that after ten hard years
Motherwell was finally able to take time from the task of pioneer
farming to play a larger role among his fellow settlers. This new
activism, then, is an indication that as early as 1892, he was
anxiously preparing to inject what he perceived to be the prime
elements of civilization into the Abernethy area. And in Motherwell's
mind, "civilization"” involved the local establishment of the national
two—-party political system; the preparation of a strongly fundamental
Calvinism through the established presence of the Presbyterian church;
and the construction of the comfortable, yet imposing structures of
Ontario forest woodland and Upper Canadian architecture.

Chronologically, Motherwell began his new farmstead in 1896, with
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the erection of a stone stable roughly at the centre of his designated
eight acres. 1In 1897 he then used the remaining fieldstone to
construct an impressive two-storey farm home like that of his parents
near Perth, Ontario, replete with gingerbread trim for the eaves and
dormers, and wrought iron cresting for the widow's walk. Ten years
later a superstructure was added to the stable, transforming it into a
basement of a Central Ontario-style barn. It was then joined on the
property by a large implement shed and a two-storey, wood frame hired
man's cottage. In the meantime, the shelterbelts that Motherwell had
begun to plant in 1897 were slowly maturing, and by 1902 they were
supplemented by decorative plantings and elaborate fencing along the
eastern edge of the property. A massive vegetable garden had also been
established south of the house and given its own sheltering row of
trees. Perhaps before 1900 pMotherwell finally solved his water
problems by excavating a huge dugout which was capable of providing the
barn and the house with all the necessary pure water, and by the end of
its first decade the farmstead had taken on an aura of complete
self-sufficiency.

Farmsteads in the Northwest

In the 1897 winter issue of The Farmers' Advocate, H.C. Robey
of the Dominion Experimental Farm at Brandon wrote

In making a tour of the prairies, it is surprising to

the casual observer the small number of farmers who have

endeavoured to surround themselves with the beauties of

nature by improving the external appearance of their

home by the systematic laying out of its grounds, and

the planting of hedges and ornamental trees and shrubs,

and arranging flower borders and lawns. We

can...say...by the appearance of [a man's] farm that his

moral, his intellectual, and we may also say his

religious character can be inferred.22
Apparently many of the Ontarian settlers who had begun to people the
20-mile lands on either side of the Canadian Pacific Railroad 15 years
earlier were flirting with agnosticism; and a few who had consistently
refused to plant as much as one tree or a small shrub were certainly
liable to charges of atheism. On the other hand, W.R. Motherwell whose
religious commitment was beyond question, had embarked on a concerted
programme of shelterbelting and beautification in the same year as
Robey's article.

Obviously Robey's picturesque plea for the development of
attractive farm grounds was a somewhat exaggerated illustration of this
particular attitude; yet a broad survey of the available periodical
literature demonstrates that the campaign for farm beautification and
tree planting on the bald prairie took on the fervent proportions of a
crusade. This crusade was supported, if not sponsored, by the federal
government after 1881, when the Department of Agriculture began giving
more priority to agricultural than immigration issues. The Department
instituted an advanced system of experimental farm stations in the
mid-eighties and by the turn of the century their impact stretched
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across the country, disseninating the latest information on regional
techniques, exploring the growth capacity of soil varieties and
climatic conditions, and distributing new sced and tree stock to those
farimers like Motherwell who would avail themselves of the gzenerosity.

Similarily, periodicals like The Farmer's Advocate and The
Nor'-lest Farmer devoted nuch of their space to questions of tree
planting, attractive and functional farm layout, aund grounds
beautification, acconpanying these articles with illustrations of
coumodious farm homes and substantial farm buildings. Clearly froa a
survey of this contenporary literature, while Motherwell was not unique
arong the first settlement wave, he was certainly in the vanguard of
the novement for farustead beautification. Even the farmstead of
Premier Thomas Grecenway in Crystal City, lanitoba, was still in the
early stages of development in the fall of 1896, when ilotherwell's
stone stable was being crected. This is not to say, however, that no
farmers had nanaged to begin extensive farmstead developunent as early
as the late 1880s. In fact, the Canadian Pacific land sales branch was
able to take full advantage of the few examples that did exist to
propagandize the open land for sale along their right-of-way and used
the grand Ontarian structures as illustrations representing farmers
hones in Western Canada. But the majority of these farusteads were in
theic very early stages, particularly in the Northwest, and the lush
growth shown in the CPR advertisement would not be a common sight for
at least another decade. 1In any case, the cera of stately stone farm
nansions was a brief one, confined to a flurry of excited building
around the turn of the century when large numbers of the surviviug
Ontarian fanilies determnined to enshrine thenselves in fieldstone,
pressed stone, brick and even cement. By 1901, the period of overseas
imnigration was well underway, and the few Ontarians to come west after
1900 were generally transieunts who had found no satisfaction on the
constricting Aunerican free land frontier. To the new European
honmesteaders, wood frame was generally acceptable as a replacemnent for
their nud-chinked, thatched-roof cottages; and while it was recognized
that trees served as a4 useful tool in dry land agriculture, the
Galicians were hardly comnitted to a tree planting prograame for the
purposes of re-creating little pieces of Ontario on the western
plains.

By 1905 the Ontarians were a people apart on the Prairies for they
enclosed themselves inside an encircling habitat, constructed within 20
years of first entry at the prodding of the propagandists, the federal
government and, perhaps most importantly, the woodland atavism that
inhabited their own psyches.

The course of individual agricultural settlement in the
Territories, as in parts of Manitoba, tended to be a common experience.
A distinct pattern seemns to emerge when an identifiable group like the
Ontarians is singled out. 1Initially, the homesteaders built their
first crude structures from the most easily available materials such as
sod or poplar logs, which at the same time offered reasonable
protection against the climatic extremes. These structures were then
generally enhanced in some way before the final move to a more
substantial home after the essential farm buildings had been upgraded.
Likewise, the process of farmstead development through the use of
shelterbelts was postponed until the final, permanent move was made.

As such any planting around the original homesteads was usually a token
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Farm and buildings of Hon. Thos. Greenway, Crystal City, llan.
(Morlilast Farmer, November 1896, p. 26.)

The CPR's typical northwest farmstead, ca. 1896.
(Nor'West Farmer.)

gesture and the development of utility buildings often took on a
haphazard character in anticipation of future consolidations.

In many cases new farmsteads were begun not with new houses, but
with improved stables or barns. This was certainly the case on the
Motherwell farm and it appears to nave been nuch the same on the John
Coxworth farm in Westhall, Manitoba. Ignoring the fact that Coxworth
was able to build a full barn by 1899, his Manitoba homestead and
Motherwell's in Abernethy probably bore a striking resemblance in 1896.
The orientation of the buildings is correct, even to the location of
the drive floor access. In the Coxworth farm an earthen raup is used
in a semi-bank style barn. Motherwell, on the other hand, chose to use
a board ramp until late in the 1930s.

Through exanmples such as the Coxworth farm, it can be seen that
the llotherwell farmstead was not unique. Indeed, the house that was
completed late in 1897 was probably a mediocre example of its type.
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Farm buildings of John Coxwortih, Westhall, !an. (Nor'West Farmer,
20 Sept. 1899, p. 676.)

Numerous homes in i{lanitoba and Assiniboia were more substantial and
more attractive in terms of layout and exterior design. The town of
Arcola, less than a 100 miles southeast of the Abernethy area, seens to
have been a centre for elaborate cut fieldstone houses, although sone,
like the John Beggs house, lacked the cleaner lines found at Lanark
Place. Beggs was a Nevadan who had come to liorris, Manitoba, in 1878
and then migrated to Arcola in 1882. This cosnopolitan background nay
have provoked the use of the hipped-gable roof, which was found on soue
barns but few houses in the Terrvitories.

Stone residence of John Beggs, Arcola, Assa. (NorlWest Farmer,
20 June 1903, p. 620.)

The N.H. Brice house near Arcola avoided the cottage look of the
Beggs residence by using a cleaner roofline more closely approximating
the Lanark Place design. The masonry work appears to be a reasonable
exanple of the broken ashlar variety using rough pointed
fieldstone and rising in regular courses. The Lanark Place masonry was
similar except that the courses rose irregularly giving it more of a
rubble appearance. Brice extended the use of double windows to include
all fenestration of the home, while Motherwell had only one double
window installed at the southeast corner. Both homes, of course,
enployed rapid growing Virginia creeper to soften the heavy angularity
of the front walls, and while its rapid growth characteristics were
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Lanark Place, Alma and Tal., ca. 1910. (Motherwell Photograph
Collection, Prairie Regional Office, Winnipeg.)

ideal for an early show, in later years the creeper often produced
moisture retention problens.

The J.P. McLaren residence outside Arcola was the same basic
two-storey structure as the Motherwell and Brice homes but had a
radically altered roofline. The resultant sun deck was supplemented
both by a substantial second-floor balcony serving the upper hallway
door, and a veranda on the lower floor that extended across the width
of the house. Without the cakebox ornamentations of the house,
McLaren's barn was a superior exauple of its type. The main structure
is a simple, gambrel-roofed basement barn, but the addition of two
stone foundation lean—-to sections on either side greatly expanded the
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mixed farming capacity of the farm and gave the barn a Dutch
roofline.24

J.P. McLaren residence, Arcola, Sask. (Public Archives of Canada
PA 21653.)

A close scrutiny of the John McEachernresidence at Arcola reveals
that he was probably more careful than most in ensuring that larger and
stronger stonework was used for the corners. Like the other farmsteads
in this brief survey, the planting around the McEachernhome was not
well advanced, or at least not well kept. Arcola farmers could use the
excuse that the local terrain was sufficient to serve in lieu of
shelterbelts but they had no defence against attacks that they had
failed to beautify their property. H.C. Robey might well have feared
for their salvation.

Arcola, of course, was not the only centre of farmstead
development. The grand stone and brick farmhouses still abound in
Southern Saskatchewan, prevailing in areas of pre-1885 settlement and
appearing with predictable regularity in districts like Abernethy.
Examples from areas in Manitoba and around Moosomin, Indian Head,
Sintaluta, Kenlis and Lumsden in Saskatchewan, should serve to
illustrate the point that Lanark Place was unique only in that it
served as yet another exauple of the impact that Upper Canadian mores
had upon the western landscape.

John McEachern residence, Arcola, Sask. (Public Archives of Canada
PA 21652.)
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Another comparative example of homestead development phases
similar to that experienced near Abernethy can be found in this farm
scene in Southern Manitoba. Again, the farmer has constructed a
permanent stone basement barn to accommodate his stock before the
replacement of the home, and like Motherwell he appears to have
upgraded the original structures in the interim. The Manitoban's
access to rail transport, which can be seen in the distance, was a
luxury for which Motherwell had to fight long and hard alongside his
neighbours against the railroad interests, who resisted early demands
for branch line construction.

Farm scene in Southern Manitoba. (NorlWest Farmer,
September 1896, p. 211.)

Near Cypress River, Manitoba, the James Davidson farm sported a
large stone house and an equally impressive gable-roofed stone basement
barn. The barn entryways were protected by the rare veranda-style
eaves implying perhaps that the basement had previously been used as a
stable. The innovative use of the windmill in the barn indicates the
presence of a high water table, and the location of the well in the
stable basement avoided problems of winter freeze-up. However,
Davidson would have had to take pains to ensure that the well was not
contaminated by seepage from the manure floor. At Lanark Place no
subterranean water supply existed and windmill technology never became

Farm buildings of James Davidson, five miles northeast of Cypress
River, Man. (NorlWest Farmer, 5 Jan. 1898, p. 5.)
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part of its development. Also, by 1899 when the photograph of the
Davidson farm was taken, Motherwell's first plantings would have been
quite visible, while Davidson appears to have neglected this aspect of
farmstead development.

A number of examples serve to illustrate that in parts of
Manitoba, farmsteads were displaying obvious signs of maturity in
structure, layout, fencing and plantings around the turn of the
century. There were also many examples of layout that could easily
have influenced Motherwell in the final determination of building
location at Lanark Place. Although architectural design is widely
dissimilar, the layout of George Motheral's farm at Manitou bears a
striking resemblance to Motherwell's except for the added structure
behind the barn.

Farm house of Frank A. Conner, Portage La Prairie. (NorliWest
Farmer, 20 Dec. 1899, p. 956.)

Home of K. McKenzie. (NorlWest Farmer, 5 May 1899.)

At Killarney, Manitoba, Joseph Hammell apparently took the
reconmendations on tree planting emanating from the Brandon
experimental farm to heart. His young plantation of Manitoba maples
promises to shelter the cottage—style house with its hipped-gable roof.
But more importantly, they will protect the farmyard that Hammell
framed by the simple but effective gable-roofed farm buildings which
were perhaps more common in Manitoba than in the Territories.
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Stock farm of Joseph Lawrence and Sons, Clearwater, lMan. (NorlWest
Farmer, 20 Feb. 1899, p. 109.)

Farm buildings of Motheral, Manitou, Man. (Nor‘West Farmer,
20 Jan. 1900, p. 72.)

Home of Jos. Hammel, near Killarney, Man. (NoriWest Farmer,
20 Feb. 1900, p. 127.)
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At Minnedosa, George Frazer constructed a hipped-gable roof barn
atop a stone basement. In close proximity to the barn he built a
gable-roofed stone house with a kitchen extension reminiscent of Lanark
Place. Building close like this was a common layout fault identified
by farm journal editors, and it may have related back to British

concepts of the unit farm in which all buildings on the farmstead were
inter—connected.

Farm buildings of Geo. Frazer, Minnedosa, Man. (Nor!iWest Farmer,
20 Nov. 1901, p. 705.)

Certain elements of the structures and layout at Lanark Place were
repeated ad nauseum in western adaptations of eastern stone or brick
buildings. These included winter kitchen extensions, veranda styles,

Farm home of Alex Delgatty, Gilbert Plains,

Man. (Norllest Farmer, 5 March 1902, p.
p.197.)

Farm residence of J.W. HNewton, Wellwood, Man.
(Nor'West Farmer, 20 Dec. 1901, p. 825.)
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Farm home of T.E.M. Banting, Trees-
bank, Man. (Nor'West Farmer,
5 March 1902, p. 179.)

dormer shapes, chimney work, and in specifically Italianate designs,
the ubiquitous widow's walk. At Nesbitt, Manitoba, the home of A.E.
Rome showed a distinct propensity for ornamentation. His barn, fences
and auxiliary buildings were all cluttered with excessive adornment.
Fortunately he allowed the house to stand by itself.

Farm home of A.E. Rome, Nesbitt, Man. (Nor'‘West Farmer, 20 June
1902, p. 475.)

Gingerbread trim for eaves and dormers graced many prairie homes.
Few farmers, however, had the bad taste of a Lenore, Manitoba, house
builder who mixed gingerbread styles to the point of destroying the
integral unity of the house wings.

The same kind of mixing and matching on the larger scale of
building additions produced a prairie vernacular architecture. Some of
it was particularly pleasing in that it took on a pattern of organic,
natural growth. But prairie vernacular as expressed by the Pattison
farm outside Newdale, Manitoba, was merely a jumble of buildings so
poorly engineered that the poor draughting of the chimney on the summer
kitchen had to be compensated for by the extension of a stove pipe.

The Pattison agglomeration was an excellent example of the need for
shelterbelt camouflage.

As the final example of Manitoba farmsteads, the Robert Greaves
layout should be sufficient to set Lanark Place within the ambiance
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New stone house on the farm of Wm.
Lockhart, Lenore, Man. (Nor'West
Farmer, 20 Dec. 1902, p. 115.)

Farm home of W.D. Pattison, New-
dale, Man. (NorlWest Farmer,
6 April 1903, p. 333.)

Farm home of R. Greaves, Kenton,
Man. (Nor'West Farmer, 21 Nov.
1904, p. 1120.)

established by early settlers of British stock in the Northwest. Near
Kenton, Manitoba, Greaves built a simple gable-roofed stone house which
like most others was a simple variation on a theme. The buildings on
the Greaves farmstead lined up much like Motherwell's, although the
stone utility shed had a tendency to intrude upon the living space that
served the house, whereas Motherwell avoided this kind of intrusion by
the use of an intervening hedged lawn. The gambrel roof, the venting
system, eavestroughing and decorative windows are also closely related
to the Motherwell barn. Greaves was able, however, to use a gentle
swell in the terrain to bank his barn for access to the drive floor and
he added stairs to the storage area to give two-way entry. The lack of
similar access in the Motherwell barn seems to imply that the storage
of grain crops was less important than the animal husbandry functions
of the basement floor.
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Buildings on farm of R. Greaves, Kenton, Man. (Nor'West Farmer,
21 Nov. 1904, p. 1120.)

Assiniboia Farmsteads

The farmsteads of Assiniboia, which later became part of Southern
Saskatchewan, were even more closely akin to Lanark Place than those of
Manitoba. It was Motherwell's generation who filled up the railway
belt in Assiniboia as the Canadian Pacific progressed westward during
the early eighties, and at least until 1900 the group was homogeneous,
internally consistent, and if not Ontarian, usually Anglo-Saxon.

Thirty miles southeast of Abernethy, across the Qu'Appelle Valley,
this Pixholme homestead serves as a fair example of contiguous squared
timber construction. The house formed one side of the stable yard and
may have been reminiscent of Motherwell's homestead, although an 1890
photograph gives no indication that he built his log stable in such
close proximity. The Pixholme complex offers excellent examples of
thatched-roof stable construction, an interesting pole stacking
arrangement and a light but sturdy pole fence that may be an example of
the type Motherwell claims to have used.

Pixholme, 1886, 12 miles north of Grenfell, Assa. (Public Archives of
Canada C 79530.)
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Improvements made to the original Motherwell log home west of present
farmstead, ca. 1890. (Saskatchewan Archives Board [Regina].)

Fifteen miles south of Pixholme, near Grenfell, a more advanced
farmstead of the 1886 era could be found in the Hope Farm. In many
ways it represented an intermediate stage of farmstead development.
Apparently Skrine arrived with enough liquid capital to embark on an
advanced building programme or to purchase the property from a
development group who speculated on such farmsteads. In either case,
the Skrine farm was one of the more advanced models in the Territories
during the early 1890s; but by the turn of the century it had been
superseded by the grandiose estates of those who had endured their
primitive homes with some patience to reap the rewards of luxury at a
later date.

The system of erecting new barns before embarking on major house
programnes, however, was as common in Assiniboia as it was in Manitoba.
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Hope Farm of Mr. Percy Skrine, near Grenfell, 1886. (Public Archives
of Canada C 79529.)
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In this illustration of the A.B. Potter farm near Whitewood on the CPR,
a three-louvered barn graces the same field as the original house,
which like Motherwell's had been upgraded for health and comfort.
Potter also used pole fences to protect his fields against errant
stock, and the twin pole support posts are an interesting feature that
may have been incorporated by Motherwell. Some shelterbelting is in
evidence in the 1898 sketch, although the planting at Lanark Place
appears to have been done on a more calculated basis.

Farm buildings of A.B. Potter, Montgomery, Assa. (Nor'West
Farmer, Oct. 1898, p. 464.)

Meanwhile, around the prosperous Indian Head district, which had
the advantage of mainline rail service, homes of some substance were
beginning to appear on the barren plains at about the time Motherwell
was building his own stone house. Size, complexity of floor plan, and
added features such as the glazed veranda, give the William Douglas
house a distinct aura of opulence. It is clear from the photograph,
however, that houses like this were singularly inappropriate to the
open prairie and looked well only when extensive farmstead development
radically altered their setting.
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Farm residence of Wm. Douglas, near Indian Head, Assa. (NorWest
Farmer, 20 Sept. 1899, p. 675.)

Similarly the A. and G. Mutch farmhouse sat like a grotesque
institutional edifice without the benefit of a tree or hedge.
Nevertheless, the house was a solid example of brickwork and full use
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was made of the steeply pitched hip-roof to introduce large skylights
into oversized dormers. The Mutch home was 75 miles west of Abernethy
and sat on the edge of a shallow coulee. A fine wire fence had
replaced the common poplar poles, but much needed shelterbelting and
decorative planting had been totally neglected even as late as 1899.
Stone rather than brick was employed in the basement foundations of the
first and second Mutch barns and good use was made of the ground
features in the construction of the large bank barn. Although the farm
buildings were situated close to the house, the shallow gully provided
a natural barnyard and conveniently separated the farm functions. It
was this hillside shelter and topographical farmyard delineation that
probably allowed Mutch to postpone a planting programme indefinitely.

Farm home of A.&G. Mutch, Lumsden, Assa.
(Nor'West Farmer, 5 Aug. 1899, p. 849.)

Barnyard scene on the farm of A.&G.
Mutch, Lumsden, Assa. (NorliWest
Farmer, 5 Aug. 1899, p. 549.)

Similarly, the Stephens farm of Indian Head utilized a steep gully
in the construction of this classic example of a bank barn. Access to
the drive, or threshing floor was conveniently level although the stone
basement was a full ten feet high. The natural poplar groves were
preserved at the bottom of the gully, while a fine board fence enclosed
a well-sheltered barnyard. All structures on the property made use of
clapboard siding, including a shanty tool-shed that crowded the
basement entrance and resembled the shed erected on the Motherwell farm
in the late thirties.

By the turn of the century the farmsteads of Assiniboia were
beginning to show the effects of early landscaping efforts. The
Glaister house near Prince Albert shows a rare example of the use of
Virginia creeper on wood frame, although board siding did not really
need the softening impact that vegetation could impart to the heavy
lines of large stone houses. It is likely that the vines would
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Farm of W.H. Steven, Indian Head, Assa. (NorlWest Farmer,
5 July 1899.)

Farm home of Geo. Glaister, near Prince Albert, Sask. (NorliWest
Farmer, 20 Sept. 1900.)

eventually encourage wood rot on the front of this house as they did in
the mortar at Lanark Place.

Solid farmstead growth generally denoted a degree of
sophistication in the operation and was usually accompanied by similar
improvenents in the delineation of function and fencing techniques.
What once had seemed confused conglomerations of farm buildings began
to acquire a more engineered appearance when fences, hedges and
shelterbelts eventually began to draw out the internal consistency of
once barren farm layouts. Even homesteads that had seen little
structural development by 1901 such as the Bates farm at Kenlis eight
niles southwest of Abernethy seem much improved by the additions of
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shelterbelts. Of course not every farmer in the Territories made use
of the material at hand to beautify and protect his grounds. Although
this Indian Head farmer had been on his property for only five years at
the time of the 1902 photograph of the Holden farm, his failure to
utilize the expertise and generosity of the local experimental farm is
inexplicable. Had he prepared his farmstead grounds by summerfallow,
he could have had shelterbelts and forest groves free of charge.

Farm buildings of R.J. Campbell, Ellisboro, Assa. (NorlWest
Farmer, 5 Nov. 1901, p. 685.)

Farm of Geo. W. Bates, Kenlis, Assa. (NorlWest Farmer, 20 Dec.
1901, p. 823.)

Farm of Mr. Holden, near Indian
Head, NWT. "Mr. Holden has been
10 years in this country and 5
years on this farm, Aug. 1902."
(Public Archives of Canada

C 3499.)
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For those who took full advantage of the federal government's
generosity, the rewards were reaped in terms of more efficient mixed
farming operations and homes that had the appearance of genuine country
estates. Certainly Lanark Place falls into this category as does the
farm of Motherwell's neighbour, P. Ferguson of Kenlis, and that of

James Campbell east of Moose Jaw, which bore a striking resemblance to
the Motherwell complex.

Farm of P. Ferguson, Kenlis,
Assa. (NorlWest Farmer,
5 Feb. 1904, p. 147.)

Farm building of James Campbell 12 miles east of Moose Jaw, Sask.
(Norest Farmer, 20 Dec. 1902, p. 1137.)

Compared to others of its type, the Motherwell farmstead was
composed of an average house, an excellent set of grounds, a fine
L-shaped barn and an uncommonly large hired labourers' cottage. Modern
evaluations of the house have exaggerated its importance, and these
exaggerations have contributed to the erroneous assumption that the
house served as a singular reminder of Motherwell's wealth and
prosperity. lMore accurately, the house and the landscape serve as a
tribute to his grinding perseverance and a reminder that he was raised
and educated in the woodland of Eastern and Central Ontario.
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The Propagandists

The settlers who followed the railway into Assiniboia in the
Northwest Territories did not enter a vacuum in which they could only
have relied on their own previous examples. Agricultural journals such
as The Nor'-West Farmer and The Farmer's Advocate provided the
western homesteader with ample encouragement to build sheltered
farmsteads with extensive tree belts, ornamental plantings and
conveniently located service structures. Not surprisingly these
periodicals also tended to carry a heavy Ontarian bias and catered
directly to the Anglo—-Saxon migrants who moved west between 1882 and
1900.

By running regular features on topics like arboriculture, forestry
and gardening, and tree planting in the West, The Nor'-West Farmer
and its various competitors contributed greatly to the attitude that to
foliate the empty prairie by planting trees at every possible
opportunity was part of the "White Man's Burden.” Most importantly, of
course it was every farmer's duty to create out of his farmstead a
treed plantation, within which he could take shelter and through which
he could spread the gospel proclaimed by the experimental farms that a
woodland environment was available to all.

In its October 1883 issue, The Nor'-West Farmer echoed the
typical Ontarian response to the open prairie by reprinting a Moose
Jaw News editorial to the effect that

There can be no two opinions as to the desirability of

cultivating trees on our prairies. From every point of

view it is of the highest importance that no time be

be lost and that the business be carried on, on the

largest possible scale. Whether we have regard to the

production of fruits or of timber, to the effects upon

climate and moisture, to provision of shelter for man

and beast, or to the utility of orchards and groves in

breaking the sweep of the winds that threaten to carry

everything before them, it is clear that we want trees,

as many as possible and in the greatest possible

variety.25
Despite the fervent urgency of this prose and the claim that "Ontario
trees will grow well in this country, all they want is a fair chance,”
clearly relatively little was known about the varieties of trees and
methods of planting suitable for the continental climate of the central
plains.

Not until 1888, when the Dominion Experimental Farm at Indian Head
commenced full-scale operations, was concentrated experimental work
done on tree species and planting techniques. The general drought of
1886 had been particularly hard on nascent shelterbelts2® and had
discouraged farmers from pressing ahead with their own planting
programmes. Nevertheless, the drought served to emphasize the special
nature of dry land conditions and encouraged western agriculturalists
to seek out moisture preservation systems of preparing ground and
planting trees, just as it had encouraged the formulation of dry land
farming field techniques. A few years of perseverent observation had
shown that the only tree found growing naurally on the high prairie
with any success was the aspen poplar, and then only when it was
protected by underbrush and low foliage:
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«+.This protection to the roots by underbrush or foliage

prevents the soil from losing too much moisture by

evaporation and also prevents rapid changes of

temperature from affecting the roots.~
Consequently, it was felt that similar measures could be adapted for
farmstead plantings by allowing potatoes, corn or in extreme cases even
weeds to grow around newly transplanted trees to increase their
survival rate.

By 1899 The Farmer, as The Nor'-West Farmer was prone to
call itself, was advocating the use of hardy Manitoba maple (box elder)
and "cheap cottonwood poplar” as starting trees. To accommodate the
demand expected from publicity of this kind, the experimental farm at
Brandon imported an ample supply of cottonwood seedlings from Dakota,
where they were also being distributed in mass planting
programmes.28 It was recommended that a four—-foot planting grid be
used for the plough line. Roots were to be protected by a well-packed
base soil and a constant supply of moisture, and farmers were
admonished to take the time to plant a few trees well each year rather
than a thousand trees poorly.29

By the end of the eighties tree planting, at least in Manitoba,
had become a going concern. Not only were the experimental stations at
Brandon and Indian Head involved in the early phases of distribution,
but, as The Farmer put it, "the tree pedlar is again abroad in the
land.” Although the developing govermment distribution system would
soon make the tree sellers something of an anachronism, in the meantime
they found an active market for their nursery stock. The Winnipeg farm
journals, however, saw no good in the itinerant salesmen and warned the
public that not only were they eastern-based and ignorant of prairie
conditions, but they were little better than charlatans. Their worst
vice was the advertising of fruit tree stocks, few of which had any
chance of survival in the western climate, to dupe the Ontarian
homesteader community into large but useless pruchases.30 It takes
little imagination to see within The Farmer a district bias toward
Winnipeg nurseries and tree farms, and not without just cause.
Apparently many farmers had already lost both money and time on poor
nursery stock and inappropriate species.

The prairie homestead was not a place where one could afford to
waste cash on worthless tree types, much less waste time on the
planting of short-lived shelterbelts originally intended to nurture new
grain varieties under difficult prairie conditions. Fortunately, trees
were often easy to procure by gathering the maple seeds that collected
along the banks of most creeks and streams during September and
October. With a proper bed prepared by summer fallowing, ploughing,
manuring and furrowing, a belt could be seeded in the fall. Then, with
a good straw or manure mulch and a constant supply of water through the
next summer, the seedlings would be strong enough to be thinned by the
second or third year, or left dense enough to create a maple hedge.

In 1890 the Central Experimental Farm in Ottawa sent one of its
last shipments of 130,000 seedlings west to Manitoba and the
Territories.3! Then, through the 1890s, the western branches at
Brandon and Indian Head began to take control of the tree programme.
Part of the impetus behind their strenuous campaign, which was abetted
by The Farmer's Advocate and The Nor'-West Farmer, was an early
belief in the power of artificial forestation to alter the climate of
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the Great Plains. 1In 1890 The Advocate claimed that "the planting
of trees in large numbers would influence the annual rainfall, and make
our climate less liable to dry seasons.” Despite the fact woodlands
were sometimes subjected to droughts, "any thinking man cannot fail to
understand that trees must affect the rainfall more or less."32
Even in Manitoba the evidence was clear to The Advocate's forestry
editor that more rain fell annually in the bluff districts than in the
open ones. In theory this whole concept centered around the ability of
forest growth to send down roots to the deep water table and then to
transpire this moisture into the atmosphere. It was obvious that great
quantities of water were released this way since "no moisture ever
descends to the roots again"” after having carried its nourishment
treeward. "The moisture or vapour rising cool from the forests comes
in contact with the clouds above, and the junction is said to occasion
rain nearby.” Accordingly, the converse was true on the Prairies,
because the atmosphere would be drier than the air above

and instead of moisture joining moisture and inducing

rain, the dry air would counteract the moisture above

and there would be no rainfall.33
If the resident experts at The Advocate were to be believed, the
ecosystem of the Canadian interior was out of phase — the reverse of a
proper balance. Fortunately, it was susceptible to change and it had
become the duty of every farmer to plant trees to restore the proper
climatic balance of the Prairies. This pseudo-scientific rationale
became part of the exegesis of farmstead plantations. Farmers were to
plant not only shelterbelts and decorative plots but actual grooves of
poplar or maple. It was assumed that on a two by three foot grid, an
acre of land could produce 7200 trees, over 6000 of which could later
be thinned out and used for fuel or other purposes.34 Indeed, the
Indian Head Tree Nursery photograph files contain a large number of
farmsteads with extensive plantation acreages and plentiful supplies of
additional fuel and timber.

Along with the increasing involvement of the western experimental
farms in prairie agriculture, the nineties also witnessed the
introduction and testing of new tree, hedge and shrub varieties with
sone success. As early as 1891, on the basis of a two-year study, it
was found that a number of imported species might be hardy enough to
survive. These included birch, Russian poplars, several willows,
cottonwood, mountain ash, American elder, soft maple, white and green
ash, Russian olive and Ontario cedar.3% But the most popular trees
remained the Manitoba maple, the native ash, elm and poplar, and the
white spruce, although these did not possess the ornamental value of
some of the more exotic varieties. The planting of native trees was
strongly recommended because the difficult growing conditions often
discouraged settlers who had begun "by planting the five hardwoods and
evergreen varieties so well known to them in their eastern
homes."36 It was thought better to succeed with maple, ash,

Russian popuar and willow, than to fail with the Ontario varieties and
discourage all tree planting.

Each year of trial and error on the experimental farms as well as
among the homesteaders who, like Motherwell, possessed the training or
the aptitude for experimentation and observation, yielded a wider
variety of available plantings. These included both utilitarian and
ornamental shrubs for hedging as well as the versatile maple which was
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Plantation "pruned up and not cultivated", 3 years, 1909. (Prairie Farm
Rehabilitation Agency Tree Nursery, Indian Head, Sask., no. 365.)

Plantation of Manitoba maple and cottonwood, 2 years, 4x4 grid, 1908.
(Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Agency Tree Nursery, Indian Head, Sask.,

no. 951.)
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interchangeable as a tree or a hedge. Southernwood, tartarian
honeysuckle, and the popular caragana or Siberian tea tree came into
common use as did the shrub lilacs and spiraea.37 However,
according to Angus McKay, the Superintendent at Indian Head, Russian
willow and maple hedges were absolutely the most superior, and the
Ontarian farmsteads abounded in these common species.

By the late 1890s, then, a wealth of horticultural and
aboricultural information had been made readily available to the
farmers of the Northwest Territories. Armed with this information,
much of which they themselves had provided, the Ontarian settlers set
about to implement their own particular philosophy and life-style or at
least that part of it that could be physically expressed in their
surroundings. Having forsaken the fruitless first attempts to create
an orchard land of their new homes, they commenced the creation of
tree—encased farmsteads reminiscent of the wooded homeland that they
had left behind for the free land of the West. Lanark Place serves as
a quality example of the numerous farmstead estates the Ontarians built
to perpetuate their particular way of life.
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LANARK PLACE LANDSCAPE

Unable to make use of the features available on the rim of
Pheasant Creek coulee, W.R. Motherwell was confronted with the task of
providing his farm and home with the amenities and services necessary
to sustain a mixed farming operation, while at the same time providing
a comfortable environment within which the inhabitants of Lanark Place
could live, work and play. Shelter and water were the two paramount
concerns on the new farmstead. In 1897 Motherwell shifted his
attention from the care of the animals to provision for his family and
by the end of the year a great stone house had given the family
presence a decidedly permanent character. The water supply, on the
other hand, continued to be a source of annoyance, having to be hauled
in water butts on a stone boat from Pheasant Creek, a mile and a half
south of the house.! A cistern for wash water was also attached to
the house to collect runoff and meltwater from the roof and the ice
storage cellar; but this system could not support an expanding mixed
farming operation and served only to contribute to the crude daily
existence that was a result of the incessant battle against a prairie
environment. Yet, the purpose of farmstead development was to make
something more than the primitive essentials available to the Great
Plains farmer, and it was as much a matter of life-style as it was a
matter of scientific technique.

Within his eight acres Motherwell intended to provide a guaranteed
fresh water supply, a variety of garden produce, a local tree supply,
and sheltered glades among the tree belts which would serve as work and
recreation areas segregated from the central barnyard which had been
created at the centre of the property on the lee side of the barn.
These functions, the slope of the land, and the prevailing winds
determined the direction that the construction of the farmstead
landscape would take.?2 Retaining the grid-like orientation of the
township survey, Motherwell organized his farmstead into four distinct
sections of slightly varying sizes, with the stable at the approximate
centre, and the house dominating the approach road. For the purposes
of this study these four segments will be referred to as quadrants and
will be identified according to their function or dominant feature such
as the house, garden, dugout and barn.

By late 1897 the proud new fieldstone house was ready for
occupation and the family transferred their household from the original
log home. Two seasons of building in 1896 and 1897 when crops also had
to be planted, cultivated, harvested, threshed and sold, probably meant
that tree planting was not begun in earnest until the spring of 1898.
Following the accepted recommendations for foundation shelterbelts,
Motherwell closed off his property with an extensive C-shaped line of
trees that extended along the north, west and south sides, with an
additional T belt at the north end of the farmstead where the added
protection matured extra trees and seedlings. The layout was a classic
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example of the standard planting pattern recommended by the
experimental farms and the horticultural editors of the farm journals.

There are no remnants of these original plantings still in
existence. After the site had been designated a potential historic
park in the late 1960s, Parks Canada determined that a maintenance
programme should be undertaken and invited the Prairie Farm
Rehabilitation Agency (Department of Regional and Economic Expansion)
to participate in the project. With the farmstead in an advanced state
of neglect, it was decided that the farmstead should be levelled and
replanted. Accordingly, the entire site except for the lawn and hedge
and the front fence line was bulldozed clean of trees and fences.
However the As-Found drawings of the farmstead, compiled in 1968 and
1969 by Thomas White of Regina, have proven useful in the theoretical
re-creation of the tree lines and other features at Lanark Place.

The single most important piece of information emanating from the
landscape As-Found documents is the stump diameter of all the trees and
the tree remnants that had survived the era of neglect. John Stewart,
Parks Canada landscape architect, has correlated all the species extant
on the property with their diameters (Appendix F). Keeping in mind
that different loctions within the farmstead were likely to produce a
variety of growth rates, these correlations should give a reasonable
profile of the planting programme undertaken by Motherwell after 1897.
The largest stump diameter found on the farmstead in 1968 was 12
inches. Examples of each variety of Motherwell's shelterbelt trees had
reached this size, including Manitoba maple, green ash, acute-leafed
willow and white spruce. No stump diameter has been given for the
Russian poplar, but because it was interspersed alternately among some
of the oldest willow it might have been planted at about the same
time.

Leaving the cxamples of white spruce aside for the moment, the
oldest trees on the farmstead coincide conveniently with the two major
wind-break lines on northwestern farms. Obviously the two most
important tree lines on the property were those that bordered the
northern and western edges (0/3-/3, 3/A-B). These would take the full
brunt of the northwest winds that perpetually swept across tlotherwell's
quarter toward his barn and house. However, the northern shelterbelt
was also one of the least dense on the property, composed as it was of
two widely separated rows of Manitoba maple planted on a four-foot
grid. The photograph of the men's cottage, probably taken during the
winter of 1914, illustrates the nature of this planting and its dubious
effectiveness during the leafless season (p. 86). But Motherwell was
obviously not interested in preventing snow from entering the confines
of his farmstead. Rather he hoped to trap all the snow that was
available at generally strategic locations to give the grounds a
healthy start in the spring with a good supply of meltwater. During
the summer, in full leaf, the two maple rows would provide effective
shelter against hot summer winds, but in the winter they would barely
interrupt the full blast of northern gales, allowing snow to blow
across the landscape. Motherwell was not prepared, however, to allow
this snow to build up around the house. Accordingly he planted two
rows of maple extending in a T south from the thin northern belt toward
the centre of the property, passing between the house and the barn
(9-10/K-N). The two rows of maple were then supplemented by the
addition of two more rows of cottonwood poplar to make the barrier
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complete (10/K-N). The northern tip of this thick shelterbelt can be
seen in the same photograph of the men's cottage which clearly
illustrates its effectiveness in winter and its impenetrability in
sunmer. In fact, by the time the men's cottage was built, between 1908
and 1914, the growth of all the wind-breaks was typical of a relatively
mature homestead despite indications that in 1902 none of the trees had
been over six feet high.3

The western shelterbelt was the most substantial on the property
but it was far from being a solid wall of trees, the like of which
could be found at Indian Head. In fact, there were two distinct
components to the shelterbelt that served the 700 foot length of the
property. The first, or northern, component began like an end lap
joint at the western extremity of the two northern maple rows
(3-4/K-N). The full length of this first component is uncertain. In
1937-38 when the earth ramp to the barn was constructed, a small dugout
was excavated at the cend of this section and early plantings may have
been destroyed. This lack of economy on the totherwell farm is
unlikely. It is more probable that the section extended south only
150-200 feet where it came to an abrupt halt. This first part of the
western shelterbelt was composed of a single outer row and three
supplemental inner rows of llanitoba maple, planted on a four-foot grid
nearly 30 feet away from the first row. It is fairly clear that this
double structure in the northwest corner would have effectively

protected the entrance to the drive floor of the barn and the northern
working field.

48
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Outside belt looking north (Indian Head), 1908 - maple, willow and
cottonwood. (Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Agency Tree Nursery, Indian
Head, Sask., no. 183.)

Between the first and second components of the western shelterbelt
a gap of nearly 200 feet was left unplanted (3-4/G-K). Through the
southern portion of this gap, the working vehicle service lane sliced
across the euntire farmstead and out into Motherwell's fields (3/G-H).
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Similarly a lesser lane and gateway was left at the northern end of the
gap (2-3/J-K) leading to and from the barn and servicing an
experimental plot which appeared later in the history of the farm
(1-3/K=0). Yet these driveways required only 20- or 30-foot gaps in
the page wire fence that enclosed the farmstead. It seems that the real
purpose of the large break in the shelterbelt was to allow the
prevailing northwest winds to blow snow directly into the area of the
farmstead that would soon contain Motherwell's huge dugout (E/7, E/56,
8/C-D). Guarded by two large mounds of earth, both of which were
planted with dense willow groves, the dugout trapped the wind-blown
snow throughout the winter and by late March it would be filled with
meltwater. Supplemented by the June rains, the dugout would hold an
ample supply of water throughout the summer and fall.

The dugout section of the property was surrounded on three sides
by the finest of the shelterbelts that Motherwell planted before the
turn of the century. The western edge (3-4/A-G), which was in reality
the continuation of the entire western shelterbelt, comprised three
rows of trees in a tight, four—-foot grid. Inside the first row of
hardy maple which took the wind's full force, Motherwell began to
intersperse other varieties. The two inner rows were composed entirely
of willow, which because of their shape allowed snow to spread across
the field in front of them, but blocked the heavy upper winds which
would have drifted it off the property.

On the south the dugout area was enclosed by a dense,
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geometrically staggered, four—foot grid of three mixed rows (A-B/5-9).
Again, the outer row used maple as its foundation but in this instance
green ash were alternately interspersed between the maples. The
central row was composed entirely of Russian poplar, an Asian import
that had proven successful in the Prairies, and acute-leafed willows
accounted for the inside row, completing the belt.

The third belt of trees that helped to protect the dugout was
formed of a loose planting of willow and Russian poplar (10/A-G). 1In a
broad sense it can be seen as the continutaion of the belt of trees
which extended south from the northern edge of the property and passed
between the house and barn, effectively separating the western barn
half from the eastern house half. On the other hand, the tree species
of the southern section of this dividing belt were radically different
from the maple and the cottonwood lying to the north. More importantly
the willow and poplar were specifically designed to protect the garden
area of the farmstead which lay due east of this specialized
shelterbelt and which needed dense foliage to save it from the parching
winds of summer.

The last section of the oldest tree belts sat in the middle of the
farmstead where it served less as a shelterbelt and more as a
decorative partition to separate the house and law from the barnyard
(1-J/9-11). Actually, this section of maple and poplar was an
extension of the maple belt known as Lovers' Lane that stretched south
from the men's cottage. Two arching rows of maple on the house side of
the barnyard fence served as a driveway loop joining the two access
roads, while the row nearest the fence also camouflaged the wooden
privy. Toward the lawn cottonwoods added height and variety and in



Motherwell Photograph Collection.



49

s mEFrP AP PPEITY SO
P P S O
PROLADED D s DO A
eIV Lt ¥ Byelel MO

later years, possibly 1914, a row of white spruce was added to the
belt, giving it a distinct ornamental flavour. Whether the spruce
extended north much beyond the house line is not known.

Three final tree rows completed the shelterbelts at Lanark Place,
adding a finished look to the front of the property. At the northeast
corner two rows of Manitoba maple (12-13/L-0), planted around 1903
formed an arching bower extending nearly 150 feet from the house to the
north corner.* 1In a sense it was a later duplication of the
Lovers' Lane maple rows that served as a path and driveway to the
cottage on the northern edge of the farmstead.
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At the other end of the site the shelterbelts around the garden
were completed at the same time by the addition of single rows of maple
trees (12-13/B-G, ASG/10-12). Except for the orchard which was planted
around 1930 (11-12/L-N), these are among the last of the major tree
plantings at Lanark Place. Judging from the size of their stumps and
their height in the 1922 panoramic photograph of the farmstead, they
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Newer maples on northeast edge of the property duplicating the Lover's
Lane maples, ca. 1920. (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

were also put in around 1903 or 1905, probably at the same time as the
two rows of younger maple north of the house. Essentially the garden
belts encased the area they served. Undoubtedly they would have
contributed to snow collection during the colder months, while offering
shade and wind-break during the summer. However, they do not exhibit
the same careful engineering that went into the creation of the
shelterbelts for the dugout, the working field beside the barn, or the
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area surrounding the house. They serve as dressing for the front of
the property. Their function is not utilitarian, but aesthetic and
psychological. Since the farmstead was designed as a garden woodland
to give oasis—like relief from the stark prairie, no purpose would have
been served by leaving 700 feet of frontage open to the intrusion of
the angularity of the plains. The farmstead was an enclosing
experience. Unnecessary gaps in the enclosure would reduce the quality
of the experience. But at the same time, Motherwell designed his
farmstead to be seen, and a cursory survey of other farmsteads shows
that Lanark Place was uncommonly transparent. Although the house was
too close to the road no attempt was made to hide it with high trees
which would have buffered it against the road traffic, as infrequent as
it may have been. Beside the house, a hedged lawn gave a broad vista
of the interior of the farm without laying it completely bare
(I-J/11-12); and along the front line of the property the shelterbelts,
which were obviously less substantial than the others, gave an
impression of the immensity of the farmstead by exposing it up to the
medial line of the intersecting maple belts (10/A-0).

At the same time the most visible part of Lanark Place was also
the most decorative. All the truly ornamental trees were planted in
this area. The lawn, which was used as a recreation area and tennis
court, was surrounded by a clipped caragana hedge in the style of a
formal European garden. In fact, it was referred to by the family as
the outdoor living room” and figured prominently in most of the
Motherwells' seasonal entertaining.
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East of the lawn a large flower bed contained a broad variety of
flowering species (13/I-J), while the larger beds in front of the house
seem to have been devoted to a single species (13/J-K), such as
geraniums in the early years and petunias after the Motherwell in-laws
descended on the farm in the 1920s.
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White spruce decorated the strategic corners of the property
frontage (13/G-K). Two straddled the entrance of the working vehicle
road, one stood at the south corner of the main gateway, another was
planted at the northeast corner of the house beds. A row of white
spruce was located west of the veranda (near 10/K), and at the open end
of the lawn a small grove of ten spruce contributed a variety of shape
and colour to the poplar and maple that had been planted over a decade
before (near 10/I-J). The photographic evidence indicates that the
spruce were a very late planting, and Major llcFadyen, a farm—hand at
Lanark Place in 1914, claims that it was he who dug the trench and
prepared the clay and manure layering to make the ground ready to
receive the spruce.7 By 1922 the trees were showing a healthy,
sturdy growth, but there is also some evidence to suggest that earlier
plantings of spruce underwent some difficulties. A photograph taken
during a Department of Agriculture staff excursion in late July
19148 shows a row of young and ailing spruce trees at the west end
of the lawn, just beyond the hedge (near 13/I-J). It may have been too
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Department of Agriculture Excursion, 1914. (——) (Motherwell Photograph
Collection.)
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exposed along this fence line for the tender spruce or the ground may
have been unsuitable for the sustained growth; but whatever the reasons
for their eventual disappearance, the shelter provided by the
poplar-maple belts at the other end of the lawn would have satisfied
the general requirements outlined by the prairie horticultur-

alists.?9 Because autumn is a propitious time for transplanting,

these spruce or at least their successors may have been moved to
properly prepared beds at the opposite end of the lawn late in 1914,
while the fence line was given over to shrubs and flowers.

Most, if not all, of the ornamental plantings were confined to the
area around the house. A clipped and shaped caragana hedge lined three
sides of the formal lawn, while four old elms, one of which failed to
survive, decorated the casual lawn west of the house and were
supplemented by the additional spruce plantings of 1914 (near 11/K).
Two rows of large, widely spaced cottonwoods lined the working driveway
south of the caragana hedges (G-I1/10-13) and four large cottonwoods
helped to frame the house on the north side (K-L/12-13) while at the
samne time softening the parlour view of the future orchard. At the
front of the house, the parlour garden (J-K/13) held a variety of
flowers in large earth beds located between the eight—inch curbs, and
the lawn and rose bushes indicated by the As-Found drawings appear to
have been relatively late additions. The house, then, was seen as a
focal point of floral beauty, yet it was the total impact of the
farmstead vegetation that made sites like Lanark Place centripetal
centres of aesthetic interest on the Saskatchewan plain. Naturally
field-work was the raison d'étre for these farms, but for the
Ontarians, at least, the tree—lined farmsteads were hone.

Consequently, Lanark Place was seen as an entity unto itself,
independent of the field system beyond, and the name referred
specifically to only that acreage Motherwell chose to enclose.

From this survey of the shelterbelts it is clear that Motherwell
had a profound impact upon his eight-acre landscaped tract in Section
14. He had encased his farmstead in a wall of maple, willow and
poplar. He had partitioned the acreage into four specific areas, each
with a function completely different from the others. And he had
separated the work areas from the living space which he developed
around the stone house. Traffic patterns into each area were dictated
by the plantings which were also supplemented with page wire fence.

Motherwell's control of the climate within the dimension of his
farmstead was even nore impressive. Winds and snow sifted into the
structure only where he allowed for the purpose of trapping the useful
noisture that would be released into the ground by the warmth of
spring. The major topographic alterations Motherwell wrought in the
southern section of the farmstead, the shelterbelts, and the ornamental
trees combined to create an oasis where none had stood before. The
grasp of the prairie elements on this particular piece of land had been
broken. Motherwell had remade his enviromment and had given his home
at least the flavour if not the essence of his old woodland origins.
Lanark Place, like innumerable other verdant farmsteads in Southern
Saskatchewan, had become a land apart, a territory unto itself.
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The Quadrants

As a self-contained unit Lanark Place operated on the basis of a
division of function. Each of the four distinct spaces served a basic
human need: the shelter or living space was dominated by the house, the
food space contained the vegetable garden, the dugout was the central
feature of the water space, and the barn dictated the activity of the
work space. A reduced version of the farmstead illustrates both the
integrity of each space and how it was interrelated with the other.

The
W.R.Motherwell
Farmstead ...
Lanark Place

R RN S

Each of the spaces shares one or more common features with its
adjoining quadrant. The obvious division lines in the farmstead layout
are the two axes which intersected between the implement shed and the
barn (H/9-10). The northern and southern portions of the site were
divided by the working driveway which led ostensibly to the implement
shed, but actually gave access through the entire farmstead to the rye
and wheat fields beyond (H). The farmstead was then quartered by the
interior, or lateral, shelterbelts which crossed from north to south
(10): a maple belt extending from the men's cottage to the implement
shed driveway, and a willow belt which extended from the southern edge,
along the drainage ditch to the implement shed itself. The real
anomaly in the system was the barnyard which sat at the centre of the
axes and was segregated by a high, imposing board fence. Gates in the
fence at the intersections of both driveways (H/9-10 and 9/J-K)
provided easy access into and through the barnyard but it effectively
interrupted traffic flow into the dugout quadrant. This was apparently
not a mistake in design. Motherwell is presumed to have been extremely
cautious of the dugout and attempted to prevent easy or regular
access.l0 Nevertheless, the dugout was used for recreation at

certain points, and while swimming may have been discouraged because of
a treacherous bottom, canoeing or punting was allowed. Thus even the
barnyard served a strategic function beyond the mere containment of
grazing animals. Its positioning was awkward and somewhat
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inconvenient, but like every other feature of the farmstead it served
to block, guide and direct traffic flow while providing added
protection for ornamental plantings.

There are, then, within the confines of the farmstead four
distinct areas which provide a convenient organizational tool for
analysis. In the northeast corner the house, or ornamental quadrant,
provided the family with their living space in an area roughly 150 x
350 feet. To the south, the garden quadrant contained the over-sized
kitchen garden and the implement shed in an area of approximately the
same size. The dugout quadrant in the southwest corner stored nearly
all the farmstead's water in an artificial basin which held drainage
from an area 300 x 350 feet. North of the dugout the barn or working
quadrant served Motherwell's mixed farming operation and with
dimensions of 350 x 400 feet, it was the largest of the four.

The clear definition of the function of each plot in the farmstead
was standard farming practice in the oldest regions. Each plan that
received notice in the agricultural periodicals made wide use of
fencing and tree lines to divide the farmstead into useable portions.
Few, however, offered the kind of symmetrical regularity that could be
found at Lanark Place. Often, the classic layouts were so cluttered
with aesthetic design that their role was subverted by their intricacy.
Perhaps the vivid imagination of the young can be forgiven for Percy
Florence's clumsy example of wasted space in this farmstead layout; but
it was encouraging, nevertheless, to see The Farmer catering to the
interest of potential farmers, many of whom were already forsaking
their father's homesteads in favour of the rising living standards of
burgeoning prairie cities.

Other examples of agrarian landscapes, like this one published by
The Farmer's Advocate, showed a tendency to incorporate

At = : R S
K &=2100 f)?)r- T
° % * = 2 s 2

@ g

6 9 me

School boy's plan for farmstead by P. Florence, Balmoral, Man.
(NoriWest Farmer, Oct. 1909.)
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Design for a homestead. (Farmers'
Advocate, Feb. 1907.)

inordinately formal garden areas which only served to detract from the
operation of the farm. Although the concept of farmstead landscaping
among the 1880s pioneers may have received its impetus from the Ontario
woodland ethos, even Motherwell, who expressed the Ontarian identity as
distinctly as any, was too practical a farmer to give ornament a higher
priority than efficiency in his farmstead.

Two Manitoba farmsteads, both radically different from Lanark
Place, serve to illustrate this efficiency. The J. Ching farm at
Shadeland sacrificed aesthetics for a pronounced spatial efficiency and
an econonical tree planting schedule. An L-shaped shelterbelt on the
northern and western sides of the property provided reasonable
protection against the prevailing winds and allowed Ching to include
sufficient pasturage for his calf and cattle operations. His garden
was swall and unlike Motherwell's tended to intrude upon the living
space around his crowded house. At the same time, Ching's working yard
was easily accessible to all sections of the farm and encouraged a
close grouping of the utility buildings, all of which were able to
border on the pasturage.

SH e g 15 e e Co T ARC
o o o e U ees o TR
SV s e e 3]

, O o ch‘o";t\,‘3x.\(|d.‘~‘
Layout of buildings of J. Ching, Shadeland, 2:o”°ﬁ$““i@~ ’
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A more impressive and generally more attractive example of
Manitoba farmsteads could be found near Shoal Lake on the Joseph Tucker
property. In full leaf Tucker's grounds were probably even more
impressive than Motherwell's. The working area of the farmstead,
including a small pasture, a hog pen and the stable buildings, had its
own clearly established space well separated and sheltered from the
nain road. Like the rest of the farmstead it was protected by the
standard northwest shelterbelts, but added substantial plantings
provided wide separation for a small garden as well as a buffer zone
for the house and lawns. Tucker's use of a segregated corner for the
farmstead's living space achieved the same frontal presence as the
Motherwell house without being subject to the same intrusion that a
roadway nmight have presented.

Layout of farm buildings by J. Tucker,
Shoal Lake, Man. (Nor'West Farmer,
Nov. 1901.)
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The question remains how Motherwell responded to the particular
conditions he found and created on his farmstead near Abernethy,
Assiniboia. Clearly the dugout became a dominant feature, so much so
that it was accorded more than a quarter of the total area. The
barnyard, dictated by the shape of the barn itself, commanded the
centre of the farmstead; and the working field, the largest of the
segments, was oriented to the drive floor ramp on the west and the mow
access ports on the north (J/6-7, J-K/7-9). House, lawn and woodlot
filled the remainder of the space not given over to the garden, which
from the beginning provided vitamin-rich foodstuffs for the family,

farm-hands, maids, friends and visitors as well as indigent settlers
and treaty Indians.ll

The House or Ornamental Quadrant (NE)

During the first years of development, after Lanark Place had
become the family home in 1897, the ornamental quadrant was not as well
defined or segregated as it came to be after 1908. Like the garden,
the two tree lines that served to demarcate the living space from the
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rest of the farmstead were among the last major plantings to be carried
out. Initially the area was protected only by the two widely spaced
rows of maple that ran the width of the property on its north side
(0/10-12). This determination to complete the major plantings first
was certainly not consistent with Motherwell's character. Obviously
his primary concern in the first years of the new farmstead was the
protection of the livestock, the establishment of his working field,
and the development of his dugout water supply. Consequently, the
decorative planting and landscaping around the house had to await a
more convenient time.

i The
| W.R.Motherwell
. Farmstead...

' Lanark Place

The W.R. Motherwell farmstead - Lanark Place. The house quadrant.

Actually, each development phase of the farm's history was related
to the supply of labour and the availability of liquid capital. The
year 1907 was a turning point in that Motherwell probably had begun to
utilize his salary as Saskatchewan Commissioner of Agriculture to
complete his buildings and landscape as he had envisioned them ten
years earlier. The barn was raised, the implement shed completed, and
shortly thereafter a men's cottage was built to house two labourers,
thus separating them from the female staff in the house. At the same
time four more belts of trees were added to the farmstead to complete
the sectional divisions. In the house quadrant they took the form of
two parallel belts of trees running north and south. The central belt
was composed of four rows of maple, and the outer belt along the front
of the property was composed of two more (9-10/K-N, 12-13/-L-0). The
effect of these new plantings was threefold. They created a utility
quadrangle north of the house, they separated the barn and working
field from the living space, and they added a finishing touch to the
roadside thus supplementing the few plantings that Motherwell had
already carried out in the immediate region of the house.

On the north side of the new home Motherwell had established an
abbreviated row of four poplars (K-11/12-13) to offer its exposed
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Four cottonwood at the northeast corner of the house with the utility
quadrangle showing the men's cottage in the background, ca. 1918.

(%g) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

location more protection. At the same time two additional rows of
cottonwood were planted well south of the house along either side of
the access road that sliced across the centre of the property
(G-1/10-13). Also performing a triple function, these poplar created a
laneway, marked off the southern extremity of the house quadrant and
offered shade to the formal lawn. The lawn was also flanked on the
west by yet another row of six poplars all of which showed obvious
signs of crowding and poor growth at the time the 1922 panoramic
photograph was taken (1-/I-J).

By 1943 all of the cottonwood at the front of the property had
been lost to disease, age or both.12 The Russian poplar alternated
in the maple shelterbelts is presumed to have thrived among a protected
group (A-B/5-9 and 10/A-F); but closely planted poplar merely competed
with itself, slowing growth in some instances and killing it in others.
Not even the As-Found documents show any record of the existence of
poplars near the house. During the pre-Ottawa days before 1921 when
Motherwell was named Dominion Minister of Agriculture, the ground
around all the cottonwoods was kept completely free of undergrowth by
scuffling; 13 but during the Gillespie era between 1921 and 1933
such efficient cultivation may have been neglected as the appearance of
the farmstead was allowed to deteriorate. The poplar probably suffered
accordingly.

A hardy grove of elm planted at the west of the house fared
sonewhat better than the poplar and were still standing in 1968 when
the site was bulldozed (K/11). Originally, four elms were planted in a
square and the grove thus created served to shelter a clothesline while
giving shade to a lawn intended as a relaxation area for farm-hands,
house workers and family.14 There is some question, however, about
the exact date of the installation of the elms. A close examination of
the 1922 panorama shows no identifiable elm tree between the
clothesline post and the row of white spruce behind. Yet the As—Found
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Looking southwest through two rows of cottonwood flanking service road.
Implement shed is visible and dense shelterbelt is maple at north end

of garden, 1922. (LL&%:E) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

Trees at west end of lawn-tennis court, 1922. Spruce row planted ca.

1914. Note poor growth of crowded poplar and obvious loss of one tree.
(L/40—P

2 ) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

document shows quite clearly that the elms, three of which had survived
the ravages of neglect only to fall before the bulldozers, would have
been visible in that space. They were recorded in 1969 as having a

12-inch diameter, as large as any of the older stumps, but the date of
their planting is as yet unknown.
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Two spruce planted north of the access road are visible above the

bugzy. The clothesline is set on short six-foot posts. No elmns are

apparent, 1922. (éggé:g)

North of the house, the open field that may have served initially
as a small plantation woodlot underwent radical alterations around
1930.15  Three years later, when Dan Gallant arrived to take over
the management of the farm after the death of J.B. Gillespie, he found
new Saunders apple and Niagara wild plum trees in the orchard standing
at a height of no more than four feet. No doubt, the uncommonly free
time that Motherwell had after the Liberal defeat in 1930 accounted for
his renewed interest in making alterations to the Lanark Place
landscape. The orchard, which acquired something of a reputation in
the district, was protected by an unattractive ten—foot chicken wire
fence that Motherwell erected to preserve the tender fruit tree bark
from rabbits and other gnawing rodents.l6

The same kind of fencing could be found on the opposite side of
the house where chicken wire was used at the ecast end of the formal
lawn as a tennis tence. Tennis was a common pastime at Lanark Place as
it was on most other Ontarian farmsteads on the Prairies during the
early years from 1900 to 1930.17 This is not to say, however, that
elaborate or permanent tennis courts were installed on every
estate-style farmstead. At Lanark Place the court was usually marked
out on the caragana—-enclosed lawn with white ribbon, rather than more
permanent lime. Similarily the unsightly tennis fence was not a
permanent fixture and was probably rolled out only when necessary. The
low fence is probably a good indication that the court lacked the
necessary firmness to offer a fine playing surface.

In front of the lawn on the east side of the hedge, and in front
of the house, Motherwell located his feature flower beds (13/I-J).
There is very little to indicate the location of flower planting before
1918, although a bill from the Steele Briggs Seed Company in May 1907
provides certain information on the annuals that he may have had
planted that spring. The order included Best mixed sweet peas, which
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Looking northeast across the lawn, ca. 1918. The nature of the fence
and the use of ribbon to mark out the tennis court indicate its

transitory nature. (%§> (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

were generally planted along the fence near the house (13/J-K), and
Giant Tall nasturtiums, scarlet runner, tall morning glory, and
mesembryanthemum,18 which probably found their way into the large

beds near the lawn. In June 1908 Mrs. Englehart Steuck, who was
attempting to supervise the household in the absence of the widower
politician, referred to the row planting done by the hired hand: "I
tried to get him to make beds but he said the Boss said rows, and rows
it ise... ."19 Therefore the beds shown in the 1922 photograph

were probably not as fully planted until the war era. If this were
indeed the case then the flower planting was probably concentrated at
the front of the house where the entire area within the stone curbs up
to the front fence was left as two large earth beds for flowering
plants and shrubs. These would, no doubt, have included geraniums which
under Mrs. Steuck's care had been lost to frost in the spring of 1908,
20 and sweet peas which had proven to be somewhat more frost

resistant than the prosaic geraniums. By the late teens these house
beds included two apple trees as well as the regular complement of
petunias and morning glory which in one photograph had been allowed to
spread into an attractive ground cover. Ultimately, however, the
ubiquitous petunia took over the front beds and, after the Gillespies
moved in permanently, became the dominant flowering annual on the
farmstead. The problems Mrs. Steuck had had with the hired hand
planting in rows had certainly been solved and through the war years
and beyond, the front beds offered a pleasing variety of flowers to
follow the spring blossoms of the apple trees. Apparently the front
beds were rarely if ever planted the same way two years in a row until
the 1920s.

Nevertheless, the flower beds were not always a triumph of display
and colour. The 1922 photograph, taken for display purposes, shows an
oval lawn bed full of nasturtiums, which will grow under the most
appalling conditions, but the house beds that year were abysmal
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Loam beds with one or two apple

trees later replaced by rose

L
bushes . 1920. (=
ushes, ca (38)

(Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

Note the full front beds and open

orchard beyond, ca. 1919. (%g)

(Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

failures, denoting both a dry year in the district and problems of

neglect during the transfer of control from the Motherwells to the
Gillespie family after they left for Ottawa.
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Nasturtiums dominate the main bed, 1922. (
Collection.)

L/40-P
4

Withering front beds, 1922. (

The house beds were more than supplemented by the three flower beds at
the east end of the lawn. One large oval bed extended nearly the width
of the lawn and at either end a more circular bed added to the
synmetry. Like the house beds the oval beds rarely experienced the
same planting from one year to the next. During the dry year of 1922
the large bed was given over to hardy nasturtiums and asters, while the
two concrete sewer conduit joints, which had been inverted and filled
with earth to serve as somewhat crude ornamental flowerpots, were
filled with white petunias. As the feature piece which would figure
prominently in the panoramic photograph of the farmstead, it seems
likely that the beds in the lee of the caragana received more attention
than those in front of the house. It was certainly not uncommon for
water to be hauled on the stone boat for watering parched gardens, both
flower and vegetable.

) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)
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Banked oval bed dominated by
larkspur, with circular bed and
concrete tub in background, ca.
1919.(%€) (Motherwell Photograph
Collection.)
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Asters add their own colour and texture to the nasturtiums in the 1922

L/40-P
1

planting. ( ) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

By the wid 1920s, Barbara Gillespie, the wife of Mrs. Motherwell's
brother Jack who had taken control of the farm in 1921, was applying
her gardening skills to the main bed, which had taken on a nmore
calculated rockery planting look. Petunias, zinnias and a variety of
pansies joined other more esoteric species in the later plantings as
Mrs. Gillespie took on the gardening on the farmstead, a duty which she
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Rustic concrete tubs, 1922. (Llé%:g) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

View of wmain bed from southeast during Barbara Gillespie's tenure, ca.

1922. (%7) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

maintained until the mid-forties.2! Ironically, as the farm
deteriorated after 1921, the grounds around the house which became Mrs.
Gillespie's special purview, improved with age and her special care.

In later years the garden flowers were joined by lilac hedges as a
decoration for the fading farmstead, although according to Mrs. Gallant
who lived on the farm from 1921 to 1937, there were no lilacs on the
farm during that time. A variety of other shrubs followed the
ornamental fence line complementing the ever—-present sweet pea vines
immediately in front of the house.
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The fence itself served to delineate the ornamental quadrant by
running the length of the frontage beginning at the northeast corner
and running south to the implement shed road where it joined the page
wire and cedar post fence that by 1922 had been submerged in a dense
fence line caragana hedge. During the ecarly years the fence, which was
probably constructed after the turn of the century, remained in a
reasonable state of repair and added an opulent air to the frontage.
But by the 1920s the fence had sagged badly, ruining the straight lines
that denoted good maintenance. At the same time, it was less likely to
have fresh coats of whitewash and the farmstead began to acquire a
distinctly erocded appearance. The farm unever truly recovered from this
disintegrating process, so that by the time of Motherwell's death in
1943 it appears to have becn in a general state of disrepair.

Looking south along the front
fence line 1922. HNote how
post and beam fence ends at

the southern limit of the
(Llﬁolf)

uadrant.
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The front fence in good repair, ca. 1911. (%T) (Motherwell Photograph
Collection.)



68

Mature maple shelterbelts and an aging fence in the northeast coruner,

. L/40-P
1922, (—L*g“-) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

Some details from the 1922 panorama serve to illustrate the
materials and construction of the cedar post and woven wire fence which
Motherwell used to decorate the front of the property. The gates have
long since disappeared, but Parks Canada staff saved the rest of the
original front fencing from the road upgrading which took place in
September 1976.
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Ornamental woven Wl£?4688CL along the front yard with gate leading to
the house, 1922. (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

The disappearance of the driveway gates is probably attributable
to the later stages of deterioration and Richard Motherwell's attempt
to modernize his operation. Many of the changes had a distinct 1950s
air including the kitchen and, most particularly, the new bathroom in
the house. Nothing was more typical of this era than the use of wagon
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Close-up of front walk-way, gate latch and gate posts, 1922.
(L/aozg
7

) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)
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This ca. 1911 snapshot shows the gate pattern in fine detail when the

fence was in excellent condition. (%g) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

wheels as gates or gate entrance decorations in mock ranch-style
ornament. Consequently, the wire gates disappeared in favour of crude
wagon wheel driveway gates and a lattice-work house gate. Close
scrutiny reveals that the original iron and wire drive gates remained
in place as late as 1968 but they had been rendered inoperative when
the supports posts were replaced. Even in 1922 these drive gates were
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L/40-P
4

The main driveway gate, 1922. (

suffering from constant use and a general lack of maintenance. A
detail of the gate and post illustrates the hinge attachment and the
standard shape of the gate posts for both driveways and the garden
gate. The rugged use of these gates is indicated by the brace and
nisshapen decorative struts of the gate's inner sections. It seems
unlikely that any time was devoted to the process of restoring the
gates to their original clean lines, even for the posed 1922 panorama
for which obvious last minute tidying had been done to the more
promninent features of the farmstead. A close examination of the
decorative fence line, from the front yard to the northeast corner of
the farmstead, shows clearly that the usually untended grass in front
had been clipped and trimmed but only to the extent that it would
affect the photograph. Despite the apparent decline in the general

) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)
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Close-up of the main driveway gate hinge, 1922. ( ) (Motherwell

Photograph Collection.)

The post and beam woven wire fence demonstrates the ornamental
L/40-P

quadrant, 1922. dote the careful fencing of grainfield. ( 6

)

(Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

appearance of the farm, however, it remained a showpiece and a superb
example of the evolving life-style of at least one of the Ontarian
families who had invested so much time in the construction of these
farmsteads.

Almost the entirety of the house quadrant was devoted to living

71

rather than working space. Only the clothesline among the elms and the

potato patch in the open field north of the summer kitchen
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(L-M/11-12) indicate any chores were performed here. Even the orchard
that appeared in the north field around 1930 was more a hobby than a
producing endeavour. Unfortunately, no hard evidence has been
uncovered to substantiate earlier claims that this area may have served
as a woodlot or plantation for the nurturing of new seedlings or the
production of fuel woods. What may have been waste space, then, served
at least to give the quadrant an open airiness within the confines of
the maple shelterbelt. In this sense the house quadrant served its
purposes admirably. Recreation was provided by the tennis court and
relaxation by the shaded lawns. Certain aesthetic qualities were
expressed in the hedges, shrubs, flowers and fences that adorned the
quadrant, and all of the family's entertaining took place within its
general boundaries. Even the shelterbelts appear to have been
designed as much for decoration as for protection, and two of the later
maple plantings served to provide arching lanes as driveway and walkway
sunmer and winter.

Along the front of the property the section road served only a few
farms and was used more as a country lane than a busy access route. It
remained a low—grade dirt and gumbo track and for most of the period
there were no recognizable ditches along the Motherwell fence line.
Consequently the existing culverts for the entrance and service lanes
were probably an addition of the late forties when steep ditching was
carried out with the use of elevating graders. During most of
Motherwell's tenure, then, the presence of the house almost on the road
allowance was of no critical importance. Only when the telephone lines
were erected inside the property line causing some tree pruning did he
begin to feel the impact of the original surveying errors. By the
1930s the mature growth of the maple belts and the white spruce had
begun to suffer from the intrusion of the wires and even Motherwell
could not override the power of the telephone organization, so the
trees were pruned and the wires remained.

Inside the confines of his own property Motherwell experienced no
such challenges to his authority. Even from long range, first in
Regina and then in Ottawa, his word on the daily operation of the
farmstead and fields was inviolable. But it was the hourly regimen,
winter and summer, which he established when he was home that
maintained his authority and his imprint on the management of the farm.
The house quadrant was a fitting setting for the operation headquarters.
From his small office on the first floor of the house, Motherwell
directed the operations of the farm and farmstead, and his control
radiated out from this quadrant to the other three inside the
shelterbelts and to the fields beyond. The ornamental quadrant was the
estate of the country squire. The rest of the landscape was devoted to
the practical problems of farming.

The Garden Quadrant (SE)

The southeast quadrant was the most logical locale for
Motherwell's truck garden. As the lowest part of the property it
collected most of the surplus water. It received the full protection
of the major shelterbelts against the drying and freezing winds. Yet,
because of thin maple plantings on its south and east sides it was also
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the sunniest of the quadrants. These elenents combined with the
naturally productive soil yielded abundant vegetables for the family
plus an extra supply of potatoes for needy neighbours and the local
Reservations.

According to the small pictorial record and all eyewitness
recollections, the garden was always planted in rows extending north
and south along the length of the plot. This layout was not at all
conmon in the Northwest. 1In fact, it was generally assumed that east
to west planting was more beneficial under prairie conditions.
Latitudinal vegetable rows planted in ascending order could receive
full benefit from the sun while shielding the soil against its parching
action; but longitudinal rows left the soil susceptible to accelerated
evaporation.23 Only extraordinary care could counteract this
effect and !Motherwell diligently kept the garden well cultivated,
leaving half of it fallow each season.

Actually, the overriding factor determining the direction of the
plantings in the Lanark Place garden was its length and width
configuration. Among the quadrangles on the farmstead the space
donated to the garden formed a rectangle of cultivable terrain
approximately 250 x 125 feet, the length of which ran along the eastern
edge of the farmstead. Garden soil was supposed to be well manured and
"deeply stirred, a condition that could be achieved only by the use of
a plough.” Therefore the garden's "form should be long in proportion
to its width so as to avoid too much turning of the plough."2 As
long as Motherwell could provide adequate water when it became
necessary, it proved more logical for him to plant his vegetable vows
north and south.

The drainage ditch which ran along the western edge of the gurd n,
between the first willow planting and the niddle row of alternatiig
willow and poplar (10/A-G), may have served the purpose of irrigating
the garden. However, it is more likely that water was taken into the
garden on the stone boat that had been used to haul water from Pheasant
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Creek before the creation of the dugout. The ditch, which ran past the
west end of the implement shed and 300 feet south into the fields,
served to drain the barnyard area. Rather than intersecting access to
the garden, it essentially bypassed the garden and served to water only
the deep roots of the shelterbelts straddling it. WNone of the early
farm—hands remember the ditch being used to irrigate the gavrden with
the rich barnyard effluent and one early neighbour believes that its
main purpose was to prevent the roots of the inner tree belts from
tapping the garden's natural water supply.

Within this closely confined space, then, lMotherwell, and those
who managed the farm during his protracted absences, grew an assortment
of standard farm produce, despite the probable absence of irrigation
facilities. In 1907 a sced shipment from the Stecle Briggs Seed
Conpany gives some indication of his vegetable plantings for that year.
Anong an assortment of food and flower seeds the order included seed
for scarlet runner beans, Red Wethersfield and Ey Flat onions, and
snowball cauliflower.25 Presumably the latter were started in the
hotbed behind the implement shed, as were other vegetable and flower
varieties that needed an early beginning under artificial conditions to
avoid the late killing frosts. lotbeds were recommended as
indispensable to all farms by most of the periodical literature, and
the south side of the Motherwell implement shed proved to be an ideal
locale (10/G). It was probably the warmest part of the farmstead,
winter and sunmer, and protected by the shed and the contiguous poplar
willow belts to the west and the maple shelterbelt to the east it
produced an excellent greenhouse effect that was amplified by the
glazed sash of the hotbed. Hotbeds were commonly dug below ground
level and filled with a manure and leaf mould compost. By preventing
the mixture from exceeding 80°F, radishes, lettuce, cabbage,
cauliflower, tomatoes and other vegetables could be started before the
snow had left the ground without fear of burning them out. 26
Nothing has indicated how extensively the hotbed was used but the size
of the frame behind the shed should indicate the extent of early spring
seeding at Lanark Place when Archaeology explores the area.

In the history of the Motherwell garden four particular vegetables
acquired a certain prominence. Potatoes, of course, were the staple
crop and annual surpluses saw a wide distribution. The McDonald
rhubarb, which was planted in garden—-length rows, grew so large that
Motherwell would playfully offer leaves as sunshade parasols for the
ladies who visited the farm. Some of those who worked the farm
managed to take cuttings from the healthy rhubarb, transplanting it to
city gardens in Reg,ina.28 Motherwell's daughter claims that he was
also well known in the neighbourhood for his hybridized Squaw sweet
corn?9 and his bleached celery.30 Some prairie gardeners had
little success with the trenching of celery, preferring instead to
transplant it late in the season into a cellar where, covered with soil
or ashes, it would bleach out.3! Motherwell, however, relied on
neticulous trenching and banking to produce the bleached celery he
served as a table delicacy. As the growing season progressed, the
trench was gradually filled, and late in the season, when watering
could be cut back, the celery was banked to produce a long tasty white
stalk.

Literature on other vegetable varieties suitable for prairie
gardens was available in abundance. Superintendents Beford and MacKay
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A potato harvest at Lanark Place, ca. 1948. (;—)
Collection.) 28

of the Brandon and Indian Head experimental farms published the annual
results of their vegetable testing programues, while farmers constantly
proffered advice from their own experiences through letters to the farn
journals. During the 1890s innumerable varieties were being tried,
disregarded and replaced. In the June 1895 issue of The Nor'-VWest
Farmer, Brandon's Bedford published a simple, orthodox list of
vegetables each farmer nmight try. Asparagus beds or rows, he claimed,
would last 20 years as long as they were covered with wanure each fall
and not uncovered until the beginning of May. He also advocated the
planting of Tottle's Improved or Victoria rhubarb, indicating perhaps
that lMotherwell's McDonald rhubarb did not enjoy a widespread
popularity or that it was introduced to prairie gardens after 1895.
Like the asparagus, Bedford felt the rhubarb should be heavily mulched
during the winter months. He also indicated that spinach should be
nmown in the fall, mulched to survive the winter and early frosts, and
thinned to provide a first picking as early as June 1, at least under
the conditions found in Western Manitoba. In this instance Bedtord
recommended the Norfolk, Savoy Leafed, and the Long Standing varieties.
Like spinach, lettuce could be sown in the fall to produce a June lst
picking, and like radishes, which were best suited to a black loany
soil, it could be sown at intervals to ensure a season—long supply.
Similarly "any variety of peas"32 could be "sown at regular

intervals for months.”33 More specifically Bedford had found that
Sunol peas produced the earliest, and Horsford's Market Garden the
bulkiest pea crop.

Both Bedford and a Yorkton farmer, A. Hutchinson, who addressed
his recommendations to the drier conditions of the Territories, agreed
that Red Wethersfield onions were a satisfactory prairie variety; but
unlike Motherwell, who used Red Wethersfield, Hutchinson believed that
Yellow Danvers onions were best of all.3% None of the cabbage
varieties that Bedford endorsed was likely to satisfy Hutchinson who
advocated the planting of Early Jersey Wakefield, Extra Early Express
and for a later, larger crop, Early Dwarf Flat Dutch. On the other
hand unaninous consent was reached on the Snowball variety of
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cauliflower, which Motherwell also planted in the 1907 season.
Likewise, Squaw corn was felt to be most suited to its native prairie
conditions although the two writers mentioned nothing about its
hybridizing qualities that Motherwell had exploited. Bedford had also
advocated the use of Mitchell's Early variety corn, but Hutchinson
claimed that Squaw corn matured two weeks earlier, the reverse of the
Brandon results. Despite these differences it was agreed that corn
should be planted later than most vegetables and that it should occupy
a warm sunny portion of the garden as befitted its more southern
nature. A superb, albeit recent, photograph of the Motherwell garden
seems to indicate that corn and perhaps sunflowers did, indeed,
dominate the warm end of the garden in the immediate lee of the
northern shelterbelt, where temperatures were usually higher than the
rest of the garden.

Like the varieties of corn it was seen that tomatoes could be
successfully grown on the Prairies as long as they had a sunny exposure
and were not put out too soon. Hutchinson proved to be more optimistic
about the tomato potential than Bedford, who saw them as too tropical a
fruit for this latitude. Early Ruby was also the hardiest tomato
strain and to Hutchinson even the green fruit of normally grown vines
was ideal for pickling or preserves, while vines begun inside and
placed outside after June 1 could easily produce mature fruit which
then would ripen to perfection in the house if the season was short.
Cucumbers could be held in the hotbed until the same late transplanting
date, and according to Hutchinson the Early Russian variety provided a
fast crop, while Long Green production was heavier.

24
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A southeastern view of the Motherwell garden, ca. 1930. (=) (Motherwell
) . 29
Photograph Collection.)

Hutchinson failed to comment on good potato varieties for the
Yorkton district, but in Brandon Bedford had experienced good success
with Early Ohio potatoes as long as they were ploughed in on every
third furrow and the practice of hilling was ignored. Hilling or
drilling up above the surface removed the seed potatoes too far from
the emergency supply of subsurface moisture.35 While the failure
to hill would make harvesting somewhat more difficult, the wide spacing
of potato rows generally advocated for the prairies more than
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compensated for this short-coming by allowing a team to work between
themn.

Near the implement shed at the corner formed by the willow-popular
belts (F-G/9-10), Motherwell took advantage of the superb shelter to
develop a plot devoted to wild fruit. There he transplanted
saskatoons, red, white and black currants and gooseberry bushes from
Pheasant Creck.36 Across the ditch on the west side of the
shelterbelt he also planted a small eight—bush row of choke cherries
taken fron the creek and although they were somewhat more exposed to
the northwest winds, they received the same benefit of the rich seepage
from the barn drainage.3 While this row of choke cherries was
actually located within the dugout quadrant to the west, by purpose and
function it really belonged to the garden and was perceived that way by
the people who lived on the farm.38 Because of the problens
encountered in adapting domestic fruits to the harsh climate, it was
comnon to utilize the natural wild truits of the prairie. However, it
was generally felt that "they will never take the place of taume
fruit,"39 and in 1930 when he began his orchard north of the house,
Motherwell was able to "have them replaced by something better.” The
obvious delight which Alma Motherwell took in the easy access to the
wild fruit bushes indicates that they were sufficient for the
children's tastes, particularly when supplemented by a month-long
supply of strawberries "so big that they were served in a soup
plate,"ao and they provided the farm with a healthy variety of
fruit. Clearly, the broadest of the family's needs was met by the
produce which emanated froun the garden quadrant. Careful husbandry
could overcone the loss of soil moisture due to increased evaporation,
but this in itself indicated that the garden, like the rest of the
farmstead, was operated on a scale that necessitated the involvement of
specialized labour. On a general level it was commonly advocated that
kitchen gardens should be located in close proximity to the house to
encourage the family and the farm wife to spend free time controlling
the weeds in the garden.41 At the same time, easy access was
supposed to facilitate the transfer of vegetables from field to table.
All of these rules were broken by the location of the Motherwell
garden. [t was separated from the house not only by the ornamental
lawn, but by the implement shed and a dense shelterbelt as well. It is
not likely that either of Motherwell's wives played the role of farm
wife by grubbing among the rows in this uncommonly large vegetable
plot. Once again, the system lMotherwell had instituted necessitated a
supply of farm labour which it was also forced to support. It might be
theorized that the farm became a self-defeating proposition at the
point that the new farmstead became operational. In a sense he seems
to have organized his farm exactly between the econonies of scale
represented by the true family farm on the one hand and the factory
farm on the other.

Storage facilities for the farm were located solely in the garden
quadrant's implement shed which was hidden among the dense shelterbelts
but had direct access to all working parts of the farm via the working
driveway. No outside storage in the natural shelter of the trees was
permitted. All working and drive vehicles and equipment were broken
down and put away when out of use.%2 In this sense the landscape
was kept clean and uncluttered. It was allowed to project its own
identity as an enclosure within which the neat working structures of
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Looking southwest across the working driveway toward the maple belt and
L/40-P

the implement shed, 1922. ( T

) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

The implement shed, 1922. ( ) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

L/40-P
1

shed, barn and cottage could sit with an unforced easiness. Only the
pretty fieldstone of the house and the formality of the hedged lawn
presented a real intrusion in Motherwell's farm landscape.

Actually the implement shed backed onto the garden quadrant, and
other than acting as part of the northern shelterbelt and as a
reflector for the hotbed, did not serve it at all. The root cellar was
located in the basement of the house and there is no record that
vegetables were ever stored in the implement shed. Only the "Planet
Jr., No. 12 Double Wheel Hoe, Cultivator and Plow,"43 and other
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tools used for garden work found their place in the shed, although
access was always gained from the main working driveway as no entry
existed to the shed from the garden side. Nestled as it was among the
maple, the poplar and the willow, the shed serviced the centre of the
farmstead including the barnyard, the working field on the other side
of the barn and the fields beyond the farmstead via the extension of
the nmain drive past the barn and through the western fence line.

Outside the garden and the trees that protected it, a six-strand
page wire and cedar post fence firmly established the boundaries of the
quadrant. Motherwell had permitted the western ornamental fence to
extend south only to the point where decoration left off and work
began. A close look at the 1922 panorama reveals that south of the
white spruce and poplar grove on the garden side of the driveway, the
woven wire fence left off abruptly and the functional page wire fence
began. In Motherwell's mind at least, the real division line between
the house and garden quadrants was not the driveway but the fine line
that separated the driveway cottonwoods from the maple shelterbelt
behind. The only token he was willing to offer this southern section
of the farmstead frontage was a 250-foot caragana hedge which he
planted directly upon the fence line from the poplars almost to the end
of the property (13/C-G). From the 1922 photograph it would appear
that this caragana was a later edition than, for example, the hedge
surrounding the lawn; but because of the nature of caragana growth and
pruning techniques, a visual survey is not sufficient to determine its
true age with any accuracy.

Apparently no other caragana hedges graced the farmstead either
for the purposes of decoration, camouflage, or hedgerowing, although
Motherwell made extensive use of this particular shrub to divide and
shelterbelt his farming quarters. Tree belts and page wire fence
served this purpose on all other sections of the farmstead, and where
tree lines were neither practical nor convenient, fencing served to
complete segregation of the area in question. The garden of course was
completely surrounded by trees and was fenced on three of its sides.
More than any other quadrant it was firmly enclosed, isolated even from
visual access, and entered only by purposive action. It appears that
this was an aesthetic rather than a practical decision. The house area
was devoted to beauty, the working field remained a prairie grass
pasture and the dugout quadrant with its contours, trees and small lake
was probably the most scenic of the four. The garden was never
anything more than a garden. Turned, ploughed, manured, planted,
weeded and harvested, its aesthetic value was only that found in the
syametry of vegetable rows in full foliage. It was virtually closed
off and thus became an enclosure within the enclosure of the farmstead
proper. The only other feature of comparable isolation was the
barnyard, another unattractive feature of farm living. At Lanark Place
it was completely closed from view, not by trees but by a high board
fence which had to serve the added function of containment.

Only the centre of the farmstead frontage, therefore, was open to
view. From just north of the house to south of the service lane
(13/G-L), no shelterbelt obstructed the roadside view of the house
lawn, and poplar-lined driveway. The remainder of the farmstead was
sealed off from easy view, including the picturesque dugout quadrant
which was separated from the rest of the farm because of its purpose,
and because of the egocentric demands the central dugout placed so
totally upon its surrounding terrain.
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The Dugout Quadrant (SW)

Motherwell was possibly a true leader and innovator in the
development of dugout technology in Southern Saskatchewan. In many
ways he was forced into this position by the nature of his land and the
fact that early in the history of his farm he had been denied the
opportunity to locate his farmstead headquarters on the banks of
Pheasant Creek. The farmstead was viable only if it was serviced by an
adequate and easily accessible source of water for use in the barn and
house. Yet the land immediately north of Pheasant Creek was without
the benefit of subterranean water supplies. Windmill technology was of
little use and farmers in the area were confined to the use of lakes
and rivers, which were not widespread, small tributary creeks and
streams, which often ran dry by mid-summer, and the casual water that
collected in prairie sloughs, which proved just as unreliable and often
went stagnant. In many prairie locales, including the Abernethy
district, the answer to these problems was the use of great dugouts to
collect and control water supply.

In addressing himself to the issue of providing Lanark Place with
an ample supply of dugout water, Motherwell was confronted with three
major problems: collection, storage and distribution. Part of his
solution entailed devoting fully 30 per cent of his farmstead to the
purpose of water supply. This section of the farmstead also became the
site of the most careful shelterbelt planting, with the largest variety
of trees. By altering the geoclimate of this small two and one-half
acre section of his farmstead, llotherwell made the dugout his most
inpressive effort to modify the environment.

The exact date of construction of the dugout is unknown. It is
reasonably certain, however, that it was part of the projected plan for
Lanark Place which Motherwell had conceived in the mid-nineties. VWhile
water continued to be hauled from Pheasant Creek aboard the horse—drawn
stone boat, the excavation of the dugout was probably carried out
before the turn of the century. Only the presence of an adequate,
readily available water supply made the development of a farmstead on
the scale of Lanark Place a viable proposition. It was the lack of
water on the northwest quarter of Section 14 that had prompted
Motherwell to look for a piece of land on the banks of the creek as
early as 1888. He was not likely to delay the establishment of a new
water source after having determined to make the best of the land which
he already possessed.

A horse-drawn scraper was used to dig the water hole itself44
and was probably used to dish the entire quadrant to concentrate all
available moisture in the kidney-shaped hole at the centre (E/7). The
earth that was removed was piled to form flanking hills on the
northwest and southeast sides of the dugout. The largest of these were
7-8 feet above ground level and 10-15 feet above normal water
level®5 (C-D/7-8). The mounds were then planted wth acute leafed
willow, to complete the snow catching features of the area immediately
surrounding the water hole.

To ensure that sufficient snow passed into the dugout quadrant
where it could be trapped for spring, the north end of the quadrant was
left treeless along the extension of the page wire fence. Due
northwest of the dugout a gap in the outside shelterbelt was also left
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open for over 150 feet (3/G-K), guaranteeing that the winter
north-westerlies would be allowed to carry snow into, but not out of,
the quadrant. Heavy belts of willow, maple, green ash and Russian
poplar on the western and southern edges (A-B/5-9) combined with the
three-row belt astride the drainage ditch (10/A-G) to entrap the snow
in the vortex that probably occurred around the dugout and
willow-covered mounds.

The Motherwell dugout was an efficient conservator of water.
Subterranean drainage through the clay bed4® was slow and water
lost to seepage would have been negligible. At the same time the tree
configuration, which had retained so much heat in the garden quadrant,
was the exact reverse around the dugout. Heavy shelterbelts on the
east, south and west provided an adequate shade barrier, while the
north end was left completely open allowing circulation in the quadrant
to cool temperatures below the super-heated garden. Thus, normal
spring meltwater supplemented by the common June rains and occasional
prairie thunderstorus would produce a year-round supply of water within
the confines of the farmstead.

The wells on the Motherwell property were fed solely by the
dugout (F/8-9). There is no record of attempts to drill for water at
Lanark Place until the 1960s when six separate attempts, at depths up
to 700 feet, met with no success. Motherwell's dugout bypassed this
kind of futility by feeding his well system through a sand and gravel
vein which filtered and purified the water as it percolated through
from du%out to well at a rate fast enough to refill the well within two
hours.% This system of filtration which Motherwell's daughter
credited to her father's ingenuity is still used in dugout technology
when water is needed for domestic purposes.49 At present there are
two wells in the dugout quadrant, one of which was probably added in a
later era. Near the dugout edge a well-pump with a wooden casing and a
corrugated metal sheath has been pulled nearly out of the ground. The
other well, the recommended 50 feet?0 from the dugout edge, once
protected by part of the barnyard fence®l and with a solid,
well—g;eserved concrete casing, is most likely the site of the original
well.”2 It would have been accessible at all times except for the
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most extreme flooding in the dugout quadrant. It was easily available
for watering stock in the barnyard and it could be used by all members
of the farm family without fear of the dangers that dugouts tended to

pose for young farm children.

This apprehension of imminent danger inherent in the structure of
steep—sided dugouts contributed to Motherwell's desire to segregate the
quadrant from the rest of the farmstead. On some farms such as the
A.R. Fenwick layout near Lorlie, six miles south of Lanark Place, the
dugout was installed completely outside the confines of the farmstead
where it served a rather limited function and suffered from an
inefficient use of sheltering trees.?3 Just the opposite was the

A fti

A dugout beyond the farmstead, near Lorlie, 1946. (Prairie Farm
Rehabilitation Agency Tree Nursery, Indian Head, Sask., 21639.)

case for the Motherwell dugout. It was the only section of the
farmstead that was completely fenced off by page wire fencing. At the
northeast corner of the quadrant where it met the barnyard which
encompassed the well (8/G-H), the high board fence met the page wire to
complete the barrier. As can be seen in the foreground of the
photograph a gate allowed traffic into the dugout area. According to
Ma jor McFadyen the dugout was off limits as a leisure area, 4 put

the Motherwell children claim to have boated on the slough-sized
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Motherwell barn and barnyard from the west, ca. 1945. (%g) (Motherwell

Photograph Collection.)

lake.?d 1MMotherwell probably refused to allow such adventures until
his son and daughter had reached their late teens, thus avoiding a
tragedy that was all too common on Saskatchewan farms and occurs with
some frequency even today.

Only two vantage points offered a view of the picturesque dugout
quadrant while the shelterbelts were in full leaf. The quadrant's open
end faced the working field north of the barn, although the
particularly verdant growth around the water tended to obscure even
this vista. The other vantage point from which the dugout was somewhat
visible was the widow's walk on top of the house. However, a
photograph taken from the roof around 1930 shows how effectively the
dugout was screened. As the deterioration of the farmstead progressed

A southwestern view of the dugout quadrant from atop the house, ca.

L
1930. (SZ) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)
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the effect was accentuated. By 1946, when the first aerial photograph
of the farm was taken, the poor drainage of the dugout quadrant had
produced an overgrowth of willow and grasses completing the isolation.
Motherwell's water collection and storage system proved that
barring the worst form of disaster, Lanark Place was indeed
self-sufficient, and that with some supportive input the natural order
of prairie conditions could be rearranged to produce an alternative
system. His method of cleansing and distributing the water thus stored
was so effective that it would still be in use over half a century
later, needing only to be supplemented by soft rainwater for the
purposes of washing and bathing.56 In reality the dugout was the
feature picce of the landscape. It entailed the greatest engineering
and served as a tribute to Motherwell's ability to manipulate his
surroundings. Only the garden, which trapped all the heat available by
means of its gentle southeast slope57 and its tree lines, showed
the same capacity as the water system in the southwest quadrant for
creative forethought.

The Barn Quadrant (NW)

More than any of the other three quadrants, the working field in
the northwest corner of the farmstead retained its original character
as a piece of prairie landscape. Only the maple shelterbelts on the
north and the west mitigated the impact of cold and drying winds, while
a slight depression in the centre of the field’8 may have collected
enough moisture to soften the grass. It may have been used as an
occasional pasturage, although the farm's main pasture lay west of the
dugout quadrant outside the farmstead proper. At the same time the
working quadrant, dominated from the beginning by the barn it served,
also experienced the most dramatic changes over the lengthy evolution
of the farm between 1897 and 1955. Initially, only the stone basement
stable sat within the quadrant that was soon demarcated by young maple
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plantings. By 1907 the stable had become a full-fledged barn and
before 1910 the barn was joined by a substantial two-storey, wood
frame, winterized cottage for the hired men (0/9-10). Near the cottage
a low cookhouse was established for the threshermen. In 1935 a chicken
house was crected on the north side of the quadrant and was joined by
two wood and a single metal granary as well as a concrete pad in the
northwestern maple grove which had been converted by fences into a
hogpen.

The major physical alteration to the quadrant landscape occurred
in the late thirties when a massive excavation of earth was piled
against the west side of the barn to replace the board ramp to the
drive floor. The hole thus created south of the maple grove was
enclosed by additional waple plantings (3-4/I-J) and became the second
dugout on the property and was probably devoted exclusively to the
watering of stock. Aside from certain alterations in fence lines, the
final major change occurred in the 1950s when, as part of Richard
Motherwell's programme to streamline his operation, the men's cottage
(renovated as the Gillespie or Sunshine Cottage in the 1920s) was sold,
lifted from its foundations and moved to the southern outskirts of the
town of Abernethy. Consequently the working quadrant as it was found
in 1963 bore little relation to the area as it appeared during the
first four decades of the farmstead's history.

The open working field, like the open orchard area across the
Lovers' Lane shelterbelt to the east, indicated the long-range planning
Motherwell applied to the layout of the farmstead. According to the
farm plans that appeared in the periodical literature, broad, open,
undesignated spaces had no place on the efficient farm. In this sense
both the orchard area and the broad working field were luxuries that
few could aftord. At Lanark Place the development of the orchard was
held in abeyance for more than 30 years before Motherwell could finally
satisfy his desire to raise what was really a hobby variety of fruit
trees. On the other side of the maple lane nore than an acre of open
field between the trees and the barn was set aside in order that the
work normally accompanying a mixed farming operation could be carried
out in relative comfort, considering that on many farms this work was
performed in the open fields for want of adequate space inside the
farmstead near the barn. In eastern barns the size of Motherwell's or
larger, threshing was often carried out on the drive or threshing
floor; but at Lanark Place all evidence indicates that despite the
facility of a large board ramp, these operations were never performed
in the barn. Only small, specialized tasks such as the hand flailing
of bromegrass seed for the purposes of some of Motherwell's
experimental plantings occurred on the main floor.?? The
preparation of grain and fodder for storage was generally carried out
in the sheltered field, after which it was moved into the grain bins
below the loft and the barn mows on the main floor, the basement being
left to lotherwell's stock.

By function and design the barn was the dominant influence over
most of the area and until the first utility buildings were added in
the 1930s, the activities in the quadrant were always related to one of
the barn functions. The major exception to this rule, and it was a
qualified exception, was the territory near the men's cottage that had
been erected around 1908 among the maples where the dividing line of
trees between the house and barn quadrants met the northern
shelterbelt. In fact, the cottage was in many ways an anomaly in the
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systematic division of the farmstead. Buried awmong the trees, and
commanding only the picturesque pathway which led from the cottage to
the front driveway (9-10/K-N), the two—-storey labourers' house belonged
at ouce to the house and to the barn quadrants. As a labourers'
cottage it served the barn and working fields where the men who lived
there spent each working day. On the other hand, the men and women
whose specific purpose it was to care for the Lanark Place grounds
lived not in the cottage but in the main house, creating a distinct
separation of labour on the farm and isolating the men's cottage fron
the affairs of the house. During the winter months, however, this
separation broke down. Despite the presence of heat and cooking
facilities, the hired men woved into the stone house when the winter
struck. 60

Within the landscape, the anomaly of the men's cottage was
perpetuated by the shelterbelt and the fence pattern. Provided with
its own avenue to the main drive, the cottage sat outside the
ornamental quadrant at the northwest extremity of the shelterbelts
that defined it. At the same time the cottage was segregated from the
working field which it faced by an extension of the six-strand page
wire fence that stretched across the field toward the barn (9/K-0). At
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A close-up of the men's cottage from the southwest, ca. 1914. Note the

U
caboose beside the cottage, and the fence. (5) (Motherwell Photograph

Collection.)

one stage in the farm's development this fence line, which effectively
closed off the working field from the rest of the farm, sat inside the
maple shelterbelts (N/4-9). This may indicate that the field served to
graze a larger number of Motherwell's animals than was earlier assumed,
and the interior fence line was erected to protect the nascent tree
rows which would have been particularly susceptible to winter grazing
damage. The As-Found information indicates, however, that at some
point when the maples were well established the interior fence was
moved beyond the trees or simply removed to expand the capacity of the
field (0/3-9). Indeed, this may have occurred when the major fencing
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changes were nade to provide for hogpens in the northwest corner
(3-5/K-0) during the same period that the chicken shed and granaries
appeared on the field in the mid—thirties,61 while it may have been
changed as early as 1918 when the cottage itself was transformed.

The hogpen fencing was perhaps the most substantial on the
farmstead. Heavy cedar posts and cross beams were employed for
strength and strung with lattice wire fencing, and in the area around
the concrete-based feed trough the pen was reinforced by pole and wire
fence construction. Access to the area was gained by a pipe fraume and
wire gate, similar to the front gates although less decorative and
located at the south end of the east side fence line (K/4-5).
Essentially there were two sections to the hogpen, both of
approximately equal size. The main section to the south, which
contained the entrance gate and the hog trough (3-5/K-M), was divided
into two or three distinct areas, the most important of which was
separated by the reinforced wire, post and pole corral-style fence.
The northern segment of the hog area was left undivided, except by the
maple belts among which it sat (3-4/M-0). This larger area may have
served as a rooting ground where the hogs would have been allowed to
roan nore freely, while the segmented pen to the south served the more
specialized functions of feeding and breeding.
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Looking north along the eastern fence line of the hogpen, ca. 1945.

Note the concrete base for the trough. C%) (Motherwell Photograph

Collection.)

Like the dugout quadrant, then, fences played a large role in
delineating the extent of the barn quadrant's working field, and
segregated it physically if not visually from the rest of the farm. At
the same time the fences of both the working field and the dugout
quadrant (G-I1/3-9) also served to create the core area barnyard at the
centre of the farm which was devoted to the use of the animals that
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Looking northeast across the working field from the hog pen, ca. 1945.

(%) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

were sheltered in the stone stable basement of Motherwell's L-shaped
barn. There is a convenience in attaching this animal service core to
the barn quadrant, particularly since it was closely related to the
functions performed in and around the barn. But it also possessed its
own unique identity. It was unmistakably walled off from other parts
of the farmstead by the high board barnyard fence at the centre of the
property, and segregated by the page wire fences that formed an 80-foot
corridor leading from the barnyard to the western field outside the
farmstead. This corridor, which formed an elongated extension of the
barnyard proper, served to give field access to the farm machinery
stored in the implement shed, as well as giving Motherwell's stock
access to the pasturage and water hole that lay west of the farmstead.
After 1937, after the small dugout was excavated during the erection of
the earth ramp to the drive floor of the barn, it also allowed the
cattle into their own water supply inside the farmstead.

There is no doubt that the barnyard and driveway were work areas.
Bereft of trees or yrass, they were strictly utilitarian and mercifully
shielded by the barnyard board fence. The yard itself extended from
the southwest corner of the barn south 150 feet to encompass the dugout
well (I/7), east toward the garden (F/8-9), and then north to the
northeast corner of the barn west of the decorative maple grove (J/9),
where the farmstead's wood pile was located. On the east side of the
yard a gate in the board fence gave access to the working driveway, and
the western edge of the yard appears to have been open to the
continuation of the driveway, at least to the outer limits of the
farmstead where a pipe and wire gate in the outer fence probably
prevented stock from wandering into the grain field, except when they
were being taken to the pasturage beyond.

The last feature of major importance in the barn quadrant is the
path that led from the barn's earth ramp north past the small dugout
and out into the field (J-K/2-5). Actually the lane may have

originally served to bring loaded wagons into the working field even
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The barn and barnyard from the southeast, ca. 1930. Note the wood pile

on the right and the haystack piled near the barn ramp. (%g)
(lotherwell Photograph Collection.)

A detail of the board and post barnyard fence between the implement
L/40—P)

shed and the barn with the gate for the driveway, 1922. ( 5

(Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

though the way in which the path circumvents the 1937 dugout indicates
that it might date from this later period. The aerial survey
photograph taken in 1946 shows a well-beaten path from the fence up to
the new earthen ramp and into the barn. In this sense the addition of
the ramp in the 1930s may have been a part of the farm's new look,
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The path from the barn ramp swings
right past the dark blot of the small
dugout, 1946. (Original photograph
supplied by the Surveys and llapping
Branch, Department of Energy, Mines
and Resources.)

indicating some use of the barn for vehicular storage and perhaps grain
or fodder processing. It is reasonably certain that his small lane was
also used to service a sheltered plot that sat outside the western edge
of the barn quadrant surrounded by a caragana hedgerow (1-2/K-N).
Although this plot was not part of the experience of any of the hands
who lived on the farm before 1941, Ted Callow does remember one behind
the cottage. There is a temptation to attribute this confusion to
faltering memories, since such a carefully delineated plot would have
been entirely consistent with Motherwell's experimental approach to
farming. At the saue time the hedges are remarkably similar to those
Motherwell planted as shelterbelts in his fields beyond the farmstead.
It is not inconceivable, of course, that this extension of the

The plot can be seen at the upper right—hand (northwest) corner of the
farmstead, 1946. (Original photograph supplied by the Surveys and
Mapping Branch, Department of Energy, lMines and Resources.)
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farmstead may have served as an added area for the hog run, although
there is really no explanation for its nearly triangular shape except
perhaps that the truncated section would have been available for grain
cultivation.

Thus the barn quadrant contained the greatest variety of features
and functions, and as early as the end of the first World War it was
beginning to evolve past its original design. In the immediate
post—war period the Gow family,6 now living in Abernethy, moved
onto the farm and took up residence in what had been the wen's cottage.
It began a new era in the history of the farm in which the hired hands
were not rootless young men, liable to contribute a certain instability
to the Presbyterian sobriety of farm life at Lanark Place, but family
men who contributed to the familial nature of the operation. The men's
cottage became Sunshine Cottage and took on a distinct orientation
toward the house quadrant despite the fact that it had become a service
centre for the threshing crews who appeared each autunn and were fed
from the cookhouse caboose which was situated on its west side. When
Archie and Olive Gillespie moved in with their family in 1921 the
transformation was conpleted, particularly since Archie's brother John
was also on the verge of taking over the stone house for the next 12
years. Those who lived in the cottage, as Motherwell in-laws, no
longer spent their waking hours in field and barn. Olive Gallant and
her children spent most of their time in and around the main house,
while her husband Archie worked the entire farm alongside his brother
who had been named farm manager during Motherwell's long absence in
Ottawa. After undergoing major structural changes, the cottage, which
was by then separated from the working field by the mature maple belt
in which it sat, became an integral part of the house quadrant, at
least until it was vacated in the late 1930s as the vitality of the
farm disappeared along with Motherwell's health.

The Farmstead Landscape: Conclusion

Taken as a whole Lanark Place shows an attractive and effective
use of shelterbelting to produce an efficient farmstead headquarters
for yet another of many such Saskatchewan farms. At the same time it
provided an attractive oasis-like space in which to live and work. A
close perusal of the internal system of the farmstead reveals an
intricate division of function. The house and its quadrant were
clearly devoted to the quality of day-to-day life. Aside from
housework, the only labour that occurred in this segment was that
necessitated by the upkeep of the grounds. Even this task had a
leisurely character to it and around 1914 it was performed by Rudd
Motherwell, a nephew, who had come west to work for his uncle,63
only to return to Ontario after performing his tour of duty.

South of the beautified house gounds, the garden served an area of
communal work where every member of Lanark Place's small society
harvested vegetables and wild fruits for the kitchen. Through the use
of three maple shelterbelts the garden was hidden but accessible,
unlike the dugout.

By a relatively complex pattern of contour and tree lines the
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dugout quadrant was established as a catch basin within which all of
the farmstead's water supply could be collected and stored, and from
which it could be distributed, without added intervention, over
extended periods. Deus ex machina, Motherwell had interrupted the
normal course of prairie geography, set a new process in motion, and
stepped aside to allow it to work. In this way, the dugout became an
isolated almost mystic recess in the farmstead, an effect that was
heightened by the dense overgrowth that covered much of the quadrant by
the nid-forties.

North of the dugout quadrant lay the largest of the farm's
sections coaprising over three of the eight acres or nearly 40 per cent
of the total area set aside for the farmstead landscape. Above all,
Lanark Place was a working farmstead as attested by the fact that
Motherwell spent little time in the house quadrant when he was home
from Regina or Ottawa. Unhesitatingly he donned his overalls and left
the house to work in the barn or his fields. Logically the greatest
space would be devoted to the area where the real work of his mixed
farming was carried out. Amply sheltered at the northwest corner but
with wide openings into the grain fields to allow for the breadth of
his horse-drawn equipment, the field was ideal for threshing, chopping
and occasionally storing Motherwell's crops. The working field clearly
displayed the evolution of the operation as utility buildings were
added and sections were partitioned. At the same time, except for the
orchard plantings of 1930, the rest of the farmstead remained
relatively static, subject only to the growth and death cycles of the
vegetation and the creeping deterioration of the structures.

The farmstead layout at Lanark Place was not above criticism. The
orientation of the barn dictated that a sheltered barnyard would
inevitably have to straddle the centre of the property and encroach
upon the living space. It was generally felt that barns and
accompanying grounds should be a minimnum of 100 feet from the house and
in most cases more universally it was felt that "the barn should be
located so the prevailing winds will not carry the stable odours toward
the house, and the general slope of the land should be from the house
toward the barn rather than the opposite.” At Lanark Place,
while it was true that the barn was 150 feet from the house, much of
the barnyard was considerably closer, and the prevailing winds were
perilously close to blowing both odours and flies directly toward the
living space.65 After 1897, however, the location of the stone
stable and the decidedly permanent stone house made these few problens
in the layout irrevocable. Only the garden, which was widely separated
from the summer kitchen in the northwest corner of the house, could
have been relocated in the open orchard area. As it was, the
orchard-to-be served as a potato patch in the early years, but after
the shelterbelting had been completed this section could no longer be
expanded for Motherwell's gardening purposes, and large-scale kitchen
gardening was maintained in the l.2-acre plot south of the house and
lawn.

In the end, of course, the mixed farming Ontario barn, upon which
the farmstead centred, never really fulfilled the function for which it
and the farm had been intended. It was clear from the beginning that
Motherwell had no intention of becoming a single cash crop farmer. The
prizes he took at the local agricultural fairs during the 1880s were
more for his cattle and vegetable crops than for the grains he was
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harvesting in his fields. It was with wixed farming in mind that he
laid out his new farmstead in the mid-1890s, but a uixed farming style
farmstead was destined to have problems at Lanark Place. Motherwell
had already involved himself so deeply into the political life of
Southern Saskatchewan that his agricultural input had suffered and he
no longer had time to enter his produce in local competitions. Then,
when wheat came to dominate all western agriculture east of the
toothills, even by paying his extraordinary operational costs out of
his ninisterial salaries, he could not prevent his farm from becoming
obsolete — an obsolescence expressed in the farm's habitual failure to
produce. Even the barn, which was capable of handling a reasonable-
sized herd of dairy cattle, was so fragmented into different animal
areas as to nullify an economic concentration on any one breed.
Clearly the most important animals on the farm were the draught and
driving horses. A few dairy and beef cows, sheep, poultry and pigs
supplemented the diet of the family but provided little income and made
mock of the concept that Lanark Place functioned as an efficient mixed
farming operation. Attractive the farmstead was, productive it was
not.
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THE FARM BUILDINGS OF LANARK PLACE

The landscaping of Lanark Place and the concomitant desire to
forest the hostile barren prairie may help identify the impact of the
Ontarian fragment which migrated en masse to the West in the last two
decades of the 19th century; but it is Motherwell's house and barn that
provide the tangible evidence of the Ontarian antecedents of the farm.
The house, of course, is an impressive feature on the flat Saskatchewan
plain and relates closely to the house in which lotherwell had been
raised.! But in terms of the development of the farming operation
the three other buildings that stood on the property were more
important. The men's cottage housed the farm labour; the implement
shed sheltered the farm machinery and equipment; and until 1935 the
barn served all other aspects of agriculture at Lanark Place, a fact
justifying both its size and the elaborate nature of its layout.

The Barn

The barn was built in two stages and its stone basement was used
as a stable for ten years before the barn superstructure was added in
1907. Actually it was Motherwell's second stable, preceded by the log
stable that served the original homestead. By the early 1890s,
however, Motherwell had embarked on the arduous task of collecting
glacial fieldstone from the Pheasant Creek and Qu'Appelle valleys to
stock pile a supply for his future building needs. Then, in 1896,
after more than a decade of hard work and despite the difficult grain
narketing practices in the West before 1902, Motherwell's financial
position was sufficient to enable him to hire a stonemason for the
purpose of erecting the first of the stone structures that would grace
his new farmstead on the southeastern edge of NW l4. In the spring of
1896 Adam Cantelon, a mason from Lorlie, won the tender for a 9 x 35 x
76 foot stone stable which Motherwell had advertised in late
March.2 By August the Qu'Appelle Vidette was able to report
that Motherwell's stone barn was nearing completion, and by September
the stonework was far enough advanced on the stable that Cantelon could
move on to another contract.S3

Anticipating perhaps an earlier completion of the projected barn
that was really possible, Motherwell had the stable temporarily roofed
with logs, which were probably poplar poles. Although his daughter
recalled that sod had been used to cover the log roof,* it is just
as likely that straw was employed to give a warm, reasonably durable
and easily replaced cover instead. The original shape of the
structure as it was built in 1896 remains in some doubt. Certainly the
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tender calling for a rectangular stable is clear. However, at sone
point between March 1896 and September 1907, either the plans or the
building were converted from a simple rectangle to an L shape with the
intention of providing more space and versatility for Motherwell's
nixed farming operation.
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The Engineering and Architecture section of Parks Canada, Prairie
Region, believes that the eastern extension of the stable or barn was a
late addition and was probably related to the additional work done on
the stone house summer kitchen. 1In both cases they have assumed that
the similar stonework of the additions is of different enough character
and quality to indicate that it was done at a later date than the main
building. It is also assumed that because the plans of the Motherwell
house, published in The Nor'-Fest Farmer in May 1900, stated that
the summer kitchen was originally a wooden structure, the stonework
must have occurred after the turn of the century. Similarly the
foundation depth of the summer kitchen was the same precarious three
feet as the barn footings. Thus, the possibility remains that before
the 1907 barn raising, Motherwell utilized his remaining supply of
fieldstone to renovate both the back section of his house and his
stable.

The one thing the E and A theory lacks, however, is the hard
evidence necessary to make it convincing. While references to the barn
raising of 1907 are sparse, there are no indications among them that
the stable had to be expanded before the superstructure was added.
Surely, somewhere among the newspaper accounts of progress on the barn,
the Motherwell Papers, or the personal recollections of Alma
Motherwell and Ralph Steuck, a young man who frequented the farm, a
reference to the expansion of the stable would have appeared. Yet,
there is nothing to indicate that the form of the stable was altered
before it became the basement of the barn. Secondly, it is clear that
neither the specifications for the stable as set out in the advertised
tender, nor the house plan that found its way into The Nor'-West
Farmer were strictly adhered to in the actual construction.® 1In
fact, the whole concept of a prairie vernacular architecture is
contingent upon just this kind of improvisation. On the frontier, or
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at least upon the vast and open prairie, certain licence was taken with
architectural concepts and construction techniques to create desired
effects, to allow for personal tastes, or most frequently, to allow for
material or labour shortages.

In the case of the Motherwell stable it is certainly possible that
when Adam Cantelon arrived at the site in the summer of 1896 he found
that Motherwell had collected and split enough fieldstone to build both
his fine Ontario—style house and a more extensive stable than was
originally planned, but with the same basic 20-inch stone wall.’

This leads then, to the most conclusive piece of evidence that the
stable was built in the present form of the barn basement. All the
exterior walls of the basement are 20 inches thick. The interior wall
separating the western horse and cattle section from the eastern
section where the pigs and the chickens were kept is only 18
inches.8 While the interior wall is also a support wall, had it
been the original outside wall of a rectangular stable, it probably
would have matched the other walls in style and size. If any of the
walls were added later in this period of farmstead development it
should have been this interior wall in anticipation of the future
stresses that would be exerted by a lofty barn.
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Actually there are innumerable possibilities for speculation
concerning the historical development of the stone stable between 1896
and 1907. None of them are conclusive or ultimately convincing and a
final decision will have to await the results of archaeological
investigations at Lanark Place scheduled for the summer of 1977. Not
only have the changes wrought by Richard Motherwell during his short
tenure in the early fifties tended to obscure the earlier format of the
barn layout, but the historical record clearly indicates that the
lengthy and varied career of the stable and barn is laden with
anomalous changes that only the men involved in making them could fully
explain.

The three possible configurations are easy enough to visualize.
The first, which carries most of the weight of historical
extrapolation, is the full basement layout in which all present outside
walls were built in 1896 as they now stand, except for certain
modifications to doors and windows as the interior structure evolved.

Chickens
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Yet, it is precisely these changes to certain of the wall features that
point directly to a phased development of the stable as Motherwell
developed his mixed stock operation and had to delineate specific
interior areas by function and animal type.

The second possibility is that the original structure was, in
fact, a rectangle approximately 76 feet long and 35 feet wide as
advertised in the 1896 tender, and that it was built on an east/west
axis allowing for maximum lighting and winter heating along its
southern exposure. This would contradict the Engineering and
Architecture (Prairie) contention that the interior wall was once an
exterior wall, and as a theory it requires that one-half of the
southern wall was demolished when the addition was constructed.
However, this northern section most closely approximates the originally
tendered dimensions. With a length of 77 feet 6 inches and a width of
35 feet 2 1/2 inches it differs from the Motherwell proposal by a total
of only 1 foot 8 1/2 inches.? Secondly, the north wall was

The only photograph of the northwest showing the board ramp, ca. 1914.

U
(TE) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)
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originally built with at least two and possibly three single doorways,

facilitating access to all quarters of the basement. One of these, the
centre door at almost the exact mid-point of the wall was later walled

in with fieldstone and converted to a window. This door would have

p—

J Demolished Rectangular stable, ca. 1896, east-west axis.
during

F renovations
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been entirely consistent with a full wall along the north side but not
with a perpendicular wall ending precisely at the door. None of the
available examples of barn structure and none of the doors on the
Motherwell barn itself abut on a corner. Accordingly the ultimate
demise of the door may have been related not to a change in the wall
which it graced, but to an interior change when a partition wall
dividing the eastern section from the stable area was added. This new

Detail of the barn, ca. 1914, showing the centre door which was

converted to a window during the evolution of the structure. (E_)

10
(Motherwell Photograph Collection.)
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18-inch wall had doors at either end, one of which was proximal to the
altered doorway, and an unsashed pass through at the centre, indicating
that it would not have been an exterior wall at any time. Rather, it
was probably erected to ensure that the separation of function within
the barn was complete, and as a consequence the central exterior door
was closed off, because leaving it gave almost equal exterior access to
the horse and cattle stable as well as the new hen and pig section.

The largest drawback to the theory that the original stone stable
formed an east/west rectangle is that it is contingent upon the
possibility that when the changes were made, the western half

of the south wall had to be torn down to allow the stable to extend the
full length of its north/south axis. This may stretch the credibility
of the theory but it is not inconceivable that the rubble thus created
was used for the interior partition.

The third possibility still remains that the rectangular structure
constructed in 1896 was indeed located on a north/south axis and
eventually became the horse and cattle stable area. This theory, in
effect, must ignore the obvious structural changes that have occurred
in exterior doors and windows, and probably has to rely upon the use of
the incongruous 18-inch section as one of its external walls; but the
permanent roof of the stable which also comprised the barn floor and
was installed in 1907 supports the theory that the western section was
the original structure. Along the basement ceiling in the stable area
parallel 8 x 8 inch fir beams extended the length of the north/south
axis while another set of parallel 8 x 8 inch beams ran east and west
over the piggery. Throughout the barn 2 x 8 inch joists were laid
across these main beams plus other supplemental 7 x 8 inch timbers and
laminated beams to support the subfloor above.

r__rL I S ]l L

Rectangular stable, ca. 1896, north-south axis.
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The piggery joists which were toed to each other and to the
2 x 7 inch plates on the stone wall were far less substantial than

those over the stable. Awkwardly and unevenly spaced, the work in this
area appears to have been more carelessly done than the joistwork over
the stable where from the crook of the L shape to the southern end of
the barn, the joists were spaced more closely together with a 16 rather
than a 24-inch average. This close spacing of the southern extension
joists has an easy explanation. While the rest of the barn floor was
to be devoted to hay mows and a small drive floor, the southern
extension was to contain granary storage on the barn floor and would
have to suppport a loft at the same time. Closer joists were probably
installed for the purpose of handling the extra stress. Thus

the emphasis within the barn itself was upon the north/south axis
and by 1907, at least, the east/west axis, if it had existed, had been
fragmented beyond recognition. As the barn and basement is now
cnfigured this segment possesses the greatest internal consistency. It
is not yet known when the cement stable floor was laid, but it was
probably done long before the dirt floor of the piggery was overlaid in
the 1950s by Richard Motherwell.l0 Even before the convenience of
the concrete floor this section would have become the prime centre of
barn activity with horse stalls in the south end and cattle stalls in
the north. The area was served by two broad access doors at either end
which made for easy entry of the animals, and facilitated cleaning of
the stalls and central gutter. At the north end the stable opened into
the working field which was occasionally used for pasturage, and at the
south end it opened onto the barnyard and the driveway which led to the
fields and the pasturage west of the complex. In this sense it was the
final orientation of the stable that rationalized the central layout of
the farmstead.

Still, the possibility that the east/west axis served as the
original stable is compelling and, despite certain obvious
difficulties, attractive. The only theory that rivals it is the full
basement concept in which the basic shell was constructed, temporarily
roofed, and gradually modified to suit the farm as it grew up around
its central feature, the potential barn. Indeed, the partition wall,
if it was a later addition to the stable may even have been erected a
year after the basement walls when Cantelon returned to Lanark Place as
the stonemason for Motherwell's house. This may have been a permanent
solution to the problem of separating stock like sheep, pigs and
poultry from the cattle and horses who were in turn segregated from
each other by the arrangement of the stalls in their stable.

Despite the theoretical difficulties that surround the structural
history of the stable, by the summer of 1907 Motherwell had resolved
most of the practical issues entailed in the completion of his barn.
The only problem that Motherwell appears to have been unable to resolve
satisfactorily was the location of the main doors and drive floor to
the hay mows on the barn floor. Obviously the board ramp could not
extend out into the L shape of the barn and thereby reduce the
protected area of the barnyard where the animals could air in relative
comfort. It could not lead into ends of the barn extensions because
the farmstead layout precluded an adequate approach for the working
teams without encroaching on the driveway or the living space near the
house. By leading into the northern wall of the barn the lengthy ramp
would have segmented the otherwise effective utility area of the
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None of these barn faces would have provided a suitable space for the
length of ramp necessary for a nine-foot basement, ca. 1930. (%g)

(Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

Off the north wall the ramp would have truncated valuable working space
in the open field. The steep board ramp extended from the west wall

instead, ca. 1914. (%6) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

working field. The final alternative lay in a western approach to the
barn where the turning radius was cramped but sufficient, where direct
access from the fields could be had through the western fence, and
where a .ramp would provide the least interference in otherwise useful
space. But in the Canadian West, subject as it is to the prevalence of
harsh westerly winds, main entrances to any farm building were not
supposed to be located on northern or western walls. While the
entrance to the implement shed faced north and was susceptible to
winter winds, it was partially protected by the barn. The drive floor
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of the barn, nine feet above the rest of the farmstead and due west of
a break in the western shelterbelt, received almost no protection.
Structurally, it was one of the few inconveniences on a farm where
planning had kept such difficulties to a minimum by reducing the number
of buildings to the barest essentials.

For nearly a decade the stable, and the house that followed it a
year later, were the only buildings on the property. Over this period
the stable could have served as a storage area for grain, fodder, and
implements before the auxiliary buildings were added. IMotherwell,
however, appears to have been quite rigid about his decisions on
separation of function. Hay may very well have been stacked outside as
it often was in later years when even the barn did not provide enough
storage space. Grains, however, would just as likely have found a
place in small granaries located on the farming quarters. It is known
for instance that such a granary could be found on the pasturage
quarter across Pheasant Creek by the early 1890s. As for the
implements that Motherwell had acquired by 1896, while it is true they
would have suffered somewhat by having to winter outside, it was more
important that they be serviced, greased and painted each season than
have complete shelter from the clements.!ll Only an overweening
sense of pride would have driven Motherwell to risk crowding his
animals with his equipment, depending, of course, on the number of
animals that remained to be housed by the late nineties.

With the ultimate addition of the stone partition wall and with
the possible renovations necessary to upgrade the stable before or
during 1907, the structure was designed to house a variety of stock.
Not until the barn was raised, however, did Motherwell's animal
husbandry operation acquire an efficiency commensurate with his role as
an agricultural leader or equivalent to the level reached by many
Ontarian immigrants after the turn of the century. Although the solid
evidence on the division of function in the barn dates from 1914, it
can be assumed that it was practised at Lanark Place at least from
1907. The open space known as the piggery in the eastern section of
the barn closest to the house was actually divided into three separate
areas. The southern half was segregated by a high, chicken wire fence,
outfitted with nesting boxes and roosts, and used as a hen house until
1935 when a new one was built north of the barn by Dan Gallant at Mrs.
Motherwell's request.12 The specialized construction in this part

:_J“— crt::ﬁ“
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of the barn was probably largely due to Catherine Motherwell's attempt
to rejuvenate the poultry operation.

The other side of the piggery was divided into two pens, perhaps
by two wooden stalls that straddled the doorway leading to the working
field. Although The Nor'-West Farmer recommended that "a large
barn should be divided into compartments for each variety of stock, not
mixing up horses, cattle, pigs and poultry,"14 Motherwell did
locate his young cattle in the northeast corner of the piégery and his
swine herd in the northwest pen near the partition wall.l? It was
not until the thirties that he achieved a true separation of species by
locating them in different sections of the farmstead. 0ddly, it would
have seemed more logical had the pigs and young cattle been housed in
each other's pens considering that the stable calving pens were
situated just on the other side of the partition wall. Nevertheless,
it was common in western barns to find a variety of farm animals housed
under the same roof, particularly before extensive utility building
development had occurred on most farmsteads. In a first prize stock
barn shown at the Pilot Mound Exhibition in 1900, the hogpens were
located in close proximity to the young cattle, while in the Kavanagh
feed barn, three large hogpens (p) were located near the row of double
cow stalls (o) in the centre of the cow stable (l1). Only the horses
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Plans of a stock barn awarded first prize at the Pilot Mound
Exhibition. (NortWest Farmer, 20 Nov. 1900, p. 980.)

were afforded the luxury of complete separation in the stable (a) at
the opposite end of the barn. J.G. Kavanagh, who submitted the sketch
of his feed barn to The Farmer, also suggested that chickens could

be kept over the feed floor (f), although in view of the poor
reputation of chicken house floors for cleanliness this was a dubious
recommendation at best. Thus, while logic might have located the young
cattle area in the Motherwell barn next to the calving pens, there were
precedents for the Motherwell arrangement as it was recalled by Dan
Gallantl® who first saw the farm in 1922.

On the other side of the partition wall that segregated the
utility animal room, the stable extended the entire length of the west
arm of the barn and was accessible through two wide drive doors located
at either end, which seem newer than the east door.l’ The inside
dimensions of the stable were 64 x 37 feet and according to one article
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in The Nor'-West Farmer, a stable this size should have been able
to accommodate about 10 horses and 40 fair-sized cattle.l8
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Clearly

this estimate was somewhat optimistic, as the following diagram from

The Farmer's Advocate illustrates.

Remarkably similar to the

Motherwell stable except in its overall length, the Advocate's

Barn basement as it may have appeared
before calving pens were installed.
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stable contained even more stalls. Even assuming they were double
stalls the structure could only have held 12 horses, 18 cows and a few
calves. In the Motherwell stable every stall but one was double size
giving his structure a capacity of 12 horses and perhaps 15 cows. In
the example, the division of stock was achieved by the use of roller
doors, but Motherwell employed a less definitive division line between
his horses and cattle, probably because of the constantly changing
numbers. On the west wall a feed bin separated the cattle from the
horse stalls while on the east wall the same sections were separated by
the stairs that led to the main floor. This provides a small clue that
the major developments of the stable as the most prominent feature of
the stone basement can be traced to the era of the barn raising in 1907
since both the feed bin chutes and the stairwell relate to the
development of a storage barn superstructure.
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Ground floor plan of a horse and cattle stable. Note the animal
locations, the position of the feed alleys, the upper ramp and the
interior roller doors. (Farmers' Advocate, 20 April 1898, p.
173.)

The designation of horse and cattle stalls was clearly
distinguishable since the top of the horse stalls rose to the ceiling
like blinders at the manger end of stalls, while the cattle stalls were
level from the central post to manger, although provision was made so
that more height could be added with ease. At least two of the cow
stall mangers were distinguished by triangular trusses extending up to
the 2 x 8 joist above, a feature that was absent in the cow stall near
the feed bin, possibly because it usually quartered horses, more often
than cattle.
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Motherwell barn basement with the calving pens.
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1969 (White 1970).
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Northern Affairs.)
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The feed alleys extending along the walls of the stable were
narrow and somewhat inconvenient considering the extension of the
mangers into which fodder was placed. Working width was slightly more
than three feet allowing very little room for vigorous activity,
although the aisles were conveniently served by gravity drop feed
chutes between the horse and cattle areas. Conversely the service
aisle along the centre of the stable was slightly more than ten feet
wide, and although it contained no central gutter for liquid manure,
the liberal use of straw would probably have facilitated the cleaning
of the stalls and stable along this wide corridor.

Southeast aisle serving horse stalls.
Note the blocked window and the closely
spaced joists, 1969. (Department of
Indian and Northern Affairs.)

Looking north toward the
cattle section of the stable,
1969. Note the harness hooks
on the horse stalls. (Depart-
ment of Indian and Northern
Affairs.)
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At some point in the development of the stable two calving pens were
located in the northeast corner. Unlike the other stalls which ranged
from 7 1/2 to 9 feet, the calving pens were nearly 10 x 12 feet with
mangers butting directly against the partition wall which separated
them from the piggery. The side boards of these pens bear a close
resemblance to that of the rest of the stable, but the manger, the
location of the partition wall door and the existence of a pass—-through
window all indicate a certain lack of planning and a carelessness of
construction not consistent with the rest of the stable. The calving
pens were a secondary addition to the stable and relate to the period
in which the centre door of the north wall was converted into a window,
thus closing off an inconvenient access route through the calving pens.
The door may have originally serviced the feed alley that before the

construction of the calving pens probably extended the full length of
the stable.

[ 1 E The calving pens, indicated by the dotted
. - = lines, may have been installed at the same
time as the conversion of the exterior
\ T I s B i B door to a window, pre-1914.

One of two calving pens with a simple manger, 1969. Note the passage
to the hog pen has been sealed. The door with a window is at the left.
(Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)
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The stable, of course, was the heart of Motherwell's mixed farming
operation and it dictated that the barn he would ultimately build above
it would be an Ontario basement barn. In the words of a
professor of animal husbandry at the Minnesota State Experimental
Station as quoted by The Nor'-West Farmer:

Viewed from the standpoint of economy in labour it is

always considered better to have buildings of a

character that will enable the food to be thrown from

above downward. In other words it will be better to

have basement barns.l?

Yet the mixed farming operation he had so often touted publicly, never
really achieved its earlier promise on his own farm. In fact, there
appears to have been a distinct preference for horse stock at Lanark
Place and until the late 1930s the horse took precedence over both
steam and gasoline as the prime source of motive power. Ultimately
Motherwell kept relatively few cattle on his farm, pasturing some beef
and some dairy cows to meet the family's needs while providing enough
surplus for entertainment or charitable distribution. Consequently the
horses often took up space in the cow stalls, particularly after 1912
when Motherwell lost most of his herd to disease.20

If the layout of the stable as it was found in 1968 is the same as
the one Motherwell installed around 1907, he may have been creating his
own problems in stable organization. According to K.J.T. Ekblaw, whose
Farm Structures was published in 1914 and became a standard work of
its day, in a general purpose barn like Motherwell's the horse and the
cow stalls should have been located on opposite sides of the building,
"on account of the difference in the amount of space required."21
Motherwell's original stable, however, was nearly symmetrical with
stalls of approximately the same size, two of which were almost
certainly remodelled to serve a specialized function like calving.
Across the aisle a five—foot stall made use of the space remaining at
the north-end wall, and beside the calving pens a 9 1/2-foot stall was
built to take advantage of the waste space left after renovations. The
remaining nine double stalls in the stable including the three cow
stalls were approximately 8 1/2 feet wide, a recommended width for
horses but unnecessarily wasteful for double cattle stalls.2?

Between the four cattle stalls and the three horse stalls on the
west wall, a feed area serviced a hay chute leading from the storage
area on the main floor of the barn. 1In later years it appears to have
become a catch-all for odd pieces of equipment, but it is unlikely that
Motherwell would have allowed the same kind of clutter to accumulate in
a working area. The feed chute on the west and the stairs on the east
side of the stable gave it its direct link to the barn floor above.
While the stone structure served as a stable for more than ten years,
obviously Motherwell intended it to serve as a basement for the Central
Ontario barn which he some day hoped to complete. Like the house, the
stonework, completed under the direction of Adam Cantelon, was composed
of rough pointed, rubble-sized fieldstone,23 but because of the
shallow barn foundations, the masonry walls suffered from excessive
settlement. In 1933 concrete buttresses were added at Motherwell's
request to prevent the superstructure from collapsing over the
crumbling walls.24

The barn superstructure was raised in the fall of 1907, two years
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after Motherwell's appointment as Saskatchewan's Commissioner of
Agriculture, and after two years in which Motherwell could have
accumulated the cash necessary for the carloads of sawn fir timbers and
lumber from Northwestern Ontario and British Columbia. 1In fact, it was
in the winter of 1906-7 that Motherwell ordered the wood through a
local Abernethy lumber merchant, W.H. Pray; but shipment delays caused
by car shortages meant that the barn could not be begun until the
summer of 1907, particularly since Motherwell had chosen to holiday in
British Columbia even though the shiploads from Rat Portage (Ontario)
and Sapperton (B.C.) had finally arrived in the late spring.
Nevertheless, by the end of September despite the quirks and
idiosyncrasies of the carpenters who produced the frame, the barn had
been erected. 1Its storage bins, mows, and lofts now combined with the
basement stable below to give Motherwell's mixed farming operation at
least the potential of becoming a self-sufficient unit within the
tree-lined confines of his farmstead.

In a short but informative article on "Nineteenth Century Barns in
Southern Ontario,” Peter Ennals has done a useful job in categorizing a
number of the barn types that originated in or migrated to Southern
Ontario. None of Ennals' analysis covers Lanark County where
Motherwell was raised; but the influences around the Guelph area where
he took his agricultural education are clearly evident. There the
Central Ontario barn was found in abundance. Usually 40-50 feet wide
and 60-100 feet long this particular style of barn was characterized by
a stone foundation wall about 10 feet high upon which was erected a
wooden structure with either a gable or a gambrel roof.26 1In
Ennals' terms, the Central Ontario barn is a two-storey structure
comprising

a lower stable area and an upper space which combines

crop storage, implement storage and working space.

Access to the ground floor is provided by doorways

leading to the farmyard, and entry to the upper level is

by means of an earthen ramp leading to a large door in

the long side.

Ennals goes on to say that in Ontario this kind of barn was often
called a bank barn, particularly if it was set directly into a hillside
so that entry to the main floor could be gained directly from the top
slope. In the Northwest, however, bank barns per se came under a good
deal of criticism. Territorial farmers were extremely suspect of the
dampness that bank or earthen ramp barns attracted on the banked wall.
Within the anti-bank barn propaganda even hints of western chauvinism
could be detected:

The big bank barn, with all its merits and defects, is

an old Ontario idea, and many people here [Manitou]

hold on to it. I don't want any beast of mine shut in

along the back wall by one of these broad bank barns.

It is too damp, too far from the sun, and the profit

from housing any kind of beast there will always be

limited.28
Even more scholarly attempts to encourage western farmers to adopt good
building practices recommended the avoidance of bank barn structures,
particularly in districts where soil types were similar to those found
north of the Qu'Appelle Valley:

Until quite recently it has been the prevailing
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practice, especially with farmers who have come from

Eastern Canada, to select, if possible, the face of a

side-hill, and to excavate so that the stable doors

would open on a level with the surface,...This has been

found to be a mistake, especially in the clay

districts....On clay soil it is next to impossible to

secure a perfectly dry stable and yard on the face of a

side hill,...there is a constant soakage from the face

of a clay slope...that tends to keep the stable damp

and the yards soft and muddy during a large part of the

fall and spring months...The wall will be damp and

cold...and the floor will be colder than if separated

by two or three feet of relatively dry earth.?
Apparently Motherwell was cognizant of such arguments and despite the
fact that he did not possess a bank into which he could build his barn,
neither did he choose to construct an earthen ramp to the main floor
drive doors. Instead he installed a substantial board ramp on the west
wall with additional storage underneath, where a ventilated air flow
kept the stone wall dry. This did not mean that he was completely

A close-up of the only photograph of the original board ramp, ca. 1914.
It is unlikely that it bridged a gap. (%6) (Motherwell Photograph
Collection.)

opposed to the use of an earthen ramp if necessary. By the late 1930s,
because of the need for a small stock dugout and the frequency with
which drive teams fell through the ramp railings, Motherwell decided to
replace the original board ramp with earth. However, according to Ken
Elder's interpretation of the recent investigations of the barn, the
earth ramp was an error and has since placed undue pressure upon the
western stone wall causing it to sag dangerously.30 Often,

however, as in the case of the Stephens barn at Indian Head the natural
terrain and the shelter which it offered was just too much of a
temptation. Needless to say in the vast majority of cases in Southern
Saskatchewan the landscape tended to militate against the construction
of bank barns and farmers like Motherwell had to be satisfied with the
somewhat more dangerous but drier board ramp.31
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Barn and earth ramp at Lanark Place from the southwest, 1976.

(%3) (Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)

The Stephens barn, Indian Head.
(NorlWest Farmer, 5 July 1899,
p. 467.)

It would appear from the only available photograph that the
Motherwell ramp, unlike that of other farmers who at least began with a
small earthen hill and stone wall like the F.B. Miller barn of
Solsgirth, Manitoba, extended all the way to the ground without benefit
of an earth bank and was probably some 50-60 feet long to make the
grade more manageable for his teams.

According to Ennals, the barn floor of the Central Ontario barn,
like Motherwell's, was composed of three separate areas: the drive
floor extending into the barn from the main doors; the granary, set at
right angles to the drive floor; and the mows, devoted to the storage
of hay, straw, unthreshed grain and other crops. To avoid wasting
space the area above the granary section would also be devoted to
fodder storage and was called the loft.32 Except for the variations
dictated by the uncommon L shape of Motherwell's barn, it serves as a
classic example of Ennals' Central Ontario barn.

It is the Central Ontario pattern that Motherwell employed in 1907
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when the fir timber arrived by rail and the carpenters and neighbours
combined to raise his barn. Even for so important an event, Motherwell
was forced by the constant delays in the carpentry33 to attend to
the business of the Department of Agriculture in Regina rather than
preside over the barn raising. Doubtless, the ubiquitous Steuck
family, led by the barrel-stomached patriarch, Englehart, who moved
with the same authority as the team of oxen he chose to drive,
supervised and co-ordinated the barn raising bee for their neighbour.
The basement barn that appeared after the erection of the stable
superstructure continues to dominate the Lanark Place landscape. Such

Lanark Place from the southeast, May 1976. (Department of Indian and
Northern Affairs.)

barns were in evidence, but not common, around Lanark County where
Motherwell was raised. On the other hand, they abounded in Central and
north Central Ontario and near Guelph where Motherwell spent an
intensive two years of training at the Ontario Agricultural College.
Despite this abundance, the erection of L-shaped barns as original
strucures was a rarity in the east. Like the evolution of farm
structures on the Prairies, barns in Ontario tended to develop from the
basic rectangular form into elaborate L- and U-shaped barns in which
gambrel or lean-to roofs were often grafted onto gable roofs denoting
the change in barn styles that had occurred from one generation to the
next. Motherwell, on the other hand, because he had satisfied himself
with the use of a simple pole-roofed stone stable, was able to erect a
completed barn in 1907 as a tour de force of unified design. It was
one of a few of its type and it was almost unique in that the gambrel
roof of the two wings met in a clean cambered joint at the northeast
corner. At the end of this decade of patience, the proceeds from an
expanding production along with the capital available from Motherwell's
ministerial salary were invested in the timber for the barn, an
implement shed designed to keep the drive floor free of the clutter of
farm machinery, and a men's cottage to house the hired labour who would

be needed to manage the new mixed farming system encouraged by the
expanded storage capacity of the barn.
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Lanark County barn, 1976. (Depart-
ment of Indian and Northern Affairs.)

South Cayuga, Ont., 1898 Ilderton, Ont., 1898 Crumlin, Ont., 1896

Carleton County hydrid L-shaped
barn, 1976. (Department of
Indian and Northern Affairs.)

The prime purpose of the barn was storage, and although lumber
frame hay barns offered more extensive storage space under a vaulted
ceiling frame, in 1907 Motherwell opted for the more conventional
timber frame barn. It was common in Ontario and on the Prairies and
would have been familiar to the carpenter and neighbourhood help. The
basic structure was composed of sturdy 8 x 8 inch timbers, which were
formed into a complex series of bents, laid out on the ground by the
carpenters, raised by the neighbourhood crew onto 8 x 2 inch sills on
the stone stable walls, and supported by further 8 x 8 inch posts and
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A good view of the cantilevered roof joint seen from the north, 1976.

(%ED (Deparment of Indian and Northern Affairs.)
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beams within the stable itself. While all bents, at least for
gambrel-roofed barns, display the basic H-beam frame structure,
Motherwell's appears to have been a slightly more complex form of its

type which combined the general outside bent with an added inner
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is commonly held that when the tornado of 1915 hit the district, the
only two barns to withstand it without appreciable damage were the
round barn on the Steuck property and the Motherwell barn.

According to E. Sloane's An Age of Barns, while the gambrel
roof originated in New England in the mid-18th century and denoted a
distinct northwestern European influence,35 it found greater
popularity than gable roofs on the windy prairies because of its
aerodynamic design. 1In some cases the eaves of the gambrel were
dropped almost to the ground as farmers experimented with different
techniques to defend against the foundation-shaking prairie
wind-storms. Neither the basement character of the Motherwell barn,
nor the complex roof configuration at the elbow of the two wings would
permit this kind of experimentation, and it is probably more a tribute
to the carpentry than the design that the barn was left untouched in
1915 when others were blown literally hundreds of feet from their
foundations.
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Within the safety of the new storage structure Motherwell was now
able to keep all his grain and fodder under cover. To the right of the
drive floor in the south wing, a series of bins and grain stores
formed the granary while the entire length of the northern section was
devoted to hay mows. Access to the granary could be had from the drive
floor itself or from the hay door in the southern wall. Ken Elder of
the Ottawa office believes that the open area south of the grain
storage room, shown in the photograph of the hay door,36 was at one
time partitioned into at least eight separate bins. While more
intensive architectural and archaeological investigations may support
this theory, there is no photographic, documentary or oral evidence to
indicate that this was so.

It would be interesting to know whether Motherwell allowed the few
sheep that he kept on the farm to take shelter on the main floor of the
barn during particularly severe winters. There appears to have been no
specifically designated area for them in the stable below, although in
reasonable weather they may have used the wood ramp. Between the two
granaries the corridor to the south-wing hay door was blocked by double
doors and could have been closed off from animal intrusions. It is
known for certain that pigs were allowed to roam on the barn floor
reaching it by the stairway in the stable and later by a small ramp
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Looking across the drive floor toward the grainery, 1969.
(Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)

South end of the south wing. No bin walls are visible, 1969.
(Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)

constructed in the piggery specifically for that purpose.37 The
most conclusive piece of evidence for the presence of sheep at higher
elevations, however, lies in the much-told tale by Major McFadyen that
one of his most promising amorous adventures with a Motherwell
servant-girl was unceremoniously interrupted by the clumsiness of a ram
or ewe that had chosen that particular moment to crash down upon the
entwined young farm workers from above. Whether it fell from the ramp,
the hay door or down the stairs is still unknown .38

Unlike drive floors in rectangular barns the drive floor in the
Motherwell barn did not give full access to all the hay mows. In fact,
the reinforced flooring extended only to the eastern edge of the
granary as if it were servicing a rectangular barn. In this way it had
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access to the granaries for the storage of heavy grain loads, leaving
light but bulky fodder storage to the wall hatches which allowed hay to
be blown into the mows from outside. Although it is not known whether
the present flooring of the barn was original, none of the interviewees
could remember a reflooring programme; however, the changes of the
fifties may have extended to the main floor. Nevertheless, the entire
flooring, which was laid upon 2 x 8 inch joists, is now composed of two
layers of 1 x 8 inch floor boards running north/south in the western
section, and east/west in the eastern wing where the main mows were
located. To support working vehicles the clearly delineated drive
floor extended 40 feet from the main door in a strip 12 feet wide
beneath which the two layers of 1 x 8 inch were supplemented by an
additional layer of 2 x 7 inch flooring. Aside from the 6 x 6 inch
posts which served as stall stanchions in the stable below, there were
no additional 8 x 8 inch pylons supporting the drive floor.

To the left of the barn's drive floor lay the complex area that
was formed by the elbow of the L, in which the symmetry of the bays
formed by the timber bents disappeared. High above the floor the
cantilevered section of the barn roof formed an almost ideal
ventilation chimney. There iotherwell located the central of his three
ventilating cupolas, the style of which was not unlike one of the
Connecticut valley styles of barn cupolas identified by E.

Sloane.39 Despite the presence of these ventilators, no other
specific provisions for assisting the air-flow ventilation of the barn
or stable were made in the structure even though the technological
information for such processes was available at least as early as 1889.
In that year F.H. King of the Wisconsin Agricultural Station
promulgated his system of pipe and flue ventilation for agricultural
buildings.40 This development post—dated the period of

Motherwell's formal agricultural education, however, and it was not
until he had begun the construction of his new farm structure in the
late 1890s that the King system became widely publicized in farm
journals and agricultural colleges in Canada.

Cantilevered roof junction, northeast corner, 1969. (Department of
Indian and Northern Affairs.)
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Central cupola on Motherwell barn, ca. 1914. (Motherwell Photograph
Collection.)

Three Connecticut Valley ventilator styles (Sloane 1967). (Harper &
Row.)

The Agricultural College at Guelph was no exception, and in 1902
it produced a bulletin devoted to the "Ventilation of Farm Stables and
Dwellings" which stressed King's work. Offering a number of
alternatives to stable and barn ventilation, the Bulletin illustrated
the use of shuttered tile vents installed at the top of the stable wall
to clear the area of aqueous vapours and carbonic acid gas produced in
the breath of the animals under shelter.4l Of course the larger
structure of the standard basement barn with stable and storage lofts
would necessitate a more extensive ventilation system, and for economy
and efficiency both the stable and barn could utilize the natural flow
of air toward the cupola ventilator. A simple system of pipes and
vents with appropriate airflow openings and an adequate draughting
effect produced by the chimney cupola would then be able to ventilate
the stable and the barn.

The Motherwell complex possessed neither fresh air vents at the
top of the stable wall, nor pipe systems to the three ventilator
outlets atop the barn roof. However, the same structural arrangement
that left the major entranceways open to the freezing winds of the
winter also produced a flow-through ventilation for the stable and
barn, while leaving the piggery closed off by the partition wall and a
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main entrance on the east wall which appears to have seen little use
even during the early years. With a full complement of animals and
natural venting through doors, windows and top ventilators, the barn
should have been able to support an efficient operation. Without a
heating system, the body heat of the animals should have kept stable
temperatures between 40 and 50 degrees during the winter. 2 Yet

the animal population of the farm never appears to have reached its
full potential. Horses remained the mainstay, even though Motherwell
once lost his teams to glanders,43 and the cattle operation was
virtually irrecoverable after the tuberculosis disaster of 1912.44
Still, it is impossible to say whether the lack of a sophisticated
ventilation system for the stable and the barn contributed to these
losses.

Above the stable the barn was partitioned into three basic areas
for storage apart from the drive floor, which unlike the pure Central
Ontario barn, was not used for chores. Between the granary in one wing
and the hay mows in the other the barn elbow space was broken up by the
extraordinary timber bent formations and partitioned off for the
storage of crushed feed grains and various fodder crops. Above the
granary, of course, in the style of the Central Ontario and other barns
a loft was built of a single layer of 1 x 8 inch tongue and groove fir
floor boards, indicating that it was less likely to have to bear as
much weight as the main hay mows. But the lofting of which Motherwell
was most proud, was that created from the "timber grown on the farm
since it was first settled"45 over the main drive floor and over a
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Two methods of providing ventilation for the stable basement (Reynolds
1902: 10, 12).

Bay and loft timbers left of
drive floors, 1969. (Depart-
ment of Indian and Northern

Affairs.)
Drive
Door ]
Loft

NORTH

Sketch of the loft and old timbers.
(K. Elder.)
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small bay to the left of the doors. The poles forming these crude
lofts are presumed to be the maple which Motherwell first planted near
the original homestead, west of the present site. Although the old log
house had been left to decay, Motherwell found that it had become a
hazard because of the attraction it possessed for the children of the
neighbourhood, and he decided to demolish the structure. The fate of
the small grove of trees may help to date its demolition to the period
of the barn's construction, since the timber from the grove held such
nostalgia for Motherwell that he perpetuated it in the lofts that can
still be found inside the barn. Perhaps these rustic storage floors
served in lieu of the granary loft that may have awaited construction
at a date later than 1907, particularly since Motherwell was prepared
to build his entire farm in stages.

As might be expected the elbow of the barn is the site of the most
complex framing for the superstructure and of the most unique of the
bents which made the right-angle transition from one wing to the other.
Whatever skill was displayed in the construction of these complex
bents, the carpentry of George Ferguson and his assistants must again
come into question in this section of the barn, where at some stage two
log trusses were added to the superstructure between the loft-end-bent
and one of the lateral elbow bents. Presumably their purpose was to
prevent the two from sagging together and thus collapsing the
cantilevered corner of the barn roof. Only an engineering report, of
course, would confirm the exact function of these logs and whether they
have been hewn and positioned in such a fashion as to prevent an inward
collapse. It is also possible that they were used for unloading from
the drive floor over which they were positioned; but the angle at which
they sat from one cross—-piece to the other makes this unlikely, or at
least somewhat dangerous.

Apart from these structural difficulties and the crude homestead
timber lofting, the barn served as a fine addition to the stable below
and formed the central feature of Motherwell's mixed farming operation
in 1907. The granaries, when they were added, obviated the presence of
individual granary buildings within the farmstead until the 1930s or
1940s, and the hay mows were large enough within the eastern wing to
store most of Motherwell's fodder crop.40

Below the storage floor, in the basement that had first served as
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View of log trusses from the loft, 1969.
(Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)

The transitional bent as seen from the
east end of the barn. Note the maple
loft poles and the bracing logs (centre
left) tilted downward over the drive

floor, 1969. (Department of Indian and
Northern Affairs.)

a stable and then became the barn's archetypical feature, all of the
animals of the farm were housed at least until 1935 when the chicken
house was erected in the working field. Ventilated by the pressure
system4 established by the constant eight mile per hour northwest
wind, the stable's most important function was to house the working
Clydesdales and the trusted driving horses, often numbering between one
and two dozen. The Clydesdales, of course, did spartan service in the
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grain fields and around the farmstead throughout the early stages of
the power age until the late 1930s when Motherwell finally consented to
gasoline mechanization. The driving horses, though no more pampered
than the others, were considered to be closer members of the farm
family and often during the cold and dangerous winter months they were
relied upon to bring the family members home when driving by sight had
become impossible.

Ultimately considered less important than the horses, shorthorn
and Aberdeen Angus cattle were also stabled in the barn basement but
were segregated from the horses that dominated the south end and from
the chickens and pigs that were kept in the dirt—floored east wing
together with the young cattle. Both horses and cattled faced into
mangers that were located along the feed aisles on the outside walls
and which were supplied from the barn floor through two central chutes.
With the exception of the concrete floor in the stable, the barn was
built with few frills and exhibited little of the intricacy that
publicized barn plans showed, and it appears to have been functional
and uncomplicated. The feed system in the stable and the omnibus
quality of the piggery were typical of this simplicity. Generally, the
barn was a thoughtful and efficient response to the conditions and
materials of the prairies, which were supplemented by the use of fir
from British Columbia and Northwestern Ontario that became affordable
after Motherwell began to receive the supplemental ministerial salary
in 1905.

There is an interesting paradox involved in the development of
Motherwell's farming operation after 1905. The very position which
allowed him to invest the cash necessary to build up his farm also kept
him away from it to such an extent that he had to manage it by mail,
telegraph, and telephone from his offices in Regina and Ottawa. In
this sense there never was a point at which the farm reached and
maintained a peak of efficiency and repair. Not until at least 1909
did the barn receive its first coat of paint,48 which was a
combination of red, white and black.#9 But this first coat of
paint may also have been the barn's last. The deterioration of the
farmstead was essentially an on—-going process that had begun with the
erection of the first stable wall in 1896. Supported on three-foot
foundations the walls probably began to settle and crack within the
first year, as did the summer kitchen of the house almost as soon as it
had been added.”’® There was actually no time at which the
farmstead was in perfect peak condition, and the 1922 panorama
photograph, which is presumed to show Lanark Place in its prime, was
obviously staged for the purpose. Behind the impressive tree growth at
the centre of the property and the closely trimmed hedge lay a barn
that was crumbling at its base, whose doors and gates were patched and
boarded, and the paint of which was cracked, peeling and fading into
non—existence. In fact the barn paint was probably renewed only with
the intervention of Parks Canada in the early 1970s. In many ways the
only building on the property, including the house, which showed
improvement between the turn of the century and the middle of the
depression when the farm was entering its final decline, was the
labourer's cottage. The implement shed, the kitchen caboose and the

wooden privy were the only other buildings to grace the farmstead until
1935.
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The Implement Shed

There is some doubt about the date of construction of both the
men's cottage and the implement shed. In fact, none of the documentary
evidence gives a clear indication when either was built and none of
those who knew the farm in the early period are able to recall even the
vaguest references to their first appearance on the farm. Only Alma
Motherwell and Ralph Steuck have offered estimates about the period in
which the implement shed was built, but even this information is
conflicting and unreliable. Accordin§ to Motherwell's daughter the
shed was built between 1903 and 1905, 1 in which case it would have
antedated the barn. However, the lumber used for the implement shed,
"the 6" x 6" columns and beams, the saddle brackets, windows and the
overhead door rollers are identical or similar"” to that of the
barn.”2 Both buildings were floored and sided with the same
high-grade fir. Since it is known that the shipment of fir from B.C.
and Ontario did not arrive until 1907, it is improbable that the
implement shed was constructed before this date. Some credence might
be given to the theory that the shed was erected before work on the
barn began, but this is unlikely because Motherwell spent most of the
sumner of 1907 holidaying in British Columbia. Although he was
unable to be present during the finishing work on the barn24
because of commitments to his department, it is not likely that he
would purposefully have left the details of his implement shed to his
hired personnel unless most of the work had been completed beforehand.
The most plausible explanation is that the implement shed was built
some time in 1908 as was the men's cottage across the farmstead in
order to complete the essential farm structures and to provide
accommodation for the farm-hands away from the hired girls and the

The partially restored implement shed seen from the driveway east of

the structure, 1976. (%T) (Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)
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younger menmbers of the Motherwell family.55 Certainly this would
coincide with Ralph Steuck's estimate that the implement shed was built
after the barn some time between 1907 and 1910.

The problem remains, however, where Motherwell stored his
equipment before 1908. He was fastidious, almost fanatical, about the
condition of his equipment, and it was never allowed to stand outside
unattended.’® At the same time, he became just as rigid about
forbidding the storage of equipment on the barn floor. It was
recognized as poor practice to leave equipment and machinery in the
same area as animals where it could not be properly cleaned or serviced
and where the animals were susceptible to injury.5 This is not to
say that implements were not commonly housed in barns. On the
contrary, many of the plans exhibited in the periodicals of the day
included provision inside specific barn partitions for the storage of
farm machinery, especially in the larger buildings. On the other hand,
the implement shed could also be attached to the barn as in this
example of a basic L-shaped barn with a store room attached, from The
Farmer's Advocate of May 5, 1897 (page 200). But Motherwell chose to
remove his implement shed from the barn completely, giving it its own
space on the working driveway among the garden shelterbelts. But what
course did he take before the erection of the shed, unless he utilized
the dirt-floored piggery section of the stable solely for the storage
of machinery, safely separated from the animals by the partition wall?
It would have been completely out of character for him to have left his
equipment outside, considering that at the end of each season it was
dismantled, serviced, repainted, and, where applicable, stored away.
The piggery is really the only logical alternative for vehicular
storage after the Motherwells had abandoned the original homestead
buildings.

The implement shed is a simple gabled structure with attached
lean-to's at either end, east and west. The roller doors face north
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but the interior of the shed was protected from the ferocious winter
winds by sitting in the lee of the barn and the shelterbelts near the
west side of the lawn. Unlike most of the implement sheds appearing

in The Nor'-West Farmer, The Farmer's Advocate or structural
advertising books like Radford's Practiecal Barn Plans,?8 the

Motherwell shed is more reminiscent of a style of tobacco barn found by
E.A. Sloane in the Maryland region of the eastern seaboard.

Implement shed, barnyard fence and cottonwoods from 1922 panorama.

(LLE%:E) (Motherwell Photograph Collection.)

The back (garden side) of the Motherwell implement shed. A view from
the southeast, 1976. (%6) (Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.)
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A Maryland tobacco barn (Sloane 1967: 80). (Harper & Row.)

There are five clearly definable areas in the implement shed, one
each in the lean-to ends, two in the central gabled section and an
upper room under the gabled roof lighted by a window in the east end.
Only one other window, in the south wall facing the garden, served to
light the lower section of the shed, and although this lack of glazing
would reduce the need for heat, the shed was both a working and a
storage area and more windows would no doubt have made servicing the
vehicles and implements easier and more comfortable.

On the main floor the four sections are separated by 1 x 8 inch
fir boards on 2 x 4 inch joists. The eastern lean-to contained shelves
denoting small-parts storage, and the adjoining section in the main
room, where the window was located contained workbenches along the
south wall and beneath the stairs along the lean—to partition,
providing ample room for machines and small equipment repair. The
remaining space was reserved strictly for storage, including the loft
above the two central equipment bays, which was used for the storage of
smaller machinery and parts. The grain chute leading from the loft
into the eastern section of the main shed is a later addition to the
building and was probably used to send crushed grain from the loft
where the crusher was operated into wagons below