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ABSTRACT

A GEOGRAPHICAL ANALYSIS OF THE FOREIGN-BORN

IN HURON, SANILAC, AND ST. CLAIR COUNTIES OF MICHIGAN

WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO CANADIANS: 1850-1880

By

Charles Frank Kovacik

From the earliest date of white settlement to the present, Canadian-

born persons accounted for significant proportions of Michigan's total

foreign-born papulation. For each census decade since 1850, excepting

only 1860, Canada has contributed the greatest number of foreignrborn

persons. However, most research concerning foreign-born settlement in

Michigan has been limited to the Dutch, Germans, Finns, Swedes, and Nor-

wegians. Little effort has been made at investigating the Canadian—born.

It is the purpose of this dissertation to analyze the demographic

characteristics, interrelationships, and significance of the Canadian-born

and other significant foreign-born groups and their impact in the settle-

ment of Huron, Sanilac, and St. Clair counties of eastern Michigan from

1850 to 1880. Demographic attributes such as nativity, age, and sex are

examined with respect to distribution, interrelationships, change, and

significance of change on both a spatial and temporal basis. Economic

and political activities of the Canadian and other major foreign-born

groups such as occupation, voting behavior, and participation in local

government are also considered.

The principle source of data utilized in this dissertation is the

manuscript census. The individual handscript enumeration sheets are the

primary census documents. Only these records provide data concerning

foreign-born persons which can be organized at the township level.
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The chronicle of settlement in the study area closely parallels

that of the entire Lower Peninsula. French Canadians were the first

white men to inhabit both areas. Michigan's first mills devoted to saw-

ing pine lumber were established in St. Clair County by French Canadians.

In both areas, Canadians were the most numerous foreign-born group. Be—

tween 1860 and 1880 more than one of every four inhabitants of the tri-

county region was born in Canada.

Foreigners actually outnumbered natives in Sanilac County from 1850

to 1870. The same was true in Huron County between 1860 and 1870. Al—

though St. Clair County maintained the largest number of foreigners, the

foreign-born did not comprise as significant a proportion of the popula—

tion as those in Sanilac and Huron counties. Canadians equalled from 55

to 65 per cent of all foreign-born residents. Germans, Irish, English,

Scots, and Poles comprised the other significant foreign—born groups.

Port Huron Township reported the greatest densities for all foreign-

born groups, excepting the Poles. Canadians accounted for unusually large

proportions of the population in areas where population densities were low.

The Germans and Poles exhibited a tendency to settle in rural clusters.

The Irish, English, and Scots maintained a more dispersed distribution.

The age-sex composition of the Canadian population displayed char-

acteristics of both the native and foreign-born. While males outnumbered

females, the Canadian pOpulation exhibited less of an aging trend than the

other foreign-born. Among all foreigners, only the Canadians contributed

appreciably to the youngest age groups.

While most of the Canadians were farmers, many found employment in

the city of Port Huron. Compared to all other employed foreigners, Cana-

dians were predominately employed in the secondary industries. The leading
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occupations reported were carpenter and saw mill worker.

Politically, little difference could be discerned between Canadian

voting behavior and that of the native population. Townships which in-

cluded large Canadian populations usually reported Republican majorities.

Some townships which included significant German, Irish, and Polish pop-

ulations favored the Democratic party.

It is haped that this dissertation contributes toward gaining an

understanding of the tri-county region and illustrates the research po-

tential of the manuscript census. No foreign nation has contributed as

many of her sons and daughters to the development of the study area, or

Michigan, as has Canada.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Far too often geographers and historians overlook the role of Canada

and its peoples in studies concerning settlement in North America. Al—

though there is great interest in colonial settlement, American1 scholars

in particular, show little enthusiasm toward interrelating colonial settle-

ment in Canada and the United States. Research is oriented to New England,

the Middle Atlantic, and the southern colonies. In carefully documented

studies scholars, following the advancing frontier, emphasize the South

Atlantic and Gulf states, Tennessee and Kentucky, and the Ohio River Valley.

Another column of the advancing North American frontier, which is not

of great interest, concerns settlement within the Great Lakes region of

Canada and the United States. In general works concerning frontier settle—

ment, Michigan is often avoided.2 The interaction of Canadian and American

peoples in the settlement of the Great Lakes region is particularly ig-

nored.3 It would appear that Canada and its peoples had little connection

 

1The term American usually refers to all inhabitants of both North

and South America. In this paper, the term is restricted to inhabitants

of the United States. The term, Canadian, will refer to inhabitants of

Canada.

2Willis F. Dunbar, ”Frontiersmanship in Michigan,

L (1960), po 99.

N

Michigan Histggy,
 

3The only substantial work concerned with the interaction of Canadian

and American peoples in the settling of the continent is Marcus Lee Hansen

and John Bartlett Brebner, The Mingling of the Canadian and American Peoples

(New Haven: Yale University Press, 1940).
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with the settlement of Michigan,4 and that the chronicle of settlement

ceases as one takes leave of the Ohio River Valley and approaches Michigan

and the Canadian-American border.~

Of the studies concerning the Great Lakes region of the United States,

foreign-born groups such as the Dutch, Germans, Finns, Swedes, and Nor-

wegians receive considerable attention.5 Scholars also indicate interest

in religious groups such as the Quakers and Mennonites. Perhaps research

concerning these groups is encouraged by their uniqueness, but actual

settlement of North America is not usually considered a mosaic of unique

nationality and religious groups. Possibly it is the "non-unique” nature

of Canadians that discourages geographers from investigating the role of

 

4Historical geographers have noted the early French Canadian influence

at Detroit and the influx of settlers from the Eastern States and Ohio; see

Almon Ernest Parkins, The Historical Geography of Detroit (Lansing, Mich.:

Michigan Historical Commission, 1918). However, two of the most distin-

guished historical geographers of the United States make no mention of the

thousands of Canadians who made their new homes in Michigan or other Great

Lakes States; see Ralph H. Brown, Historical Geography of the United States

(New York: Harcourt, Brace and World, Inc., 1948) and Harlan H. Barrows,

Lectures on the Historical Geographyyof the United States as Given in 1933,

ed. by William A. Koelsch, Department of Geography Research Paper No. 77

(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1962).

5Of the numerous studies dealing with foreign-born settlement in the

Great Lakes region, special mention should be made of those studies concern-

ing foreign-born settlement in Michigan such as Erdman D. Benyon, "The Hun-

garians of Michigan," Michigan History, XXI (1937), pp. 89-102; Martin L.

D'Ooge, "The Dutch Pioneers of Michigan," Michigan Pioneer and Historical

_Qollections, XXXVIII (1912), pp. 204-212; James Fisher, "Michigan's Cor-

nish People,” Michigan History, XXIX (1945), pp. 377-385; Richard C. Ford,

"The French-Canadians in Michigan," Michigan History, XXVII (1943), pp.

239-257; Hildegard Binder Johnson, "The Location of German Immigrants in

the Middle West," Annals, Association of American Geographers, XLI (1951),

pp. 1-41; Mark O. Kistler, "The German Language Press in Michigan - A Sur-

vey and Bibliography," Michiggn History, XLIV (1960), pp. 303-323; Carlton

C. Qualey, "Pioneer Scandinavian Settlement in Michigan," Michigan History,

XXIV (1940), pp. 435-450; Lois Rankin, "Detroit Nationality Groups,” Mich-

igan History, XXIII (1939), pp. 129-206; John Russell, The Germanic In-

fluence in the Making of Michigan (Detroit: Herald Press, 1927), Andrew

Ten Brook, "Our German Immigrations," Michigan Pioneer and Historical Col-

lections, XXVI (1894-1895), pp. 241-255; John Wargelin, ”The Finns in Mich-

igan," Michigan History, XXIV (1940), pp. 179-203; and Carl Wittke, "Ora et

Labora: A German Methodist Utopia," Ohio Historical Quarterly, LXVII (1958),

pp. 129-140.
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Canada's peOple in settling the region.

Statement of Problem
 

From the earliest date of white man's occupance to the present, Canad-

ian-born persons accounted for significant pr0portions of Michigan's total

foreign-born population. Canada has contributed the largest number of per-

sons of foreign-nativity for each census decade since 1850, excepting only

1860. However, studies concerning immigrant settlement in Michigan fail to

relate the Canadian contributions to the settlement and development of the

state. It is the purpose of this dissertation to analyze the demographic

characteristics, interrelationships, and significance of the Canadian-born

and other significant foreign-born groups and their impact in the settle-

ment of Huron, Sanilac, and St. Clair counties of eastern Michigan from 1850

to 1880 (see Figure 1).

In more specific terms, nativity or country of origin of all foreign-

born persons residing in the study area from 1850 to 1880 will be deter-

mined. Demographic attributes such as nativity, age, and sex will be ana-

lyzed with respect to distribution, interrelationships, change, and the

significance of change on both a spatial and temporal basis. Economic and

political activities of the Canadian and other major foreign-born groups

such as occupation, voting behavior, and participation in local government

will also be analyzed.

Collection of Data
 

In order to make such an analysis, the number and distribution of

Canadian-born and other foreign-born persons who helped settle the study

area was determined. For a meaningful and precise analysis, data were ob-

tained on township level. Any spatial analysis on the basis of townships

reflects reality more precisely and is more lucid in illustrating patterns
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and relationships than an analysis at the county level.

The United States Census first reported country of origin data in 1850.

In both 1850 and 1860, summaries included country of origin only by state.

Nativity was first summarized by county in 1870; the practice was continued

to 1950.6 Unfortunately, there are no summaries by township. Data by

township had to be gleaned from individual hand script enumeration sheets.

The manuscript enumeration sheet is the primary census document. It

contains, in the hand script of the enumerator for the particular district,

all data the Bureau of Census requests for the specific decade. The amount

of detail varies with each census period. This source, and only the manu-

script census records, provides data concerning foreign-born persons which

can be organized on a township basis. Microfilmed c0pies of the manuscript

enumeration sheets are available from the National Archives.7

The gathering of country of origin data at the township level is a

slow and tedious task. Five months (summer and fall of 1968) were spent

at the Michigan State Library microfilm reading facilities gathering data

for this dissertation. Several thousand enumeration sheets were examined,

and tallies of each Canadian-born and the country of origin of all other

foreign-born persons in the study area were recorded plus age, sex, and

occupational status. All data concerning foreign-born persons utilized in

this paper for the decades 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880 were collected from

 

6Country of origin was not reported by county in the 1960 census.

Country of origin of the foreign stock and mother tongue of the foreign—

born population were reported by selected counties in 1960.

7Microfilm copies of the original Federal population census schedules

for 1800 to 1890 may be purchased from the National Archives. Most of the

1890 schedules were destroyed or badly damaged by fire; none are available

for Michigan. For a complete list of prices and availability see National

Archives, Federal Population Censuses, 1790-1890: A Price List of Micro-

film Copies of the Schedules, National Archives Publication No. 60-3

(Washington, D. C.: Government Printing Office, 1969).
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the manuscript census records unless otherwise footnoted.

In gathering data utilizing a tally method, some error is certain to

be made. A comparison of tallied township totals and reported county totals

does show some inconsistencies. The error in per cent between the totals is

so slight that it was recommended to the writer to utilize his own totals.

Conversations with Dr. J. Allan Beegle, demographer at Michigan State Uni-

versity, encouraged the writer to use the tallied data with no reservations.

When the data are presented, however, differences will be footnoted.

Methodological Considerations
 

Geography attempts to comprehend spatial reality. Geography, espec-

ially cultural and historical geography, has maintained a long tradition of

attempting to ascertain the p0pulation origins of particular regions. One

of the major conceptual notions of both cultural and historical geography is

that the nature of a particular cultural landscape is in large part deter-

mined by the character of its population. Knowledge of a region's popula-

tion origins certainly adds to the understanding of its spatial reality. It

is hoped that this study, in determining the origins, interrelationships,

and significance of the Canadian-born and other foreign-born pOpulation

groups significantly adds to our understanding of the Thumb region. It is

also hoped that this study will serve as an aid to the comprehension of the

spatial reality of other sections of Michigan which were settled by large

numbers of Canadians.

The dissertation clearly falls into that systematic division of the geo-

graphical discipline called historical geography. Historical geography is

concerned with the spatial realities of the past and geographical change

through time. If spatial reality could be understood by examining purely

contemporaneous phenomena, a geography concerned with analyzing temporal
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elements of spatial phenomena would be incidental. Clearly, contemporaneous

analyses answer questions concerning the what and where qualities of spatial

phenomena. If the questions of when, why, and how need to be answered,

there is a need for investigation of temporal factors. Only by examination

of the temporal dimension can geographers answer the when, why and how of

spatial reality.

Perhaps the major goals of all scientific endeavor are the ability to

explain certain phenomena, and to predict. A11 explanation and prediction

is based upon the present comprehension of reality. Prediction implies a

future condition, either repetition of a previous condition, status quo, or

change. Geographers in attempting to understand either reality or change

must utilize temporal as well as spatial qualities of phenomena. The tem-

poral dimension is fundamental to the comprehension of change. Historical

geography can provide insights into the nature of both reality and change.

Change is a significant factor in geography--either past, present, or

future. Change should not be examined for its own sake; attempts should be

made at determining the significance of change. Historical geography adds

to the comprehension of spatial reality by explaining the what and where of

past and present spatial realities through the analysis of the when, where,

and how. and significance of change factors.8

 

8For a further explanation of the nature and substance of historical

geography see J.O.M. Broek, "The Relations Between History and Geography,"

Pacific Historical Review, X (1941), pp. 321-325; Andrew H. Clark, "Histor-

ical Geography," in P.E. James and C.F. Jones (eds.), American Geogrpphy:

Inventory and Prospect (Syracuse: Association of American Geographers by

the Syracuse University Press, 1954), pp. 71-105; H.C. Darby, "On the Re-

lations of Geography and History," Journal of the Institute of Briggsh Geog-

raphers. XIX (1954), pp. 1-11 reprinted in Fred B. Dohrs and Lawrence M.

Summers (eds.), Cultural Geogrgphy: Selected Readipgs (New York: Thomas Y.

Crowell Company 1967), pp. 30-42; H.C. Darby, "Historical Geography,” in

H.P.R. Finberg (ed.), Approaches to History (Toronto: Lniversity of Toronto

Press, 1962), pp. 127-156; Richard Hartshorne, "The Relations of History to

Geography," The Nature of Geography (Lancaster, Pennsylvania: Association

of American Geographers, 1939), pp. 175-188; and Richard Hartshorne, "Time

 

 



Although historical geography is commonly considered a sub—discipline

of geography, it has been suggested that historical geography be considered

a method or an approach to the solution of geographical problems. Andrew

H. Clark denies that historical geography is "a field of tOpical speciali-

zation."9 Within the realm of historical geography, numerous approaches

have been advocated. Geography as a factor in history,10 sequent occu-

pance,11 cross sectional,12 period reconstruction,13 vertical theme,14 and

culture history15 have all been exposed as methods to analyze geographical

problems in a historical context.

The approach utilized in this dissertation is the changing geographies

.7 and Genesis in Geography," in Perspective on the Nature of Geography

(Chicago: Association of American Geographers by Rand McNally & Company,

1959), pp. 81-107.

9Clark, Inventory and Prospect, p. 71

 

 

10An early approach in the development of historical geography in North

America. The geographic influence on history was stressed. The attempt was

to illustrate the significance of the environment on history. A good exam-

ple of this approach is reflected in Ellen Churchill Semple, American History

and Its Geographic Conditions (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1903).

11This theme was brought forth by Derwent S. Whittlesey, "Sequent Occu-

pance," Annals, Association of American Geographers, XIX (1929), pp. 162-

165. Geographical reconstructions of past occupance eras were described

and one era was contrasted with the next.

 

 

12The attempt to describe the past geography of a region in horizontal

sections through time.

3This approach aims at the reconstruction of the past geography for a

specific period, usually on a regional basis. 'Perhaps the best example is

Ralph H. Brown, Mirror for Americans: Likeness of the Eastern Seaboard, 1810

(New York: American Geographical Society, Special Publication 27, 1943).

 

4This approach selects a phenomenon or group of phenomena and traces

the developments and changes through time, see H. C. Darby, "The Changing

English Landscape," Geographical Journal, CXVII (1951), pp. 377-398.

15The emphasis of this approach is directed to the recontruction of

past cultures and the development of the cultural landscape. Carl 0. Sauer

is most responsible for the development of this approach, and his philoso-

phy is clearly defined in Carl 0. Sauer, "Foreward to Historical Geography,"

Annals, Association of American Geographers, XXI (1941), pp. 1-24.
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approach advocated by Andrew H. Clark.16 Regions are usually in a state of

flux and rarely in a state of equilibrium. The approach conceptualized by

Clark considers areas as changing entities and is concerned with location,

identification, direction, and rate of change of specific or associated phe-

nomena within an areal context. One may be concerned with a specific phenom-

enon, group of associated phenomena, or a region. The emphasis is upon

change, changing interrelationships through time and space, and the signif-

icance of change.

This approach utilizes a standard geographical tool -- the map. Dis-

tribution maps of a specific phenomenon are constructed for various time

periods. Here, maps portraying the Canadian-born and other foreign-born

group population distributions, by township, for decades 1850, 1860, 1870,

and 1880 are presented. Such distributions are merely the first step which

provide a means to determine the location, time, and rate of change.

Distributions are not ends but a means to further research concerning

the process and significance of change. It is from the analysis of distribu-

tions that questions arise concerning change. The distributions are examined

and changes noted for each period. The next step is to analyze the where,

when, why, and significance of change. Changes in the Canadian-born or other

foreign-born population distributions are examined with respect to change in

related spatial phenomena such as: demographic factors other than nativity

(age and sex), occupation, voting behavior, and participation in local gov—

 

16Clark noted his interest in geographic change through time in Clark,

Inventory and Prospect, pp. 70-105. His notions are more fully outlined in

Andrew H. Clark, "Geographical Change: A Theme for Economic History," Jour-

nal of Economic History, XX (1960), pp. 607-613. Clark also expressed his

concern for the study of geographical change in an unpublished paper, see

Andrew H. Clark, "The Coordinates of Historical Geography" (paper to the

Plenary Session, Association of American Geographers, Annual Meeting, Syr-

acuse, N. Y., March 30, 1964), pp. 1-13. Perhaps the best measure of Clark's

approach is exemplified in his work. See Andrew H. Clark,Three Centuries

and the Island (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1959).
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ernment. Emphasis is on the changing relationships and the significance

of change.

Organization

To acquaint the reader with the organization and the relationships be—

tween the various parts of this dissertation, a brief preview is offered.

Chapter II is concerned with the study area. First, Canadian settle-

ment is considered with emphasis on the spatial and temporal distribution

of the Canadian-born in Michigan. The Thumb area stands as a significant

area of Canadian settlement. Topography, climate, soils, and vegetation

are discussed to illustrate the physical character of the landscape. Con-

sideration is given to the development of some significant man—land rela-

tionships.

The aim of Chapter III is to provide a perspective, or context, in

which the analysis of Canadian-born and other foreign-born settlement in the

Thumb region from 1850 to 1880 can be viewed with respect to the overall

population growth, settlement, and development of Michigan. Population

growth from first white settlement to 1960 is discussed in terms of total,

total foreign-born, Canadian-born, and other significant foreign-born groups.

Population growth is analyzed for both Michigan and the Thumb. General

settlement trends and development are also considered for the Lower Penin-

sula and the Thumb.

The theme of Chapter IV is to establish the origins of the Thumb's

foreign-born population and to report and analyze, by township, the distri-

bution of pOpulation from 1850 to 1880. Density patterns of total, foreign-

born, and Canadian-born p0pu1ations are presented. All data utilized in

Chapter IV were gleaned from the manuscript census records.

Chapter V is devoted to the changes in population patterns from 1850
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to 1880 and the significance of these changes. The significance of popula-

tion change is determined by change in related spatial phenomena.

Chapter VI is reserved for summary and concluding remarks.



CHAPTER II

STUDY AREA

Canadians, Michigan, and the Thumb
 

Two nations, Canada and the United States, occupy Anglo-America. In-

dependently, from two separate core areas, both began the conquest of North

America. Together they developed and settled a considerable portion of this

huge land mass. As time passed and settlement slowly moved forward, the

border constructed to divide the two fledgling nations rarely served as a

barrier to settlement. The westward movement must not be considered unique

to one nation but a unified movement from both core areas.

At certain points in time people south of the Canadian border sought

opportunities in the north, and peOple in the north sought a better way of

life in the south. A serpentine movement of population and settlement was

manifested as groups of pioneers advanced, mingled, and meandered about the

imaginary line that separates Canada from the United States.

If the general patterns of settlement from both Anglo—American core

areas are examined, the position of Michigan becomes particularly signifi-

cant especially with regard to the expansion of Canadian settlement. Set-

tlement in the United States advanced almost uninterrupted from the east

coast, along the Ohio River valley, to the Mississippi River. Michigan,

considerably north of the Ohio, was relatively isolated from the major ave-

nues of settlement to the south although the opening of the Erie Canal, in

1825, did provide important access. Substantial portions of Indiana, Illi-

12
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nois, and Missouri were settled before Michigan. Most of Illinois and Mia-

souri were occupied by 1840, while only the southern portion of Lower Mich-

igan received a significant number of settlers.

The westward movement from the Canadian core paralleled, to a degree,

the fluid movement south of the border. The frontier of the St. Lawrence

and Ontario Lowlands presents an avenue of settlement analogous to the Ohio

River valley, but occupance was not as rapid. However, once this corridor

was occupied, expansion beyond the Ontario Lowland was virtually curtailed.

Canada had no middle west of continuous fertile soils that welcomed

pioneer settlement and compensated the pioneer's efforts with a prosperous

agriculture. In contrast to the United States, the Midwest of Canada was

the hostile Canadian Shield -- a region of pre-Cambrian crystalline rock,

thin glaciated soils, and dense forest. The Shield served as a liability

rather than an asset with respect to westward expansion.1 When the good

lands of the St. Lawrence and Ontario Lowlands were taken up and productive

land to accommodate population increase was unavailable, when settlers be-

came disgruntled with their fate, or when people simply felt the urge to

move there was no easily accessible and attractive land in Canada. To

achieve their goals, these people necessarily had to leave Canada. Mere

proximity and land availability testify to the strategic position of eastern

Michigan with respect to the expansion of settlement by Canadian peoples.

Thousands of Canadians elected to come to‘Michigan.2 Distribution

 

1For an account of the unsuccessful settlement attempts on the Canadian

Shield during the 1850's see A.R.M. Lower, "The Assault on the Laurentian

Barrier, 1850-1870," Canadian Historical Review, X (1929), pp. 297-304.

2The Canadian-born population of Michigan swelled from 14,008 in 1850

to 184,398 in 1900. It dropped to 164,747 in 1920 only to reach a peak of

203,302 in 1930. Since 1930, there has been a steady decline to 126,095

Canadian-born in 1960. In 1880, 9.1 per cent of the total and 38.3 per

cent of the foreign-born population of Michigan were Canadian-born. Further

discussion of population growth is reserved for Chapter III.
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maps, based on Canadian nativity by county, were constructed for selected

decades to determine which areas of the state received significant number

of Canadians.3 From these maps, three general patterns can be determined.

Figure 2 illustrates counties which reported 4,000 or more Canadian-born

in three periods; 1870-1880, 1890-1910, and 1830-1950. The value, 4,000 or

more, was arbitrarily selected. Respective counties are listed in Table l

by decade.

Three definite nodes of Canadian-born settlement can be identified

for the 1870-1880 period. Major concentrations were in wayne County, Sani-

lac and St. Clair counties in the Thumb region, and the Saginaw Bay area.

Most of the Canadian settlers chose to locate in the southeastern portion

of the Lower Peninsula. Little Canadian settlement took place in Michigan's

Upper Peninsula.

Canadian settlement reached its greatest areal extent between 1890-

1910 with five areas of concentration. Two areas predominate in the Upper

Peninsula, one a swath from Houghton to Marquette counties to Menominee

County and the other at the Sault in Chippewa County. In extreme south-

eastern Michigan, the Canadian population of Wayne County doubled during

this period, thereby, forming the densest concentration. Kent County is an

outlier area, undoubtedly due to the concentration in Grand Rapids. The ex-

tensive area of Canadian settlement occurs along the shore and inland of

Lake Huron, including all counties that rim Lake Huron from Alpena southward

to St. Clair. This region is the result of the expansion and coalescense of

the two nodes, Saginaw Bay and Sanilac-St. Clair.

Between 1930 and 1950, the distribution of Canadian—born becomes most

 

3The published census contains country of origin data by county for the

decades 1870 to 1950. Only state totals are available for 1850 and 1860.

The distribution maps were constructed for the decades 1870, 1880, 1890, 1900,

1910, 1930, and 1950.
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TABLE 1.

MICHIGAN COUNTIES OF 4,000 OR DDRE CANADIAN-BORN:

1870-1950

Number of

 

Year County Per Cent of

Canadian-Born Canadian Population

1870 wayne 10,095 11.7

St. Clair 8,113 9.4

Sanilac 6,011 7.0

Saginaw 5,511 6.4

Bay 4,273 4.9

1880 wayne 13,647 9.2

Bay 10,160 6.8

St. Clair 9,701 6.5

Sanilac 9,170 6.1

Saginaw 8,864 5.9

Lapeer 5,649 3.7

Huron 5,387 3.6

Tuscola 4,840 3.2

Marquette 4,647 3.1

Kent 4,312 2.8

1890 Wayne 21,291 11.7

St. Clair 10,767 5.9

Saginaw 10,695 5.8

Sanilac 10,139 5.5

Bay 8,805 4.8

Huron 6,620 3.6

Chippewa 5,362 2.9

Kent 5,265 2.9

Tuscola 5,247 2.8

Marquette 4,868 2.7

Menominee 4,420 2.4

Lapeer 4,322 2.3

Alpena 4,234 2.3

Iosco 4,082 2.2

1900 Wayne 32,501 17.7

St. Clair 9,586 5.1

Bay 8,373 4.5

Sanilac 8,266 4.4

Chippewa 7,957 4.3

Saginaw 7,042 3.8

Huron 6,749 3.6

Houghton 5,627 3.0

Kent 5,019 2.7

Tuscola 4,877 2.6
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TABLE 1 (cont'd.)

 

 

 

Year County Number of Per Cent of

Canadian-Born Canadian Population

1910 Wayne 45,829 26.7

St. Clair 7,904 4.6

Chippewa 6,381 3.7

Sanilac 6,340 3.6

Bay 6,159 3.5

Saginaw 5,953 3.4

Huron 5,198 3.0

Genessee 4,723 2.7

Kent 4,545 2.6

Houghton 4,093 2.3

1930 wayne 119,130 54.4

Oakland 13,485 6.6

Genessee 8,683 4.2

St. Clair 6,261 3.0

1950 wayne 81.878 57.6

Oakland 13,945 9.8

Genessee 5,295 3.7

Macomb 5,295 3.7

St. Clair 4,105 2.8

Source: U. 8. Bureau of the Census.
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dense and spatially limited. There are only four counties in 1930 and five

in 1950 that include 4,000 or more Canadian-born. They represent 68 and 78

per cent of the total state Canadian-born population, respectfully. The

distribution is definitely restricted to southeastern Michigan, focusing on

Wayne County, with only slight scattering throughout the remainder of the

state. The general rural to urban population movement, deaths among Canad-

ians who resided in rural areas in previous periods, and greater opportunity

in urban areas for more recent immigrant arrivals account for the concen-

tration.

Selection of the Thumb region4 for intensive analysis of the Canad-

ian role in the settlement of eastern Michigan rests on two significant fac-

tors. First, the Thumb region certainly received significant numbers of Ca-

nadian—born settlers. Secondly the Thumb region, in many respects, is typi-

cal of the general settlement pattern and development of Michigan's Lower

Peninsula.

Land and Man in the Thumb

The regional place name, the Thumb, has a geographic origin. Exami-

nation of a map of the Lower Peninsula quickly reveals the origin of the

term. The outline of the peninsula resembles a left-handed mitten placed

palm down. The area occupied by St. Clair, Sanilac, and Huron counties

shapes the thumb of the mitten. As a result, the land area surrounded by

Saginaw Bay and Lake Huron is commonly called the Thumb of Michigan.5

The region encompasses 2,514 square miles with Sanilac County contrib-

 

4In this dissertation, the Thumb region is areally defined by the po-

litical units of St. Clair, Sanilac, and Huron counties.

5It is not uncommon for inhabitants of the Thumb to utilize the thumb

of their left hand to indicate their place of residence. One gentleman told

me he lived in the "crease of the knuckle"!
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uting 961 square miles, Huron 819, and St. Clair 734 square miles. The

Black, Pine, and Belle Rivers provide the major arteries of drainage (see

Figure 3). These three streams empty into the St. Clair River and drain

the southern two-thirds of the study area. The northern portion, partic-

ularly Huron County, is drained by numerous short streams which flow into

Saginaw Bay and Lake Huron.

Topography

Fenneman includes the Thumb as part of the Great Lakes section of

the Central Lowland in his physiographic divisions of the United States.6

All of the landforms within the study area are the result of the last glac-

ial advance, the Wisconsin, of the Pleistocene.

Two lobes of the great ice sheet, the Saginaw and Huron, converged at

the Thumb and left a complicated physiography. Figure 4 illustrates the

surface features of the study area. Sand dunes along the northwestern shore

of Huron County, eskers in southeastern Sanilac County, ancient beach ridges

throughout the area, and the low marshy lands of the St. Clair River delta

all lend variety to the landscape.

For the purpose of this paper it is sufficient to state that ancient

lake beds or lacustrine plains and moraines dominate the topography. In

general the topography varies from.very flat lands of the delta, level to

gently rolling lacustrine plains, to rolling and rather hilly terrain of

the Port Huron moraine and interlobate area. Lowest elevations occur along

the coast, gradually increase on the lacustrine plains, and reach a maximum

in morainal areas. Elevation ranges from somewhat below 600 feet along the

shore to slightly over 800 feet in morainal areas. Local relief is greatest

 

6Nevin M. Fenneman, Physiography of Eastern United States (New York:

MCGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1938), pp. 456-499.
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along the major rivers of the region.

Climate

The Thumb is included in the humid continental regime of world cli-

mates and is characterized by cool summers and cold winters. Although the

area does experience some influence from surrounding water bodies, it is

situated on the leeward side of the state with respect to prevailing winds.

There is less effect from the surrounding water bodies than would normally

be expected.7

Mean annual temperatures range from near 50° F in southeastern St.

Clair County to slightly less than 47° F in northern Huron County. Jan-

uary temperatures vary from 27° F in the south to 23° F in the north.

July temperatures average from 74° F to 60° F from south to north. The

frost-free season ranges from 160 days in the southeast to about 140 days

in the northwest.8

Mean average precipitation varies from over 31 inches in southern St.

Clair County to less than 28 inches in northwestern Huron County. Al-

though there is no real wet or dry season in the Thumb, the summer months

receive more precipitation than any other season. The mean annual snow-

fall exhibits a wide range from 30 inches in the south to over 50 inches

at the tip of the Thumb.9

The Thumb is one of the warmest areas in the state: it is milder

during the winter and warmer in the summer than in other areas. Situated

on the leeward side of the state, the region generally receives less pre—

 

7Thomas E. Niedringhaus, "A Climatology of Michigan" (unpublished

Ph.D. dissertation, Michigan State University, 1966), p. 198.

8Data concerning temperature were gleaned from maps in Neidringhaus,

"A Climatology of Michigan", Chapter II.

9Ibid.
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cipitation than other agricultural portions of the state.

Soils

Soils of the Thumb region represent two of the great soil groups of

the world. Huron, Sanilac, and northern St. Clair counties are situated

within the zone of podzol soils while southern St. Clair County is classi-

fied as a gray-brown podzolic region. Six major areas based on soil assoc-

iation are represented in the Thumb and are delineated in Figure 5.10

The level, poorly drained soils formed from loams, silt loams, and

clay loams of Area I form the most extensive soil associations. These

soils are associated with the lacustrine plain and cover large areas in

Huron and Sanilac counties. They are high in organic matter, nitrogen,

and lime. The soils retain moisture well, have good natural fertility,

and are durable under cultivation. They were develOped on fairly level,

wet, swampy, and originally heavily timbered lands in areas of poor nat-

ural drainage. The soils are productive when adequate drainage is pro-

vided and are not subject to serious erosion.

Three other groups of soil associations are represented in the pod-

zol region of the Thumb. Area II is characterized by well drained, level

to rolling soils developed from limy loams, sandy loams, and loams. Its

distribution conforms to the morainal areas. The soils are high in lime,

high in moisture retaining capability, and are relatively fertile. Area

III, in extreme northwestern Sanilac County, is represented by level,

poorly drained soils developed from limy loams to clay loams and tend to

 

10The six major soil associations and Figure 5 are based on E.P.

Whiteside, I.F. Schneider, and R.L. Cook, Soils of Michigan, Agricultural

Experiment Station, Special Bulletin 402 (East Lansing: Michigan State

University, 1959), pp. 32-52. For a detailed account of the soils of

Sanilac County see U.S., Department of Agriculture, Soils Conservation

Service, Soil Survey: Sanilac County, Michigan by Ivan F. Schneider, et

al., Series 1953, No. 10 (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office,

1961), pp. 1-83.
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have a considerable sand or sandy loam overburden. The soils are gen-

erally wet and sandy and are characterized by poor natural drainage. Area

IV, in northeastern St. Clair County, is an area of mixed wet and dry sands

with organic soils. These soils, a combination of wet and sandy textures

and associated peats, have low value for agriculture.

Area V outlines the gray-brown podzolic great soil group. The level,

poorly drained soils formed from loams, silt loams, clay loams and clays

occupy the southern half of St. Clair County. These soils are high in or-

ganic matter, nitrogen, and lime. They have good moisture retention, good

natural fertility, and are durable under cultivation. The soils were de-

velOped under poor natural drainage conditions and the land was wet and

originally heavily timbered. Where prOper drainage has been applied, the

soils prove productive.

Soils in Area VI are organic, mucks and peats, and appear as small

islands in north central Sanilac and northwestern St. Clair counties.

These soils were developed in swamps and have limited use for agriculture.

They range from extremely acid to mildly akaline and in Sanilac County are

utilized for the cultivation of mint, onions and truck crops.

Poorly drained and wet describes the most salient characteristics

of the soil associations. The fundamental problem facing the pioneer

agriculturalist, after his land was cleared, was drainage. As settlement

developed, drainage programs were initiated.

Vegetation

The Thumb region is situated within the Beech-Maple Forest region

of eastern North America. It is situated at the northern extreme of the

region and actually occupies a transition area between the Beech-Maple

Forest region and the Great Lakes section of the Hemlock-White Pine North-
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ern Hardwoods Forest region.11 In such a transition zone, the composition

of the natural vegetation is obviously complex.

A simplified classification of the natural vegetation has been de-

vised especially for this dissertation from Veatch's map.12 Included are

regions of deciduous forest, deciduous and pines forest, white pine and

deciduous trees, and prairie vegetation. Figure 6 illustrates the distri-

bution of these major vegetation types.

The deciduous forest includes areas in which the trees were almost

solely deciduous. Species dominance varied with local differences in soil

and tapography. The dominant types of trees were: maple, beech, elm, oak,

ash, basswood, hickory, sycamore, and cottonwood. In most cases, the area

of deciduous forest occupied inland locations. On a gross scale, the decidu-

ous forest was established on portions of the Port Huron moraine and ground

moraine in Sanilac and St. Clair counties. Some deciduous forest was situ-

ated on the old glacial lake beds of western Huron and southern St. Clair

counties.

A similar variety of trees occupied the area delineated as decid-

uous and pines forest, however, there was a definite mixture of white pine

and other pines. Again, local variations in topography and soil accounted

for the dominance of a particular species. The associations within this

classification coveredgaconsiderable portion of the study area. The decidu-

ous and pines forest was most closely associated with the lacustrine plain,

'but some was situated on the Port Huron moraine in Huron County and in the

interlobate area of northeastern Sanilac County. The white pine was fre-

quently a constituent of this forest.

 

11Lucy E. Braun, Deciduous Forests of Eastern North America (New

‘Yorkn Hafner Publishing Company, 1967), pp. 305-326, 337-364.

12J. 0. Veatch, "Presettlement Forest in Michigan" (Department of

Resource Development, Michigan State University, 1959).
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The area of white pine and deciduous forest includes stands which

were characterized by a dominance of white pine with a variety of decid-

uous trees. The dominant Species was the white pine, so highly valued by

the lumberman. White pine grows under a variety of conditions, but the

largest area was associated with sandy textured soils of northeastern St.

Clair County. White Pine also occupied sites on the lacustrine plain in

extreme northeastern Sanilac County and south central Huron County.

Veatch's map indicates two areas of prairie within the study area.

Wet prairie occupied the delta lands of the St. Clair River and was mostly

marsh grasses with individual and scattered clumps of willow and tama-

racks. Dry prairie was located along the coast of northwestern Huron

County. This prairie was associated with a narrow sand dune belt and con-

tained grasses with scattered oaks or aspen.

The first white settlers were confronted with heavy timber. Decidu-

ous trees were dominant, but large areas were forested with a combination

of deciduous, white pine, and pine trees. There were four areas where white

pine was the dominant species. The ax of both lumberman and early agricul-

turalist dealt destruction to the forest; very little evidence of the natu-

ral vegetation is present on the contemporary landscape.

The First White Men

The hope of finding a transcontinental route, establishing a vast

empire, and the zeal of missionaries to save souls brought French explor—

ers to Michigan. The Thumb was among the first areas of the Lower Penin-

sula to be viewed through white man's eyes. Its peninsular position prob-

ably accounts for its early discovery.

Adrien Jolliet, returning to New France after an unsuccessful at-

tempt to locate copper deposits near Lake Superior, paddled along the Lake
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Huron shore in 1669. Fathers Dollier and Gallinee, assured by Jolliet of

many heathen tribes, retraced Jolliet's route via the St. Clair River and

the Michigan shore of Lake Huron in 1670.13 Although the shoreline of

the Thumb was known early, the interior remained unknown. Surely some

coureurs‘gg,§gi§ must have eXplored the watershed of one of the streams

that drain the Thumb.

Besides seeking a route to Asia and christening natives, the French

developed a lucrative fur trade in the Great Lakes region. It was the

French practice to establish outposts at strategic and accessible sites.

‘Michilimackinac, near the Sault, was the center of French fur trading

interests.

When English traders began to make inroads into the region, the

French decided to build a stockade to prevent the English from reaching

the upper lakes. A fort at the head of the St. Clair River offered a

site which could guard the route between Lakes Huron and Erie. Fort St.

Joseph, at the site of the present city of Port Huron, was built by Sieur

Duluth in 1686. In 1688, it was decided the stockade was not worth main-

taining; it was burned.14

Although Fort St. Joseph was short lived, it was the first attempt

by white men to gain a foothold in southeastern Michigan. This location,

in present St. Clair County, preceeded Cadillac's efforts at Detroit by

fifteen years.

Soon after Great Britain took possession over Michigan land in 1763,

another post in present St. Clair County was constructed. Lieutenant

Patrick Sinclair built Fort Sinclair at the strategic confluence of the

 

13F. Clever Bald, Michigan in Four Centuries (New York: Harper &

Brothers, 1954), pp. 34-35.

14William Lee Jenks, St. Clair County, Michigan: {tsfigistory and

Its People (Chicago: The Lewis Publishing Company, 1912), I, pp. 88-90.
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Pine and St. Clair rivers in 1765. The stockade stood for about twenty

years and acted as a military and trading post.15

The Earliest Settlers

French Canadians were the first permanent settlers of southeastern

Michigan. Lamotte Cadillac founded Detroit in 1701, and it quickly became

the leading fur trading center of the Lower Peninsula.16 From this core,

subsequent waves of pioneers embarked on the settlement of the state.

Prior to 1805, when Michigan became a territory, the white population

was essentially French Canadian. French Canadian settlement focused on the

Michigan shores of Lakes Erie and St. Clair, Detroit River, St. Clair River,

and the streams draining into these waters. There was little inland settle-

ment, no substantial attempts at agriculture; the economy depended largely

on the fur trade.17 The Thumb's southern reaches, especially along Lake

St. Clair and the St. Clair River, maintains as old a settlement history

as any area in the Lower Peninsula.

Lumbering

The dense deciduous and pine forests and numerous rivers and streams

provided a suitable habitat for fur bearing animals which led to early ex-

ploration of Michigan. When the supply of furs began to wane, man was al-

ready familiar with the forest and began its exploitation. Logging, espec-

ially for white pine, dominated the state's economy for half a century.

The lumber industry attracted immigrants, provided jobs, gave impetus to

 

151bid., p. 92

16Ida Amanda Johnson, The Michigan Fur Trade (Lansing, Mich.:

(Iansing, Mich.: Wynkoop Hallenbeck Crawford Co. for the Michigan His-

torical Association, 1919), p. 31.

17George Newman Fuller, Economic and Social Beginning of Michigan

(Lansing, Mich.: Wynkoop Hallenbeck Crawford Co., 1916), p. 489.
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agriculture, created towns and cities of the wilderness, and supplied cap-

ital for other development.

The Thumb was heavily forested with hardwoods and pines. Areas which

included white pine were of particular interest to lumberman (see Figure

6). The forest of St. Clair County was utilized as early as 1765 when

white pine was felled for the construction of Fort Sinclair. When the

need for building materials at Detroit appeared, St. Clair County offered

the closest desirable source of lumber. In the 1780's, French Canadians

established some of Michigan's first lumber mills at the mouths of streams

flowing into the St. Clair River.18

There were at least seven small mills in operation in St. Clair

County by 1800, and some ambitious development began after 1816.19 Im-

petus was given to the lumber industry through increased demand as mid-

western prairie states and cities were settled and developed. These small

mills provided the origin of Michigan's lumber industry.

As pineries were exhausted, mills were established father north at

the mouths of the Cass, Saginaw, Au Gres, Au Sable, and Thunder Bay rivers.

Later the industry moved west to rivers draining into Lake Michigan. Lump

ber production in Michigan reached its peak late in the nineteenth century,

however, it remains an important factor in the economy of the Upper Penin-

sula.

Agriculture

Agriculture was also introduced into the Thumb area at an early date.

IEts development, however, was somewhat thwarted with respect to areas to

tine west. Wet and poorly drained soils, particularly those associated with

the lacustrine plain, heavy timber, and the availability of fertile lands

 

18Jenks, St. Clair County, p. 363.

191bid., p. 380.
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in south central and southwestern Michigan hindered early agricultural

expansion. Sedentary agricultural settlements did not dominate the land-

scape until the fur trade and lumbering eras passed.

Agricultural methods employed by the French Canadians were poor.

The French Canadians were primarily interested in the fur trade and

did not attempt to become accomplished agriculturalists. It was left

for the lumber industry to stimulate agricultural development. Small

clearings were cultivated to supply the needs of men and animals of the

lumber camps and mills. After the pinery had been raped of white pine,

the people attracted by the lumbering industry either moved on or turned

to agriculture.

Potatoes, hay, wheat, and oats were among the first crops grown.

Not until the 1870's did interest in livestock become significant.20 From

these meagre beginnings, the Thumb progressed to become one of the richest

agricultural regions of the state. Its counties rank high today in value

of farm products sold.

In 1960 the Thumb counties led in the production of many significant

crops. Sanilac was the number one producer of hay, for example, followed

by Huron; St. Clair was fourth. Sanilac and Huron ranked first and sec-

ond in the production of alfalfa. Huron was one of the top three wheat

producing counties. Sanilac was first and Huron second in the production

of oats. Huron County led the state in bean production. Sanilac and Hu-

ron ranked one, two in number of dairy cattle.21 The Thumb region is

classified as a dairy and cash crop farming region.

 

20

Ibid., p. 380.

21Bert Hudgins, Michigan: Geoggaphingackgrounds in the Development

of the Commonwealth (4th ed., Detroit: Edwards Brothers, Inc., 1961),

pp. 72-77.
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Summagy

The counties of St. Clair, Sanilac, and Huron define the study area

of this dissertation and, hereafter, will be termed theaThumb region, or

simply the Thumb. Factors which led to the selection of the study area

are also significant elements with respect to Michigan's settlement. The

analysis of Canadian settlement in the Thumb should lead to generaliza-

tions concerning the role of the Canadian settler in the Lower Peninsula.

The Thumb occupies a peninsular location in southeastern Michigan,

fronting on Lake Huron and Saginaw Bay, and includes 2,514 square miles.

Early contact by explorers and fur traders can be attributed to this penin-

sular location. A stockade overlooking the St. Clair River, a strategic

link between lakes Erie and Huron, was the first attempt by white men to

gain a foothold in southeastern Michigan.

Glaciation is responsible for the varied surface features of the

study area. Rolling to hilly terrain of the morainal areas and the gen-

erally level lacus trine plain dominate the topography. Latitudinal ex-

tent, inland and coastal location, and differences in local relief create

slight climatic variations. However, the Thumb lies on the leeward side

of the state and experiences milder weather than most other areas.

Permanent settlement in the Thumb and Lower Peninsula have cannon be-

ginnings. The early French Canadians, who settled along the St. Clair

River and Lake St. Clair, were poor agriculturalists. Agriculture was

hindered by wet and naturally poorly drained soils. Once drainage pro-

grams were initiated, the soils provided a rich agricultural base.

Heavy timber also discouraged agricultural development. However,

the dense forest and particularly stands of white pine attracted lumber-

men. It was in the Thumb where Michigan's lumbering era was spawned.
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Lumbering attracted immigrants and stimulated agricultural settlement.

The settlement and development of the Thumb region paralleled that

of the Lower Peninsula in many respects. Most significant, to the goal

of this dissertation, large numbers of Canadian-born settlers took up

land in the study area. Canadian-born persons have contributed a sig-

nificant pr0portion of the population of the Thumb and the State. The

principal problems that the physical-biotic environment posed for settle-

ment were the clearing of forests and soil drainage.



CHAPTER III

THE GROWTH OF POPULATION, SETTLEMENT, AND THE FOREIGN-BORN

IN MICHIGAN AND THE THUMB REGION

Population Growth and Settlement

White men arrived in Michigan for the first time in the late seven-

teenth century. French Canadians were the first to establish a foothold in

both Michigan and the Thumb. Tardy settlement, claims of misrepresentation,

deterioration of the French Canadian influence by the arrival of easterners,

south to north and coastal to interior direction of settlement, lumbering,

land speculation, and the rural to urban phenomenon were characteristic of

the settlement process in both Michigan and the Thumb.

The French Canadian Era to Statehood

Michigan

Although the French established several settlements prior to 1701,

the efforts of Cadillac at Detroit were the most enduring. Cadillac brought

seeds, horses, and cattle to his outpost, but the settlement languished for

a century. Agriculture was not the main interest at early Detroit, and its

people made few attempts to expand their holdings or encourage more settle-

ment. Nearly a half century later (1749) an attempt was made by the Cover-

nor General of Canada to induce settlement at Detroit.1 Tools, wagons,

seeds and livestock were offered to those willing to take up land. In the

 

1William L. Jenks, "Michigan Immigration," Michigan Histo_r_y, XXVIII

(1944), p. 67.
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next two years, only 103 persons responded and the government suspended any

further attempts to induce settlement. Development at Detroit was slow. As

late as 1803, the town included only four acres.

After initial occupance at Detroit, settlement was sporadic. The

founding of most of the French settlements in southeastern Michigan did not

antecede the American Revolution. Several settlements were established dur-

ing the Revolutionary War, but immigration was heaviest after the peace with

Great Britain. Indian Agent Jouett described the French Canadian settle-

ments in 1803 in a message communicated to Congress.3 Table 2 and Figure 7

were prepared from Jouett's message and give some insight into the location,

extent, and date of settlement. Jouett makes no attempt at estimating the

population, but from his report it can be conservatively inferred, that well

over 1,000 persons inhabited the region. With only a few exceptions, all

were French Canadians.

Expansion westward commenced from New York and New England after the

peace with Great Britain. Pioneers followed rivers and streams to the Ohio

River Valley. Mere location was in large part the principal factor account-

ing for the late settlement of Michigan. Michigan was far removed from the

mainstream of settlement. Regardless of the significance attached to claims

of land quality misrepresentation and the famed Tiffin Report,4 not only

Michigan but the whole western Great Lakes region was late in receiving the

impact of the westward movement. Kuhn asserts that any publicity Michigan

 

2U. S. Congress, Legislative and Executive Documents, American State

Papers, "Description of the Lands and Settlers in the Vicinty of Detroit,"

by C. Jouett, Class VIII, Public Lands, I (Washington: Gales and Seaton,

1832), p. 191.

31bid., pp. 190-193.

4U. S. Congress, Legislative and Executive Documents, American State

Papers, "Military Bounty Lands," by Edward Tiffin, Public Lands, III (Wash—

ington: Gales and Seaton, 1834), pp. 164-165.
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TABLE 2.

FRENCH CANADIAN SETTLEMENTS IN SOUTHEASTERN MICHIGAN, 1803

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Location Families Inhabitants Farms Remarks

Monroe County

Otter Creek 33 Settled 1779-1794

River Raisin 121 Settled 1784-1786

Sandy Creek 16 Settled 1792

Rocky River 2 House, distillery

grist mill worth

$10,000

Huron River 1

Detroit Area

Ecorce River 16 Settled before 1797

River Rouge 43 Settled 1780

Detroit River 23

Detroit Only four acres

including the fort

Grosse Isle 10 Settled 1776

Detroit to Grosse 60 farms in 9 miles

Point 60 French land grants

before 1760

Macomb County

Milk River to Settled 1797, squat-

Clinton River 30 tors

River Clinton 34 Settled 1788-1800

Clinton to St.

Clair 2 Settled 1801

St. Clair River Area

Six Miles Upstream 12 Settled 1780-1790

Belle River 19 Settled 1780-1782

Pine River (Sinclair) 5 Settled 1800

TOTAL 203 85 129
 

Source: U. S. Congress, American State Papers, C. Jouett.
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received in the east was usually favorable.5

The first census of Michigan, taken in 1800 as part of the National

Census, reports only 551 inhabitants. Michigan did not assume its present

boundaries until 1837. In 1800 a large part of the Lower Peninsula was or-

ganized as Wayne County, and its inhabitants were reported in the Ohio to-

tals. About nine-tenths of Wayne County was in Michigan.6 The total of

551 does not include inhabitants of Wayne County. When 90 per cent of the

Wayne County total is added, a more representative 3,436 persons can be in-

ferred as the population in 1800. Table 3 represents the population growth

as reported by the census with some adjustments.

In 1810 the census enumerated 4,762 persons as inhabitants of the Ter-

ritory of Michigan. This is an increase of approximately 1,300 persons from

the estimated total of the previous decade. The settled area expanded only

slightly from 1800 to 1810, and population concentrations focused on the

rivers and shore lines of southeastern Michigan. Figure 8 portrays the set-

tled areas and the direction of settlement from 1790 to 1900.

In 1820 the census reported 8,896 persons in the Territory. Seven

counties and Detroit were included in the enumeration. Of the seven counties

two, Brown and Crawford, were situated in the present state of Wisconsin.

The area within the contemporary boundaries of Michigan included 7,452 per-

sons. Settlement moved further inland from the old French Canadian centers

and beginnings were made in the Saginaw Valley.

Michigan first felt the real impact of the westward movement from 1820

to 1830. In 1830 the census reported a population of 31,639 for the Terri—

 

sMadison Kuhn, "Tiffin, Morse, and the Reluctant Pioneer," Michigan

History, L (1966), pp. 111-138.

6Census of Michigan, 1904: Population, I (Lansing, Mich: Wynkoop

Hollenbeck Crawford Co., State Printers, 1906), p. xivi.
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TABLE 3.

POPULATION GROWTH OF MICHIGAN: 1800 - 1960

 

Year Number

18001 3,436

18102 4,762

18203 7,452

1830 28,004

1837 175,025

1840 212,267

1850 397,654

1860 749,113

1870 1,184,059

1880 1,636,937

1890 2,093,890

1900 2,420,982

1910 2,810,173

1920 3,668,412

1930 4,842,325

1940 5,256,106

1950 6,371,766

1960 7,823,194

Notes:

Because Michigan did not have fixed boundaries before statehood, 1837,

the pOpulation reported by the Federal Census does not represent the actual

number of residents residing within the present state boundaries. Some ad-

justments have been made to present a more representative pOpulation for

the‘state before boundaries were fixed.

1The Federal Census reports only 551 inhabitants for the state which

accounted for the population of the northern county of Mackinac. Wayne

County reported 3,206 inhabitants, of which nine-tenths resided in Michigan.

The summation of the 551 inhabitants of Mackinac County and the 2,885 resi-

dents of Wayne County results in a total of 3,436.

2The Federal Census reports 8,896 residents for Michigan. Two counties

totaling 1,444 persons were entirely within the present boundaries of Wis-

consin leaving a more representative total of 7,452 persons residing within

the present boundaries of Michigan.

3The Federal Census reports 31,369 residents for Michigan. Three coun-

ties were outside the confines of contemporary Michigan and totaled 3,635

persons. The actual number of persons residing within Michigan was 28,004.

 

Source: U. S. Bureau of Census.
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tory. Three thousand six hundred and thirty-five persons, included in the

total, actually lived in counties now in Wisconsin. Sixteen Michigan coun-

ties and Detroit totaled 28,004 inhabitants. Pioneers reached further into

the interior and the settled area expanded considerably. Outlier nodes of

settlement appeared in southwestern portions of the state and the Saginaw

Valley settled area was enlarged. It was during this period that French

Canadian dominance gave way to the peoples of New England and New York.

Michigan became a state in 1837. It entered the Union with a popula-

tion of 175,025 persons, an increase of almost 150,000 from the 1830 total.

Thirty-one counties were organized. Population was concentrated in the

southeast, but villages were established at Kalamazoo, Niles, Jackson,

Flint, and Saginaw. Most of the increase was the result of the westward

movement of peoples from New England and New York.

The Thumb

Fifteen years before Cadillac's efforts at Detroit, occupance was at-

tempted in the Thumb at Fort St. Joseph. The short-lived stockade (1686-

1688) was defended by fifty men.7 It was intended to secure the detroit

between lakes Erie and Huron against English encroachment. The next sig-

nificant attempt at occupance was the construction of Fort Sinclair just

south of the Pine and St. Clair River confluence. The British stockade was

maintained from 1765 until independence was granted the colonies. Lieuten—

ant Patrick Sinclair, command officer and a native of Scotland, obtained a

deed from the Indians for 3,749 acres along the Pine River in 1765. Utiliz-

ing the pine timber and deriving large profits from a saw mill, Sinclair

maintained his claim for seventeen years.

 

7Jenks, St. Clair County, pp. 88-89.
 

8U.S. Congress, American State Papers, "Lands and Settlers in Detroit,"

p. 193.
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Sinclair was not the first to realize the potential of the white pine

in the region. Campbell asserts that pine from the St. Clair River area was

used to construct homes in Detroit as early as 1742.9 Exploitation of white

pine was an early activity in the southern reaches of the Thumb. The activ- \

ity was pursued by both the British and French Canadians.

There were no desirable building materials in the environs of Detroit.

The St. Clair River area afforded the closest supply. Excepting the early

forest exploitation of the 1740's, no French Canadian settlements were es-

tablished prior to 1780. By this time Detroit had developed into a settle-

ment of about 2,000 inhabitants. Duperon Baby built a saw mill near the

present site of Algonac in 1780 and began to supply Detroit with timber.10

Others from the Detroit settlement soon realized the need for timber

and the potential of the St. Clair pinery. Slowly settlements were estab-

lished along the North Channel of the St. Clair River, upstream from Algonac,

and at the mouths of the Belle, Pine, and Black rivers. Although the saw

mills were small, crudely constructed, and often only temporary; they were

among the first saw mills built in Michigan. From this primitive beginning,

the lumbering frontier which later swept both the Lower and Upper Peninsulas

was launched.

After the United States gained control over the area, there was need

for a statement from Congress concerning land title. C. Jouett, Indian

agent at Detroit, was ordered to report the land claims to Congress in 1803.

Jouett's district included all the French Canadian settlements from Otter

Creek in Monroe County to the St. Clair River area (see Table 2 and Figure

 

9James V. Campbell, "Early French Settlements in Michigan," Michigan

Pioneer and Historical Collections, II (1877-1878), p. 102.
 

10Jenks, St. Clair County, p. 363.
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7).11 Thirty-six farms were reported along the banks of the St. Clair River

upstream to the Pine River. All were occupied between 1780 and 1800. In

addition, Jenks claims ten settlers located near the mouth of the Black

River between 1782 and 1796.12

These farms were typical of the long-lot settlements established else-

where by the French and French Canadians in North America. All of the farms

fronted on water. Farms along the St. Clair River upstream to Algonac were

smaller in total acreage than those to the north. None of the farms south

of Algonac exceeded 240 acres. These farms included from three to five

acres of frontage and extended about forty acres inland. Soils were des-

cribed as low and sandy "showing every mark of poverty".13

North of Algonac, farms were larger. Ten and twenty acres of river

frontage was common, two claimed forty to forty-five acres. Again each ex-

tended inland to a rear line at forty acres. The farms were described as

improved on cultivated, fertile soils.l4

Typical of the long-lot system of land tenure is a narrow but extenu-

ated land holding with water frontage which provided a means for transpor—

tation, communication, fishing and trapping. The limited size of the claims

indicate little desire for agriculture and land acquisition. The French

Canadian was characteristically a poor farmer.

In the St. Clair area the dwelling was usually situated on the river

bank. A garden was started immediately behind the dwelling and usually in—

 

11U. S. Congress, American State Papers, "Lands and Settlers in De—

troit," pp. 190-193.

12Jenks, St. Clair County, pp. 139-141.

 

 

13U. S. Congress, American State Papers, "Lands and Settlers in De-

troit," p. 192.

141618.
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cluded a small orchard. A field of corn or wheat extended beyond the gar-

den. The largest portion of the claim was left in forest.15 Fuller claims

the habitant was not conscious of his poverty, adhered to old farming tech-

niques, and was resistant to change.16

Fifty-two Private Claims were finally settled in St. Clair County

which included 19,500 acres.17 Under provisions of the act concerning the

regulation of deeds granted or purchased from the Indians, granted by France

before 1763, or granted by England between 1763 and 1783, persons who set-

tled, occupied and improved land before July 1, 1796 and maintained it up

to 1807 would be granted title if the claim did not exceed 640 acres.18

Figure 9 illustrates the location of the Private Claims, all of which front

on Lake St. Clair, the St. Clair River, or along the lower reaches of the

Belle, Pine and Black rivers.

The French Canadian settlements in St. Clair County were significant

because not only were they the first permanent settlers, but they supplied

lumber for the Detroit area and focused attention upon the pineries of the

Thumb. By 1800, there were seven mills in Operation. Two were situated on

the Black River, two on the Pine River, and three on small creeks which

.drained into the St. Clair River.19

French Canadians dominated the region until the 1820's. The United

States Officially displayed an interest in the area when Fort Gratiot was

constructed, in 1814, at the confluence Of the Black and St. Clair rivers.

 

15

 

 

Fuller, Economic and Social, p. 106.

16Ibid., p. 113.

17
Jenks, St. Clair County, p. 70.

181616., pp. 69-70.

19

Ibid., p. 109.
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The stockade was built largely as a protective measure against the Indians,

but the complete garrison of forty men did not arrive until 1817.20 In

1819, after their term was served, some soldiers remained to settle.

Land in the public domain was offered for sale in 1818, but little

was sold in St. Clair County. Only a portion of the county was surveyed.

The entire county wasn't surveyed until 1823. Land sales proceeded slowly

and from 1818 to 1829 only forty-one sales were transacted.21

Although St. Clair County was officially organized in 1821 and divided

into three townships in 1823, settlement came slowly. Evidence of inac-

tivity is dramatically illustrated in that the small garrison of forty men

at Fort Gratiot was considerably reduced in 1821 and, by 1826 the stockade

lay in ruins.22 The abandonment of the stockade, which was initially estab-

lished to protect settlers, clearly indicates that the government had little

faith in any immediate settlement activity.

Excluding Indians, only about 300 inhabitants resided in St. Clair

County in 1821. Most of the population was distributed along the St. Clair

River with a few settlers engaged in lumbering in the lower reaches of the

Black River. River locations were preferred since there were no roads.

Seventy-nine persons were assessed for taxation in 1821, and about one-third

of the surnames on the tax roll indicate French Canadian descent.2

’0/

Saw mills were established in 1816 and 1818.“4 Activity in the early

twenties focused chiefly on the fledgling lumber industry and more mills were

 

20Western Historical Company, History of St. Clair County (Chicago: A.

T. Andreas & Co., 1883), p. 263.

21Jenks, St. Clair County, pp. 80-81
 

221bid., pp. 99-100.

23See reprint Of assessment roll in Western Historical Company, History

of St. Clair County, pp. 131-132.

24Jenks, St. Clair County, p. 365.
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constructed. Associated with the abundant timber supply, the shipbuilding

industry enjoyed an early start. The first ship built on the banks on the

St. Clair River was produced by the government at Fort Gratiot in 1818 - a

thirty-four foot revenue cutter.25 Samuel Ward arrived at Marine City in

1819, from New York, and in 1824 constructed the "St. Clair", foreseeing a

trade link with the East via the Erie Canal. The Ward family later grew

wealthy from shipbuilding and lumbering and produced Michigan's first million-

aire. Fishing was also an early activity and some restrictions concerning

the quantity of catch were set in 1825.26

The first Federal Census to include St. Clair County (1830) reported

1,114 inhabitants. Relatively few persons took up land in the twenties, but

land sales picked up in 1830. Rampant speculation in land, which swept the

entire state, accounted for 200,000 acres sold in 1836 -- almost one-half

the area of St. Clair County.27

Tne northern counties Of the Thumb first felt the frontier impact in

the thirties. Sanilac County was surveyed in 1834, and its first permanent

settler arrived in the same year. Unchecked speculation in timber lands,

especially along the Lake Huron shore and inland areas offering river trans~

port, accounted for the purchase Of 70 to 90 per cent of the land in some

townships.28 Also in 1834, Canadian-born A. G. Peer opened development in

Huron County when he began quarrying stone on a seasonal basis at Grindstone

City. The stone was shipped to Detroit and was utilized in the paving of

 

25Ibid., p. 403.

261bid., p. 377.

27Ibid., p. 81.

28Portrait and Bioggaphical Album of Sanilac County Containinngortraits

and Bipgraphical Sketches of Prominent and Representative Citizens of the

County (Chicago: Chapman Brothers, 1884), p. 453.
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Woodward and Jefferson Avenues.2

Unrestrained land speculation spawned the "paper city"3O era throughout

the state. White Rock, situated fifty miles north of Port Huron on the Lake

Huron coast of Huron County, was one of the famed speculative endeavors.

White Rock was widely advertised in Detroit as a growing metropolis contain—

ing busy saw mills, Churches, schools, a bank and a magnificent harbor cat-

ering to steamboats. However, Bela Hubbard a visitor in 1837 remarked:

We found the entering river: it hardly admitted our canoe.

Harbor there was none. Churches, houses, mills, peqple were all

a myth. A thick wilderness covered the whole site.

Only fifteen or twenty families had taken up land in the two northern coun—

ties by 1837.32

While settlers were first arriving in the northern portions of the

Thumb, St. Clair County (1837) included 3,673 inhabitants. Lumbering was

the chief activity and displayed rapid growth from 1830 to 1837.33 In 1837

four grist mills were Operating while thirty mills were sawing timber.

Lumbering activities centered on the city of Port Huron and St. Clair

and the lower reaches of the Black River. Many of the large capacity mills

were established at Port Huron and St. Clair from 1833 to 1836. The first

 

29Portrait and Biographic Album of Huron County Containing Portraits

and Biographical Sketches Of Prominent and Rgpresentative Citizens of the

County (Chicago: Chapman Brothers, 1883), p. 451.

 

 

0Paper Cities were a speculative device where persons or groups of

people purchased land at a suitable site for a town or city. A plat was

drawn and the land divided into lots. To sell the lots, these plats were

highly publicized as prosperous towns. Despite the publicity, most of the

paper cities were merely wilderness sites.

31Bela Hubbard, "A Michigan Geological Expedition," Michigan Pioneer

and Historical Collection, III (1884), p. 200.

32Album of Sanilac County, p. 455

33Jenks, St. Clair County, pp. 365-369.

 

 

 

 



50

steam powered mill established in Michigan began operation at Port Huron in

71833.34 It utilized saw dust for fuel. The capitalists who purchased tim-

ber lands and established saw mills were largely natives of New York, Massa-

chusetts, and Pennsylvania. These early entrepreneurs represented the Yan-

kee tide which began to invade the southern portion of the Thumb in the

thirties.

Interest in agriculture lagged prior to statehood as emphasis focused

on lumbering and shipbuilding. Men working in the forest depended on lum-

bering for a living and only tilled the soil for a short period during the

summer months. Potatoes and vegetables were cultivated to supply their im-

mediate needs. Some crOps were planted in clearings to furnish feed for

the livestock used in the pineries. Here farming was secondary when com—

pared to counties to the southwest where there were no pine forests.

Figure 10 represents the progress of settlement in the Thumb. French

Canadians, who were virtually the only settlers in 1800, located along Lake

St. Clair and the St. Clair River. Settlement was slow during the next

thirty years. Some pioneers moved inland, but only the twelve most south-

eastern townships Of St. Clair County received settlers by 1830. The most

northern settled area reached up the Black River. No locations were made in

either Huron or Sanilac counties by 1830, and only a few coastal settlements

were established by 1837.

Settlement was retarded in the Thumb for many of the same reasons pOpu-

lation growth lagged throughout Michigan. Just as Michigan was removed from

the mainstream of settlement--the Ohio River Valley-—so the Thumb was situ-

ated away from the general route of settlement in Michigan. While inland

settlement proceeded through the southern tier of counties, dense forests

and wet lands stymied overland movement to the Thumb. Paralleling the claims

 

341616., p. 368.
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of misrepresentation of Michigan as a poor place for potential settlement

back East, Fuller asserts the Thumb was misrepresented as a swamp by De-

troit interests who were fearful of the proximity of the St. Clair area to

Detroit.35

Early Years of Statehood: 1837 to 1850

Michigan

From statehood to 1850, the settled area of the Lower Peninsula was

significantly enlarged. The outlier areas of the 1830's became centers with

large hinterlands. By 1850 settlement extended to Muskegon.well beyond

Grand Rapids and Lansing. The Saginaw Valley was occupied (see Figure 8).

In the Thumb region most of St. Clair County was settled by 1850, but only

the Saginaw Bay and Lake Huron shorelines of Huron and Sanilac counties at-

tracted settlers.

The first years following statehood were turbulent. The state govern-

ment embarked on an ambitious program of internal improvements which in-

cluded road, canal, and railroad construction. The schemes failed. Specu-

lation in land and capital continued unchecked and "paper cities" multi-

plied. The financial problems of the late thirties slowed the pace of set-

tlement only momentarily.

POpulation stood at 175,025 at statehood, increased to 212,267 in 1840,

and reached 397,654 in 1850 (see Table 3). Population increase from 1830 to

1840 was 180,628 and 185,387 from 1840 to 1850. Considering the similar in-

crease in both decades, it can be inferred that growth from 1840 to 1850 was

due more to natural increase than immigration.

Land for agricultural settlement was the chief focus of this period.

The agricultural southern tier of counties were well settled by 1850. Al-

 

35Fuller, Economic and Social, pp. 164-165
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though agriculture was paramount, the lumber industry was beginning to show

its potential. Saw mills multiplied along the Lake Huron and Saginaw Bay

shores. Thirty-one counties were organized in 1837; by 1850 there were

forty-three counties. The agricultural frontier crept northward.

The Thumb

While settlement began to fix firm roots throughout the southern tier

of Michigan's counties, southern portions of the Thumb were also becoming

occupied. The general statewide pattern of settlement advanced from south

to north and from coastal to interior locations. An analogous pattern was

displayed in the Thumb. Settlement became secure in St. Clair County while

the northern counties of Huron and Sanilac were first receiving pioneers.

Sanilac County wasn't organized until 1848. It had previously been at-

tached to St. Clair for judicial purposes.36 Huron County finally warranted

organization in 1859 after it had been attached to Saginaw and later Sanilac

counties.37

Population increased from 3,673 in 1837 to 13,219 in 1850. St. Clair

County was inhabited by 10,899 persons, Sanilac 2,112, and Huron as part of

Sanilac County reported only 210 persons in 1850. In Huron and Sanilac coun-

ties, townships adjacent to Lake Huron and Saginaw Bay were the first to at-

tract pioneers. There was little or no activity in the inland townships of

the northern counties (see Figure 10).

Settlement and pioneer economic development focused on the southeastern

section of the Thumb while settlements to the north were mere wilderness out-

posts. Northeastern St. Clair County contained a luxuriant stand of white

pine (see Figure 6). It was here that lumbering was most significant. Saw

 

36Album Of Sanilac County, p. 459.

37Album of Huron County, p. 430.
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mills multiplied from 1837 to 1850. New mills, both steam and water pow-

ered, were also constructed at St. Clair, Marine City, and Algonac tapping

the forests in the Belle and Pine river hinterlands. Chief markets for

the lumber were Chicago, Milwaukee, Oswego and Buffalo, New York.38

Mill towns grew as the increased demand for woodsmen, raftsmen, and

sawyers attracted pioneers. Samuel Ward's shipbuilding endeavors at Marine

City Offered Opportunity for carpenters, joiners, caulkers, and sailors.

In 1840, Ward launched the steamer "Huron" which soon commanded the St.

Clair River route from Detroit to Port Huron.39 Port Huron and St. Clair

were incorporated as villages in 1849 and 1850 respectfully.4O

Lumbering and associated shipbuilding were the chief activities of

the period. Workers in the mill towns and forests were dependent on outside

sources for their foodstuffs. Most of the flour and corn was brought from

Detroit.41 It wasn't until 1847 that farmers produced enough surplus wheat

to justify the construction of a flouring mill,42

Settlement expanded slowly to the north. Extreme southeastern Sanilac

received the first settlers, but by 1850 only townships adjacent to Lake Hu-

ron experienced any develOpment. Coastal locations were selected largely

for transportation convenience. Lumbering once again provided the stimulus,

but development was not as rapid or intensive as in St. Clair County. The

first steam powered saw mill was built in 1846 at Lexington.43 Shingle-

 

38Western Historical Company, History of St. Clair County, p. 463.

39Jenks, St. Clair County, p. 403.

“01616., p. 253.

 

 

41Western Historical Company, History of St. Clair County, p. 242.

42Ibid., p. 463.

43Album of Sanilac County, p. 454.
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making was an important activity, and many took up temporary residence to

make enough shingles to accumulate capital to buy land.44 Only Lexington

bore any resemblance to a village. The first steamboat docked there in

1846.45

Huron County reported only 210 inhabitants in 1850, and pOpulation was

distributed in isolated settlements along the coast. To the Lake Huron

coast came lumbermen, shingle-makers, trappers, and fishermen; many of whom

made no claim to the land. At Grindstone City, A. G. Peer made a claim of

400 acres and was soon turning out grindstones.46 At Sebewaing, a colony

of German missionaries arrived in 1845 bent on christianizing the Indians.l'7

Most of the settlers perceived the forest as the source of their pros-

perity. Agriculture was neglected. Those who came north to the Thumb were

in direct contrast to their fellow pioneers to the southwest who would rather

plow a field than fell a pine. Those who came to the Thumb to work in the

forests, mills, and shipbuilding yards were the predecessors of thousands

who were to create scores of mill towns along the shores of both the Upper

and Lower Peninsulas.

Completion Of Settlement: 1850 to 1900

Michigan

Initial settlement, in both peninsulas Of Michigan, was completed by

the turn of the century. All Michigan counties had a population density Of

.at least two persons per square mile in 1900.

While portions of the northern Lower Peninsula were receiving initial

 
 

44Oliver Raymond,"Port Sanilac Settler," Michigan History, XXXIII

(1949), pp. 167-170.

45Album of Sanilac County, p. 479.

446

 

Album Of Huron County, p. 269.
 

47Ibid., p. 430.
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settlement, pOpulation densities in the southern tier of counties were in-

creasing. Most of the southern half of the Lower Peninsula, excepting in-

terior portions of the Thumb, had been settled by 1870. By 1880, almost

all of the Lower Peninsula was settled save a few isolated interior locali-

ties (see Figure 8). In the northern Lower Peninsula, settlement was first

established along the shores of lakes Huron and Michigan, leaving the inter-

ior as the last area of settlement.

Michigan's population increased steadily from 397,654 in 1850 to

2,420,982 in 1900. Each decade averaged an approximate 400,000 increase

over the preceding decade (see Table 3). The rural population ratio de-

clined from 95.7 per cent in 1850 to 79.6 in 1870, to 60.7 per cent in 1900.

There was an associated rise in the urban pOpulation ratio from 4.3 per

cent in 1850 to 39.3 per cent in 1900.48 Although the rural population

ratio diminished in this period, each decade exhibited an increase in total

rural population. The urban pOpulation was growing at a more rapid rate

than the rural which accounts for the decreasing rural to total population

ratio.

The area south of a line from the northern border of St. Clair County

to Muskegon included the state's best known agricultural lands of the time

and was the most densely pOpulated. Within this half century, Michigan

emerged from the wilderness and entered the ranks of the agricultural states.

It was during these fifty years that the foundations for Michigan's present

industrial and commercial economy were laid. Many factors account for the

quick expansion and development of almost all facets of life. Some of the

more significant factors associated with this develOpment were the comple-

tion of the Michigan Central Railroad from Detroit to Chicago in 1852, sub-

 

48Amos H. Hawley, The Population of Michigan 1840 to 1960: An Analysis

of Growth, Distribution, and Composition, Michigan Governmental Studies, No.

19 (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1949), p. 26.
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sequent railroad construction, the Homestead Act of 1862, the Civil War,

technological developments in agriculture, and the lumber industry.

Markets for agricultural and manufactured products created from Civil

War demands stimulated Michigan's economy. Agriculture boomed throughout

the War period. Michigan became a significant wheat producing state and

ranked as high as eighth in the nation as late as 1890.49 Wool production

was also stimulated by military demand. Michigan ranked either third or

fourth in the nation in wool production from 1860 to 1890. Since the tra-

ditional markets of Michigan were along the Atlantic seaboard, military

activity had little effect on marketing practices. Trade with the indus-

trial East was very profitable, and transportation rates actually decreased

during the War.50

In the 1850's speculators turned their attention and capital to the

pine lands. Lumbering diffused from the Thumb, and the associated economic

boom struck the Saginaw Valley. From here the industry moved northward with

mill towns established at Oscoda, Alpena, and Cheboygan. Rivers flowing in-

to Lake Michigan also tapped rich pine hinterlands; mills were constructed

at Grand Haven, Muskegon, and Manistee. Mill towns flourished at the mouths

of most rivers on both Lake Huron and Michigan shores. In the mid-1870's

logging railways increased the lumbermen's range. Areas far from the rivers

could be economically logged. Lumbering moved to the Upper Peninsula in the

eighties, and Michigan attained its largest production in 1888.51 It ranked

 

49Willis F. Dunbar, "The Transformation of Rural Life in Michigan Since

1845," Papers of the Michigan Academy of Science, Arts, and Letters, XXIX

(1943), p. 482. .1.

50Richard H. Sewell, "Michigan Farmers and the Civil War," Michigan

History, XLIV (1960), p. 367.

51Willis Frederick Dunbar, Michigan: A Histopy of the Wolverine State

(Grand Rapids, Mich.: William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1965), pp.

474-475.
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first in the nation in 1900.

Settlement followed lumbering developments. Farmers began to culti-

vate the cut-over lands. The lumbering heyday produced Michigan's first

millionaires. Capital was now available for investment. Industrial and

commercial centers were beginning to develOp as a result of the boom in

agriculture and lumbering. Early manufacturing was usually limited to the

immediate local area; only the lumber and furniture industries had markets

out of the state. Each local area was independent with respect to the

necessary manufactures; each company had a local monopoly. In the 1880's

and 1890's, changes in this organization came about with increased demand

and availability of investment capital.52 Manufacturing became concentrated

in larger urban areas about 1900.

The Thumb

Most of the major man-land relationships of the contemporaneous land-

scape of the Thumb region were established during the last half of the nine-

teenth century. The foreign-born settlers and their contributions in estab-

lishing these relationships is the focus of this dissertation. Therefore,

much of the detail is left to the remaining chapters. In an attempt to main-

tain continuity, only general trends are presented here.

Paralleling the state pattern, settlement continued to diffuse from

south to north and from coastal to interior locations. Only a few interior

townships had not received their first permanent inhabitants by 1870, and

every organized township had received settlers by 1880 (see Figure 10).

Emulating the statewide pattern, population densities were greatest in the

south and least in the northern counties.

 

52Sidney Glazer, "The Beginnings of the Economic Revolution in Michigan,"

Michigan History, XXIV (1950), p. 194.
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The population of the tri-county region stood at 13,219 in 1850. POp-

ulation steadily increased to 124,445 in 1900. St. Clair County remained the

most pOpulous with 10,899 inhabitants in 1850 and 55,228 in 1900. Sanilac

County increased from 2,112 in 1850 to 35,055 inhabitants in 1900. Huron

County displayed a rapid growth from 210 in 1850 to 34,162 persons in 1900.

The steady population increase was by no means uniform in each county. Table

4 indicates the population growth of the Thumb counties from 1830 to 1960.

St. Clair County sustained its greatest increase from 1850 to 1870.

Between 1870 and 1890, Sanilac and Huron counties tallied larger numerical

increases than St. Clair. The greatest gains in population were recorded

from 1870 to 1880 for Sanilac and Huron counties. More population.was added

to St. Clair than Sanilac during the last decade of the century, but Huron

County enjoyed the greatest increase. Sanilac County reached its peak pOpu—

lation in 1900.

As the pineries of the Thumb were depleted, either by the ambitious ax

of man or the ravaging fires of 1870 and 1881, economic emphasis switched

from lumbering to agriculture. Agriculture became the prime activity, es-

pecially north and west of Port Huron. Port Huron soon became the metrOp-

olis of the region and supported a pOpulation of 19,158 in 1900. Other in-

corporated places of over 1,000 persons in 1900 were Marine City with 3,829,

St. Clair with 2,543, Algonac with 1,216, and Yale with 1,125 inhabitants.

Sanilac County reported no incorporated place of over 1,000 persons in 1900;

Marlette was the largest town with 996 inhabitants. Sebewaing was the larg-

est incorporated place in Huron County with 1,243 inhabitants in 1900 fol-

lowed by Bad Axe with 1,241 and Harbor Beach with 1,149 persons. Only Port

Huron enjoyed any significant industrial develOpment.

The major pattern established in this fifty year period was the devel-

Opment Of a highly productive rural-agricultural system with only one sig-
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Table 4.

POPULATION GROWTH IN THE THUMB REGION: 1830-1960

Year County Population Thumb

1830 St. Clair 1,114 1,114

1837 St. Clair 3,673 3,673

1840 St. Clair 4,606 4,606

1845 St. Clair 8,375 8,375

1850 St. Clair 10,899

Sanilac 2,112

Huron 210 13,219

1860 St. Clair 26,604

Sanilac 7,599

Huron 3,165 37,368

1870 St. Clair 36,661

Sanilac 14,562

Huron 9,049 60,272

1880 St. Clair 46,197

Sanilac 26,341

Huron 20,089 92,627

1890 St. Clair 52,105

Sanilac 32,589

Huron 28,545 113,239

1900 St. Clair 55,228

Sanilac 35,055

Huron 34,162 124,445

1910 St. Clair 52,341

Sanilac 33,930

Huron 34,758 121,029

1920 St. Clair 58,009

Sanilac 31,237

Huron 32,786 122,032

1930 St. Clair 67,563

Sanilac 27,751

Huron 31,132 126,446

1940 St. Clair 76,222

Sanilac 30,114

Huron 32,584 138,920
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Table 4 (cont'd.)

 

 

 

Year County POpulation Thumb

1950 St. Clair 91,599

Sanilac 30,837

Huron 33,149 155,585

1960 St. Clair 107,201

Sanilac 32,314

Huron 34,006 173,521

 

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census.
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nificant commercial-industrial center. Primarily due to the developments

at Port Huron, St. Clair County was the most populous. It would appear

that during the last thirty years of the nineteenth century new lands in

the north were perceived to offer more Opportunity than the more settled

southern portions Of the Thumb.

The Rural to Urban Movement: 1900—1960

Michigan

The development of an industrial and commercial economy and the bur-

geoning growth of urban places are the two most salient features of Michi-

gan's develOpment since 1900. The most dramatic changes in Michigan's cul-

tural landscape Of today as compared to that of the 1890's can be attrib-

uted to the rural to urban movement of population and the development of

the automobile industry. The automobile industry and the mobility afforded

to society altered the way of life for all Americans, but the industry has

special significance for Michigan.

Both urbanization and industrialization owe much Of their development

to the automobile. Certainly there were other significant industries operat-

ing in Michigan at the turn of the century; but the automobile industry with

its associated services and auxilliary industries, must stand as the most

significant in develOping and maintaining manufacturing. The industry boomed

from the early 1900's until the Depression slowed the economy down in the

thirties. During World War II, the industry turned to the production of mu-

nitions and war materiel.53 Since the War the automobile industry has main-

tained and created jobs in its factories, in allied industries, and in ser-

vices related to the automobile.

From 2,420,982 inhabitants in 1900, the total pOpulation catapulted

 

53Dunbar, Michigan: A History, pp. 574-575.
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to 7,832,194 by 1960 (see Table 3). The population increased by about

400,000 between the decades of 1900 and 1910, a pace similar to that of

the last half of the nineteenth century. The rate of increase more than

doubled from 1910 to 1920 and tripled from.1920 to 1930. The depression

years of the thirties halted rapid population increase; the rate returned

to the 400,000 increase of the late nineteenth century. During the 1940's

population swelled by over 1,100,000 to a total of 6,371,766 persons in

1950. An even greater increase was exhibited in the fifties, and Michi-

gan reported 7,823,194 inhabitants in 1960.

Although the population increased during each decade from 1900 to

1960, not all counties in the Lower Peninsula enjoyed a consistent popu-

lation increase. Fifty-four of the sixty-eight Lower Peninsula counties

report a peak population in 1960, but only fourteen had a consistent pop-

ulation growth since 1900 (see Figure 11). Each of these fourteen coun-

ties are located in the southern half of the Lower Peninsula and ten have

within their boundaries an urban place of over 25,000 inhabitants. Only

Berrien, St. Joseph, anroe, and Ottawa counties displayed a continual

growth and do not contain an urban place of 25,000 persons. The rural to

urban trend is reflected by the consistent growth of counties which con-

tain large urban places as compared to the vascillating growth of counties

without significant urban development. In most cases, those counties which

did not include an urban place of 25,000 inhabitants did not enjoy a con-

sistent population growth.

Fourteen of the sixty-eight Lower Peninsula counties reported peak

populations in years previous to 1960. Excepting Huron and Sanilac coun-

ties, which reached peak populations in 1910 and 1900 respectively, all are

located in the northwestern quarter of the Lower Peninsula. All of these
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counties attained their greatest numbers by 1920 with three reaching a

peak in 1900, nine in 1910, and two in 1920. In general, these counties

are located in the cut-over region of the northwestern Lower Peninsula

where the sOils are of low agricultural potential.

The change from a largely rural-agricultural to a complex urban-indus-

trial economy has significantly altered the nature of the population distri-

bution since 1900. In 1900 only two cities reported a population greater

than 50,000 inhabitants, five in 1920, nine in 1950, and in 1960 seventeen

cities reported a population greater than 50,000 persons. Urban growth has

concentrated in the southern half of the peninsula with all thirty-seven

cities of over 25,000 persons in 1960 situated south of a line drawn from

Muskegon to Midland to Bay City. Population is most dense in the Detroit

vicinity where twenty-two of the thirty-seven cities are located.

The ratio of rural to total population declined from.60.7 per cent in

1900 to 26.6 per cent in 1960 while the urban ratio Climbed from 39.3 per

cent in 1900 to 73.4 per cent in 1960. These changing ratios reflect not

only changes in population distribution but also economic emphasis. Michi-

gan changed from rural-agricultural in 1900 to a sophisticated urban-indus-

trial economy in 1960. However, MHChigan still maintains a strong agricul-

tural foundation.

The Thumb

The three counties comprising the Thumb reported a population of 124,445

persons in 1900. In 1960, the population was reported at 175,521 persons.

Population growth lagged behind the rapid growth displayed on a statewide

basis. Table 5 illustrates population growth in the Thumb region from 1900

to 1960.

Total population was at a virtual standstill from 1900 to 1930 and act-
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ually declined from 1900 to 1920. Sanilac County reached its peak popula-

tion in 1900, but steadily declined to 27,751 persons in 1930 which approx-

imated its 1880 population. Since 1930, the population has risen moder-

ately. Huron County attained its greatest population in 1910 when 34,758

persons claimed residence, but the total fell to 31,132 in 1930. Additions

since 1930 account for the 34,006 inhabitants in 1960.

St. Clair has always been the most populous of the Thumb counties.

Growth has not been uniform, however. Population increased in each decade

to 55,228 persons in 1900, but declined to 52,341 in 1910. Population has

grown steadily since 1910 to 107,201 persons in 1960. Industrial and com-

mercial development at Port Huron accounts for much of the increase. Ex-

cepting the Port Huron vicinity, the Thumb region has remained largely rural.

The rather passive population growth, as compared to Michigan's popu-

lation boom, is a result of the large rural population. Eighty per cent of

the population was classified as rural in 1900. The ratio has fallen stead-

ily since 1900, but in 1960 the rural population still accounted for 68 per

cent of all residents. Sanilac and Huron counties are virtually completely

rural. The only urban place in the two northern counties is Bad Axe, the

seat of Huron County. St. Clair County also supports a large rural popula-

tion, but from.1920 to 1950 urban residents outnumbered their rural counter-

parts. Since 1940, St. Clair County has maintained a greater number of rur-

al resident than either Huron or Sanilac.

The Thumb region followed the general rural to urban trend from 1900

to 1930 when the rural population was reduced by nearly 10,000. In the same

period, the urban population added over 12,000 persons. Rural and urban pop-

ulation increased by 29,224 and 17,851 inhabitants respectfully since 1930.

Due to the paucity of urban places, one in Huron and five in St. Clair County,
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rural residents outnumbered urban dwellers in 1960. Port Huron is the only

significant urban area; it has grown from.19,158 persons in 1900 to 36,084

in 1960.

Bad Axe in Huron County, Algonac, Marine City, Marysville, and St.

Clair are the other urban places. Numerous small incorporated towns and

villages supply local areas with goods and services.

Port Huron moved from the saw mill era into the twentieth century when

manufacturing turned to agricultural implements, road building equipment,

and automobile parts. The Port Huron Engine and Thresher Company was noted

for its agricultural implements and maintained warehouses in Peoria, Des

Mbines, Wichita, Minneapolis, and Winnipeg. Later the company turned to the

manufacture of road building equipment, and in 1900 laid the first mile of

hard surface macadam road in the nation.54 From 1907 to 1920, four companies

began automobile parts production. All operations were suspended by 1926.

Port Huron attracted foundries and factories; by 1968, seventy-seven indus-

tries were producing brass products, magnets, automotive and aircraft wire

and cable, automobile parts, marine engines, paper, small boats, and salt.55

Foreign-Born Pppulation Trends

Michigan

The first white men to explore and found permanent settlement in

Michigan were of foreign nativity. Michigan maintained its French and

French Canadian identity for over a century following initial occupance.

Unfortunately the censuses of 1790 through 1840 were not concerned with the

population's nativity. It isn't until 1850 that an accurate statement con-

 

5"Dorothy Marie Mitts, That Noble Country (Philadelphia: Dorrance &

Company, 1968), p. 247.

551bid., pp. 246-252.
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cerning nativity can be made.

Five periods can be utilized to discuss the growth of the foreign-

born population of Michigan. The first period deals with the foreign-

born population before census data becomes available in 1850. From

1850 to 1890, the foreign-born population experienced constant growth.

The period from 1890 to 1910 marks a pause in growth. Peak foreign-

born population was attained in 1930 after a spurt of growth from 1910.

Since 1930 there has been a steady decline. Table 6 illustrates the

growth of the foreign-born population in Michigan from.1850 to 1960.

Foreigp:Borp;to;l§§Q

Foreign-born persons have a long history in Michigan, with the

French and French Canadians founding the first permanent settlement. In

1800, more than three-fourths of the population residing in what was

later to become Michigan spoke French.56 Ford suggests that the French

Canadians were in the majority until 1825 when the first wave of New

England settlers arrived.57

Canadians from Upper Canada drifted across the Detroit and St. Clair

rivers before 1850 as the more adventurous sought new opportunities. Po-

litical and economic unrest plus agitation by reformers (Mackenzie in Up-

per Canada and Papineau in Lower Canada) against the Family Compact resul-

ted in the short lived Rebellion of 1837 in Canada.58 The Rebellion of 1837

or Patriot's war stimulated many Canadians, disappointed with Conditions

 

56Census of the State of Michigan, 1884: Population, I (Lansing,

Mich.: Thorp & Godfrey, State Printers and Binders, 1886), p. xx.

57

Ford, "The French Canadians in Michigan," p. 257.

58Gerald M. Craig, The United States and Canada (Cambridge: Harvard

University Press, 1968), pp. 119-132.
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TABLE 6.

FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION OF MICHIGAN AND SI FICANT COUNTRIES

OF ORIGIN: 1850-1960

 

 

 

114....

Year Country of Number Per Cent Per Cent of

Origin of Total Foreign

Born

1850 Total Foreign-Born 54,703 13.8 100.0

Canada 14,008 3.5 25.6

Ireland 13,385 3.4 24.5

England 10,620 2.7 19.4

Germany 10,223 2.6 18.7

1860 Total Foreign-Born 149,903 19.9 100.0

Germany 38,127 5.1 25.6

Canada 36,493 4.9 24.5

Ireland 30,049 4.0 20.2

England 26,102 3.5 17.5

Netherlands 6,335 0.8 4.2

1870 Total Foreign-Born 268,010 22.6 100.0

Canada 89,590 7.6 33.4

Germany 64,143 5.4 23.9

Ireland 42,013 3.5 15.7

England 35,635 3.0 13.3

Netherlands 12,559 1.1 4.7

1880 Total Foreign-Born 388,508 23.7 100.0

Canada 148,866 9.1 38.3

Germany 89,085 5.4 22.9

England 44,096 2.7 11.4

Ireland 43,413 2.7 11.2

Netherlands 17,177 1.0 4.4

1890 Total Foreign-Born 543,880 26.0 100.0

Canada 181,416 8.7 33.4

Germany 135,509 6.5 24.9

England 56,157 2.7 10.3

Ireland 39,065 1.9 7.2

Netherlands 29,410 1.4 5.4

1900 Total Foreign-Born 541,653 22.4 100.0

Canada 184,398 7.6 34.0

Germany 125,074 5.2 23.1

England 44,677 1.8 8.2

Netherlands 30,406 1.3 5.6

Ireland 29,182 1.2 5.4

Poland 28,286 1.2 5.2

Sweden 26,956 1.1 5.0

Finland 18,910 0.8 3.5

Scotland 10,343 0.4 1.9
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Year Country of Hider Per Cent Per Cent of

Origin of Total Foreign

Born

1910 Total Foreign-Born 595,524 21.2 100.0

Canada 172,237 6.1 28.9

Germany 105,912 3.8 17.8

Poland 62,419 2.2 10.5

England 43,510 1.5 7.3

Netherlands 33,471 1.2 5.6

Finland 31,144 1.1 5.2

Sweden 26,374 0.9 4.4

Ireland 20,434 0.7 3.4

Italy 16,860 0.6 2.8

Austria 16,442 0.6 2.8

USSR 15,833 0.6 2.7

Hungary 11,597 0.4 1.9

1920 Total Foreign-Born 726,635 19.8 100.0

. Canada 164,747 4.5 22.7

Poland 103,926 2.8 14.3

Germany 86,047 2.3 11.8

England 48,303 1.3 6.6

U.S.S.R. 45,313 1.2 6.2

Netherlands 33,499 0.9 4.6

Italy 30,216 0.8 4.2

Finland 30,096 0.8 4.1

Sweden 24,707 0.7 3.4

Hungary 22,607 0.6 3.1

Austria 22,004 0.6 3.0

Ireland 16,531 0.5 2.3

Scotland 13,175 0.4 1.8

Czechoslovakia 11,161 0.3 1.5

Belgium. 10,501 0.2 1.4

1930 Total Foreign-Born 849,297 17.5 100.0

Canada 203,302 4.2 23.9

Poland 119,228 2.5 14.0

Germany 81,714 1.7 9.6

England 64,957 1.3 7.6

Italy 43,087 0.9 5.1

Scotland 35,257 0.7 4.2

U.S.S.R. 34,348 0.7 4.0

Netherlands 32,128 0.7 3.8

Finland 27,022 0.6 3.2

Sweden 23,905 0.5 2.8

Hungary 19,188 0.4 2.3

Czechoslovakia 17,646 0.4 2.1

Ireland 17,528 0.4 '2.1

Yugoslavia 16,468 0.3 1.9
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Year Country of Number Per Cent Per Cent of

Origin of Total Foreign

Born

1930 Belgium. 13,931 0.3 1.6

Austria 13,299 0.3 1.6

Rumania 11,482 0.2 1.4

Greece 10,061 0.2 1.3

1940 Total Foreign-Born 683,030 12.9 100.0

Canada 159,248 3.0 23.3

Poland 96,826 1.8 14.2

Germany 59,783 1.1 8.8

England 49,099 0.9 7.2

Italy 40,631 0.8 5.9

U.S.S.R. 32,229 0.6 4.7

Scotland 27,306 0.5 4.0

Netherlands 24,722 0.5 3.6

Finland 21,151 0.4 3.1

Hungary 20,593 0.4 3.0

Austria 17,918 0.3 2.6

Sweden 17,346 0.3 2.5

Czechoslovakia 12,725 0.2 1.9

Yugoslavia 12,517 0.2 1.8

Ireland 12,506 0.2 1.8

Belgium 11,641 0.2 1.7

1950 Total Foreign-Born 603,735 9.5 100.0

Canada 142,258 2.2 23.6

Poland 81,595 1.3 13.5

Germany 45,323 0.7 7.5

England 42,726 0.7 7.1

Italy 39,937 0.6 6.4

U.S.S.R. 30,804 0.5 5.1

Scotland 24,887 0.4 4.1

Netherlands 20,215 0.3 3.3

Hungary 18,818 0.3 3.1

Finland 15,501 0.2 2.6

Sweden 12,322 0.2 2.0

Czechoslovakia 12,168 0.2 2.0

Yugoslavia 11,453 0.2 1.9

Ireland 10,534 0.2 1.7

Belgium. 10,518 0.2 1.7

1960 Total Foreign-Born 529,624 6.8 100.0

Canada 126,095 1.6 23.8

Poland 63,378 0.8 12.0

Germany 43,655 0.5 8.2

Italy 36,879 0.5 7.0
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TABLE 6 (cont'd.)

 

 

Year Country of Nunber Per Cent Per Cent of

Origin of Total' Foreign

Born

1960 England 34,706 0.4 6.6

U.S.S.R. 25,784 0.3 4.9

Scotland 21,258 0.3 4.0

Netherlands 20,395 0.3 3.9

Hungary 14,996 0.2 2.8

Yugoslavia 11,633 0.1 2.2

Austria 10,649 0.1 2.0

Czechoslovakia 10,005 0.1 2.0

Notes:

1
Foreign-born through 1900

Foreign-born white: 1910-1960

Source: U. 8. Bureau of the Census.
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at home, to move across the border.59 Michigan was sympathetic to the

reformers, and border counties were centers of activity in support of the

Rebellion. Refugees and exiles were afforded sanctuary and assistance.

The militia was called upon to keep the peace.60

Germans came to the Ann.Arbor region as early as 1829, and by 1833

established the first German Lutheran Church in Michigan.61 An article

published in a German magazine in 1835, later translated in Michigan

Histogy, described the numerous German settlements near Ann Arbor in

1835.62 Russell claims that German settlements in Michigan prior to 1848

were missionary endeavors.63 Michigan made its first official effort to

encourage immigrants in 1845 when the Foreign Emigration Agency was estab-

71ished at New York. Pamphlets were published and distributed in 1845 and

1849 lauding Michigan as a new home to potential immigrants. From 1846

to 1851 German missionary colonies were established at Frankenmuth,

Frankentrost, Frankenlust, and Frankenhuelf in the Saginaw Basin.64

A party of fifty-three under the direction of Reverend A. C. Van

Raalte marks the arrival of the Dutch in 1846. The group arrivadat De-

troit, Van Raalte immediately set out to explore western Muchigan for a

favorable colony site. ‘Most of the party remained behind and found emp

ployment in the shipbuilding yards along the St. Clair River. The colony

 

59R. 8. Langley, "Emigration and the Crisis of 1837 in Upper Canada?

Canadian Historical Review, XVII (1936), pp. 29-40.

60George C. Bates, "Reminiscences of the Brady Guards," Michigan

Pioneer and Historical Collections, XIII (1888), pp. 530-538.

61Ten Brook, "Our German Immigrations," pp. 250-255.

62Karl Neidhard, "Reise Nach Michigan," trans. by Frank X. Braun.

Michigan Histogy, XXXV (1951), pp. 35-84.

63Russell, The Germanic Influence in Michigan, pp. 32-34.

64Jenks, "Michigan Immigration" pp. 69-71.
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was established at Holland in 1847.65

Finns were also early arrivals in Michigan. The first family

came to Detroit in 1832.66 The group at Detroit was small and Finns

did not come to Michigan in any great numbers until 1864 when they

found employment in the mines of the Keweenaw.67 The Cornish left

England in 1844, also coming to Keweenaw County to practice their time-

honored traditions.68 Scandinavians were not numerous before 1850;

only about 200 Danes, Swedes, and Norwegians were resident.69

Although some foreign-born groups gained initial footholds before

1850 -- notably the Canadians, Germans, French, English, Irish, and

Dutch -- the total foreign-born population was only 54,703 in 1850. It

wasn't until after 1850 that the foreign-born assumed a significant pro-

portion of the total population.

Foreigg-Born fromgl850 t9;l§2Q

A marked and continued growth in the number of foreign-born per-

sons occurred from 1850 to 1890. The foreign-born grew at a rate of more

than twice that of the native population. The foreign-born increased ten-

fold from.54,703 in 1850 to 543,880 in 1890 while the native population

increased by slightly less than five times (see Table 6).

Foreign-born persons accounted for 13.8 per cent of the total pop-

ulation in 1850; by 1860 almost one of every five residents was foreign-

 

65D'Ooge, "The Dutch Pioneers of MiChigan," pp. 204-209.

66Rankin, "Detroit Nationality Groups," p. 132.

67Wargelin, "The Finns in Michigan," p. 179.

68Fisher, "Michigads Cornish People," p. 379.

69Qualey, "Pioneer Scandinavian Settlement in Michigan," p. 435.
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born. With continued growth, the foreign-born.made up 26.0 per cent

of the total population in 1890. More than one of every four persons

residing in Michigan was of foreign nativity. Since 1890, the ratio has

steadily'declined.

Persons born in Canada, Germany, England, Ireland, and the Neth-

erlands accounted for 92.8 per cent of all foreign-born in 1850. The

same five nativities maintained their predominance among the foreign-

born population but dropped to only 81.2 per cent of the total in 1890.

From 1850 to 1890, the foreign-born population increased by

489,177 (see Table 7). Canadians accounted for the greatest increase

and were responsible for 34 per cent of the growth. Germans also in-

creased significantly and made up 26 per cent of the growth. English,

Irish, Swedish, and Dutch peoples also increased in numberstnnrwere pro-

portionally less significant.

TABLE 7.

INCREASE 0F SIGNIFICANT FOREIGN-BORN GROUPS

IN MICHIGAN: 1850-1890

Country of Origin ' Increase

Canada 167,408

Germany 125,286

England 45,537

Ireland 30,029

Sweden 27,350

Netherlands 26,878

Total Foreign-Born 489,177

 

Source: Compiled by author,

In 1850 and 1860, Canadians and Germans each accountedfior nearly

one of every four foreigners. Canadians provided more than one-third of

the foreign-born from.1870 to 1900, and in 1880 achieved their peak
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ratio of 38.3 per cent of all foreign-born and 9.1 per cent of the total

population. Persons born in Germany attained their peak in numbers and

proportion in 1890 when 135,509 resided in the state and amounted to 6.5

per cent of the population. The Irish in 1880 with 43,413 persons and

Swedes in 1890 with 27,366 attained their greatest numbers.

In this period of sustained growth, persons born in Canada and Ger-

many accounted for most of the increase. Other groups such as Irish,

English, Dutch, and Swedes also increased but were numerically les sig-

nificant. Germans, Irish, and Swedes reached their greatest numbers in

this period.

Foreigg-Born from 1890 to 1910

Only 51,644 foreign-born were added from.1890 to 1910 while the

 

total population continued to grow by more than 700,000 persons. The for-

eign-born actually decreased by 2,227 from.1890 to 1900. The proportion

of foreign-born persons in the population of Michigan diminished from an

all time high of 26.0 per cent in 1890 to 21.2 per cent in 1910. This

decline was to continue to the low of 6.8 per cent in 1960 (see Table

6). This period marks a pause in the increase of foreign-born residents

and the point at which the foreign-born no longer kept pace with total

population growth.

The foreign-born population stood at 543,880 persons in 1890,

541,653 in 1900, and 595,524 inhabitants in 1910. Although the foreign-

born population diSplayed only a meagre increase, the number of foreign-

born groups accounting for more than 10,000 persons was eight in 1890,

nine in 1900, and twelve in 1910, as compared to six in 1880, five in

1870, and four in both 1850 and 1860. These statistics indicate a change

in the overall composition of the foreign-born population with substan-
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tial increases in the number of persons born in eastern and southern

Europe as well as Finland.

As in previous decades (excepting 1860) Canadians were the largest

foreign-born group. Persons born in Germany maintained their second rank.

However both the Canadians and Germans suffered losses in total numbers

(see Table 6 and 8). Persons of Irish and English nativity, major compo-

nents of the foreignpborn population since 1850, also diminished in nump

bers. Persons born in Poland ranked seventh in both 1870 and 1880, jumped

to third in 1910; they accounted for 10.5 per cent of all foreigners. Finns

were first enumerated in 1900. They reached their highest total in 1910 and

were the sixth largest foreign-born group with 31,144 inhabitants. Russians,

Italians, Hungarians, and Austrians each displayed growth during this period.

TABLE 8.

INCREASE OF SIGNIFICANT FOREIGN-BORN GROUPS

IN MICHIGAN! 1890-1910

Countgz of Origin Increase

Poland 46,750

Finland 31,144

U.S.S.R. 15,822

Italy 13,772

Hungary 10,960

Austria 10,498

Netherlands 4,061

Sweden - 992

Scotland - 2,116

Canada - 9,179

England -12,647

Ireland -18,63l

Germany -29,597

Total Foreign-born 51,644

 

Source: Compiled by author.

Foreign-Borg from 1910 to 1930

Between 1910 to 1930, the foreign-born population of Michigan swelled
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by 253,773 to its all time high of 849,297 persons. Although the greatest

number of foreign-born was reached in 1930, the proportion of foreign-born

to total population continued to decline to 17.5 per cent. This period

marks the end of foreign-born population growth.

The composition of the foreign-born population became more diverse.

Twelve countries of origin in 1910, fifteen in 1920, and eighteen in 1930

each accounted for 10,000 or more foreign-born persons (see Table 6). Ca-

nadians remained the most populous group attaining a total of 203,302 per-

sons in 1930 -- the largest number of any foreign-born group for any decade.

In spite of this peak in total numbers, the ratio of Canadians to total

population fell from 6.1 per cent in 1910 to 4.2 per cent in 1930.

Poles tallied the greatest increase from 1910 to 1930 (see Table 9).

The Poles assumed second rank among the foreign-born in 1920 and maintained

that position to 1960 while Germans fell to third. The English remained

fourth. Persons born in the U.S.S.R. and Italy also became important comp

ponents of the population. Persons born in Poland, Canada, Italy, Scot-

land, England, the U.S.S.R., Czechoslovakia, and Yugoslavia made the most

dramatic increases while the number of Germans in Michigan suffered the

greatest loss.

Since the foreign-born population reached its greatest numbers in

this period, many groups attained their highest totals. Persons born in

the U.S.S.R., the Netherlands, Hungary, and Austria reached their peak nump

bers in 1920. Zeniths were achieved by persons born in Canada, Poland,

England, Italy, Scotland, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Belgium, Rumania,

and Greece in 1930. Mexicans, Lithuanians, Danes, French, and the Swiss

also gained their greatest totals but as individual groups never added up

to 10,000 persons.
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TABLE 9.

INCREASE 0F SIGNIFICANT FOREIGN-BORN GROUPS

IN MICHIGAN. 1910-1930

Countgy of Origin Increase

Poland 56,809

Canada 31,065

Italy 26,227

Scotland 25,305

England 21,447

U.S.S.R. 18,526

Czechoslovakia 17,246

Yugoslavia 16,468

Rumania 10,972

Greece 10,061

Belgium. 8,248

Hungary 7,591

Netherlands -1,343

Sweden -2,469

Ireland -2,906

Austria -3,l43

Finland -4,122

Germany -24,198

Total Foreign-Born 253,773

 

Source: Compiled by author.

ForeiggrBorn frong930 to 1960

After reaching a high of 849,297 in 1930, the foreign-born population

suffered a steady decline to its lowest total since 1880 when 529,624 were

reported in 1960 (see Table 6). The ratio of foreign-born to total popu-

lation fell from 17.5 per cent in 1930 to the lowest ratio of any decade

when 6.8 per cent was reported in 1960. Foreign-born residents comprised

a less significant component of the total population from 1940 to 1960 than

in any period in Michigan's history.

The composition of the foreign-born population continued to be varied,

but the number of groups reporting over 10,000 inhabitants dropped from

eighteen in 1930, to sixteen in both 1940 and 1950, and to only twelve in
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1960. In 1930 four groups provided at least one per cent of the total pop-

ulation, three in 1940, two in 1950, and only the Canadian-born made up

more than one per cent in 1960.

The foreign-born decreased by 319,673 during this period (see Table

10). Each group over 10,000 persons lost population. Canadians remained

the most populous foreign-born group but lost 77,207 persons and declined

from 4.2 per cent of the total population to 1.6 per cent in 1960. Poles

and Germans maintained their second and third positions but lost 55,850

and 38,059 respectively. England, long ranked as the fourth largest group,

was displaced by Italy in 1960. Except for the Poles, foreign-born groups

from eastern and southern Europe suffered less decrease because of their

smaller totals and more recent arrival. Not one group recorded an in-

crease from 1930 to 1960, therefore no group reached a peak during this

period.

The Thumb Region

Long before the frontier reached Michigan, attempts at occupance in

the wilderness of the Thumb were made by persons of foreign nativity. Du-

luth's construction of Fort St. Joseph preceded Cadillac's Detroit settle-

ment by fifteen years. Expansion of the French Canadian settlement at De-

troit reached the pineries of the Thumb by 1780. The Thumb maintained its

French Canadian identity until 1820.

In contrast to the cyclic growth of Michigan's foreign-born popula-

tion, the foreign-born in the Thumb sustained a continued growth to 1890

and diminished every decade thereafter. Ratios of foreign-born to total

population have been lower for the Thumb than the state since 1930. Ca-

nadians, however, have accounted for significantly greater percentages of

the total population in the Thumb. Well over 50 per cent of the Thumb's
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TABLE 10.

DECREASE OF SIGNIFICANT FOREIGN-BORN GROUPS

IN MICHIGAN: 1930-1960

 

Country of Origin Decrease

Greece 2,279

Austria 2,650

Hungary 4,192

Yugoslavia 4,835

Belgium. 4,897

Rumania 5,445

Italy 6,208

Czechoslovakia 7,641

U.S.S.R. 8,564

Ireland 8,932

Netherlands 11,733

Scotland 13,999

Sweden 16,115

Finland 17,911

England 30,251

Germany 38,059

Poland 55,850

Canada 77,207

Total Foreign-Born 319,673

 

Source: Compiled by author.

foreign-born were Canadians in each decade prior to 1940.

Foreign-Born to 1850

The pineries of the Thumb attracted French Canadian settlement from

Detroit in 1780. They were the first to come to the Thumb with the inten-

tion of establishing permanent settlements. The majority of the population

was French Canadian until the 1820's when the pineries once again served

as a lure for settlement. New Englanders and New Yorkers arrived at the

banks of the St. Clair River. Canadians were also attracted to the saw

mill settlements, and many lived in shanties and worked in mills near the

mouth of the Black River.70

 

70Western Historical Company, History of St. Clair County, p. 496.
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The reform movement against British rule in Canada (during the mid-

thirties) enjoyed considerable support in both Canada and Michigan. Many

Canadians were vehement in their belief that Canada should adopt the sys-

tem of popular government under which their neighbors to the south were

prospering. Many of those who were not as spirited as the true reformers

became more and more dissatisfied as reform.propaganda reached its peak

in 1837. After the reform movement was squelched, reformers and the dis-

satisfied left Canada to make a new home in border states.71

Patriots and sympathizers on both sides of the border created con-

flicts which threatened the relationship between Canada and the United

States. Fort Gratiot was the cause of a1arm.in 1836.72 A large body of

patriots and sympathizers, estimated at from 600 to 800, gathered at the

abandoned fort. The intent was to seize arms and munitions and utilize

the stockade as a base for an invasion of Canada. A detail of militia was

sent from.Detroit to remove the arms and munitions for safekeeping. En-

route to Detroit, the militia stopped at St. Clair to pick up a large

amount of money from an anxious banker who feared for its safety.

More significant than the confrontation of Fort Gratiot was the move-

ment of Canadians to Michigan. Many of the reformers and discontented came

to the Thumb to begin anew° Canadians came to the growing saw mill towns

along the St. Clair River and some removed to the wilderness of Sanilac

and Huron counties. One historical account of Sanilac County claiming

that many of its early settlers were active in the rebellion, and suffered

great losses in the move, states the plight of the migrant:

 

71For a biography of the principal reform leader in Upper Canada,

Alexander MacKenzie, see William Kilbourn, The Firebrand (Toronto: Clarke,

Irwin & Company Limited, 1956).

72Bates, "Reminisences of the Brady Guards," pp. 534-536.
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Having subdued the wilds of the Canadian forests, they

came here to repeat their experiences of removing the dense

woods from homesteads, and by incessant toil and the most

rigid economy to provide subsistence for their families.73

Several of the Canadians who were prompted to come to Michigan during

and after the reform movement were among the first settlers in Sanilac and

Huron counties. In 1837 John Smith was the first to arrive at the site

later to become Lexington in Sanilac County and was followed by other Ca-

nadian families.74 Canadian A. G. Peer began quarrying stone at Grindstone

City in 1834. Jonathan Bird, a reformer who fled from.Canada, built the

first saw mill in Huron County in 1838 near Port Austin.75 John Allen,

also sympathetic to the rebellion, built a 88W”m111 near Sand Beach in

1838.76 walter Hume was also a patriot who became one of the most promi-

nent settlers of Huron County. The township of Hume was named in his hon-

or. Hume was almost shot by Canadian officials as he crossed the river at

St. Clair. His companion, Wesley Armstrong who later became the first

sheriff of Huron County, was not as fortunate. Armstrong's arm was shot

77 Once the first attempts at settlement succeeded,off during the escape.

more pioneers arrived. Peoples from Canada and the eastern states began

arriving in greater numbers by 1841.78

Too much emphasis can be attributed to the effect of the reform move-

ment. Not all Canadians who came to the Thumb area before 1850 were re-

 

73Album of Sanilac County, p. 454.

74Ib1d.

7§él§gggof Huron County, p. 448,

76%.
9 P0 456.

77Chet Hey and Norman Eckstein, Huron County, Centennial History:

1859-1959 (N.P.: Copyright, Chester Andrew Hey, 1959), p. 21.

78A1bujmr of Sanilac County, p. 456.
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formers or discontents. Many left Canada for the same reasons peOple left

their homes in New York, Pennsylvania, and the New England States. The

lure of the pineries, new lands, and new Opportunities were as important

to the Canadian as to the easterner who decided to pull up stakes and

start out on a new life in the Thumb.

Other foreign-born persons also contributed to the pOpulation of the

Thumb area before 1850, but Canadians made up almost two-thirds of all

foreign-born. English, Irish, Scots, and Germans comprised most of the

remaining foreign-born. One group which was destined to dominate the

northwestern corner of Huron County was the German settlement at Sebewaing.

John J. Auch, a German Lutheran missionary sent from Ann Arbor, estab-

lished the colony in 1845.79

Foreign-born from 1850 to 1890
 

The foreign-born pOpulation of the Thumb region increased in each

decade from 1850 to 1890. Foreigners arrived by the thousands, and the

total foreign-born increased tenfold from 4,440 in 1850 to 44,706 persons

in 1890. Both Michigan and the Thumb increased at the same time. However,

foreign-born in the Thumb accounted for more significant proportions of the

total population. Table 11 illustrates the growth of the foreign-born and

80

selected nativities for this period.

 

79Florence McKinnon Gwinn, Pioneer History of Huron County (Bad Axe,

Mich.: Tribune Print for the Huron County Pioneer and Historical Society,

1922), p. 55.

80The statistics utilized concerning foreign-born inhabitants from

1850 to 1890 are the result of the author's personal research of the micro-

filmed manuscript census records. Statistics for 1890 are those published

by the United States Bureau of the Census. The statistics tabulated by

the author and those reported in the census do not agree for the decades of

1860, 1870, and 1880. To maintain continuity and because theper cent of

variation is slight, the author elects to utilize his data.
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TABLE 11.

 

Foreign-Born Canadian

 

Z of Per Cent of

Year County Number Total Number Total F.B.

18501 St. Clair 3,279 30.1 1,952 17.9 59.5

Sanilac 1,066 50.5 856 40.5 80.3

Huron 95 45.2 60 28.6 63.2

Thumb 4,440 33.6 2,868 21.7 64.6

18601 St. Clair 11,737 44.1 6,071 22.8 51.7

Sanilac 4,478 58.9 3,060 40.3 68.3

Huron 1,855 58.6 802 25.3 43.2

Thumb 18,070 48.4 9,933 26.7 55.0

18701 St. Clair 14,859 40.5 8,056 22.0 54.2

Sanilac 7,700 52.9 5,519 37.9 71.7

Huron 4,771 52.7 2,443 27.0 51.2

Thumb 27,330 45.2 16,018 26.6 58.6

18801 St. Clair 17,214 27.3 9,842 21.3 57.2

Sanilac 12,864 48.8 9,170 34.8 71.3

Huron 9,748 48.5 5,401 26.9 55.4

Thumb 39,826 43.0 24,413 26.4 61.3

18901 St. Clair 18,406 35.3 10,767 20.7 58.5

Sanilac 13,931 42.7 10,139 31.1 72.8

Huron 12,369 43.3 6,630 23.2 53.5

Thumb 44,706 39.5 27,526 24.3 61.6
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TABLE 11 (cont'd.)

an: a  W

German English Irish

 

Per Cent of Per Cent of Per Cent of

Number Total F.B. Number Total F.B. Number Total F.B.

155 1.4 4.7 343 3.1 10.5 553 5.1 16.9

12 0.6 1.1 54 2.6 5.1 87 4.1 8.2

2 10.0 2.1 5 2.4 5.3 20 9.5 21.1

169 1.3 3.8 402 3.0 9.1 660 5.0 14.9

1,722 6.5 14.7 922 3.5 7.9 1,703 6.4 14.5

248 3.3 5.5 395 5.2 8.8 503 6.6 11.2

638 20.2 34.4 129 4.1 7.0 144 4.5 7.8

2,608 6.9 14.4 1,446 3.9 8.0 2,350 6.3 13.1

3,001 8.2 20.2 1,026 2.8 6.9 1,787 4.9 12.0

441 3.0 5.7 569 3.9 7.4 715 4.9 9.3

988 10.9 20.7 305 3.4 6.4 341 3.8 7.1

4,430 7.4 16.2 1,900 3.2 7.0 2,843 4.7 10.4

3,239 7.0 18.8 1,268 2.7 7.4 1,813 3.9 10.5

1,243 4.7 9.7 824 3.1 6.4 909 3.5 7.1

2,057 10.2 21.1 496 2.5 5.1 582 2.9 6.0

6,539 7.1 16.4 2,588 2.8 6.5 3,304 3.6 8.3

3,725 7.1 20.2 1,391 2.7 7.6 1,511 2.9 8.2

1,315 4.0 9.4 r 939 2.9 6.7 831 2.5 6.0

3,119 10.9 25.2 1,032 3.6 8.3 621 2.2 5.0

8,159 7.2 18.3 3,362 3.0 7.5 2,963 2.6 6.6

 

Source: Compiled by author.

1Statistics for the decades of 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880 are the

result of the author's tabulations from.the manuscript census sheets.

The statistics do vary from.those reported by the U.S. Census (see Appen-

dix A).
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The foreign-born population recorded its greatest increment from 1850

to 1860 when 13,630 persons were added to the total. In the following dec-

ades to 1890 the foreign-born increased by 9,260, 12,496, and 4,840 respec-

tively. Perhaps more significant than total numbers is the ratio of for-

eign-born to total population. Foreign-born inhabitants of the Thumb pro-

vided 33.6 per cent of the total population in 1850 and attained a peak

ratio of 48.4 per cent in 1860. The proportion dropped from 45.2 per cent

in 1870 to 39.5 per cent in 1890. In comparison, MiChigan's highest ratio

was 26.0 per cent recorded in 1890. Clearly, foreign-born persons assumed

a most significant role in the population of the Thumb. From one-third to

nearly one-half of all residents from.1850 to 1890 were born outside the

United States.

When examined by county, it appears that greater proportions of the

population in more remote and newly settled areas were foreign-born. Con-

versely, native-born persons accounted for greater proportions in estab-

lished, settled areas. Supporting this notion St. Clair County, although

contributing the greatest number of foreign-born in each decade, exhibits

a range of from 30.1 to 44.1 per cent foreign-born to total population.

Counties to the north reveal greater proportions of foreign-born. The.

range in Huron County is from.43.3 to 58.6 per cent. Sanilac County reg-

istered the greatest ratios and ranged from 42.7 to 58.9 per cent. More

than one-half of all Sanilac County residents were foreigners from 1850 to

1870.

Canadians far outnumbered all other foreign-born groups residing in

the Thumb. Canadians numbered 2,868 in 1850 and increased each decade

thereafter to a peak of 27,526 in 1890. The Canadian and foreign-born pop-

ulations displayed a similar growth pattern from a low in 1850 to a peak in

1890. However, the foreign-born experienced its greatest increment from
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1850 to 1860 while Canadians sustained the greatest increase from 1870

to 1880.

Canadians accounted for over one of every five residents of the

Thumb in 1850 and more than one of every four from 1860 to 1880. Canad-

ians made up 21.7 per cent of all inhabitants in 1850 and reached a peak

of 26.7 per cent in 1860. The ratio declined to 24.3 per cent in 1890.

In comparison, the greatest ratio of Canadians to Michigan's total pop-

ulation was 9.1 per cent in 1880.

The dominance of Canadians over all other foreign-born is dramati-

cally revealed in the proportions of Canadians to total foreign-born.

Canadians provided 64.6 per cent of all foreign-born in 1850, dropped to

55 per cent in 1860, and increased steadily to 61.6 per cent in 1890.

Substantially more than one-half of all foreign-born persons in the Thumb

were of Canadian nativity from.1850 to 1890. Comparable ratios for'Mich-

igan ranged from.ane-fourth to one-third.

When examined by county, Canadians do not parallel the pattern dis-

played by the total foreign-born. While proportions of the foreign-born

to total population were considerably higher in more recently settled

counties, there is only a slight difference in the Canadian ratio to total

population in St. Clair and Huron counties. Sanilac County reports the

greatest Canadian proportions with over 40 per cent Canadian in both 1850

and 1860. It would appear that Canadians exercised the traits of both

foreign and native-born settlers, some chose to settle in more established

areas and some elected to locate in new areas.

Canadians were most dominant among foreign-born peoples in Sanilac

County. Canadians contributed 80.3 per cent of all foreign-born in 1850,

68.3 per cent in 1860 and over 70 per cent for the subsequent three de-

cates. Huron and St. Clair also reported substantial Canadian proportions



90

but never equalled the lowest ratio for Sanilac County. Well over one-

half the foreigners in St. Clair County were Canadians. Excepting one de-

cade, the same holds true for Huron County.

The next largest foreign-born groups consisted of persons born in

Germany, England and wales, and Ireland respectively. Never approaching

the total numbers or proportions of the Canadian-born, each group did ex-

hibit greater proportions of the total population of the Thumb than simi-

lar ratios for Michigan. However, due to the predominance of Canadians,

the ratio of each group to the foreign-born population was lower in each

case than the state average. Only the German population of Huron County

in 1860 and 1870 exceeded the state average. Poles made up a significant

portion of the foreign-born population of Huron County in 1870 and 1880

but were of little consequence in Sanilac and St. Clair.

Foreign-Born from 1890 to 1960

The foreign-born population of the Thumb declined steadily from.the

peak of 44,706 to 10,053 in 1960. The cyclical growth of MiChigan's for-

eign-born was not manifested in the Thumb. Table 12 reveals the decline

of the foreign-born from 1900 to 1960.

Although suffering a steady decline, the foreign-born percentage of

total population remained greater in the Thumb than in the state from 1900

to 1920. The increases in Michigan's foreign-born from 1910 to 1930 were

not reflected in the Thumb. The Thumb's foreign-born proportion was 16.4

per cent in 1930 while Michigan reported 17.5 per cent. The ratio fell

to 5.8 per cent in 1960 as compared to Michigan's 6.8 per cent.

When the total foreign-born is examined by county, it must be reiter-

ated that St. Clair enjoyed constant population growth. Both Huron and

Sanilac suffered a decrease from 1900 and 1910 to 1950 respectively. The
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TABLE 12.

FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION OF THE THUMB REGION: 1900-1960

Foreign-Born Canadian

72. of Per Cent of

Year County Number Total Number Total F.B.

1900 St. Clair 15,906 28.9 9,586 17.4 60.3

Sanilac 11,456 32.7 8,266 23.6 72.1

Huron 11,682 34.2 6,749 19.8 57.8

Thumb 39,053 31.4 24,601 19.8 63.0

1910 St. Clair 12,796 24.4 7,904 15.1 61.9

Sanilac 8,898 26.2 6,230 18.4 70.0

Huron 9,817 28.2 5,198 15.0 52.9

Thumb 31,511 26.0 19,332 16.0 61.4

1920 St. Clair 11,599 20.0 6,750 11.6 58.2

Sanilac 6,579 21.0 4,289 13.7 65.3

Huron 7,212 22.0 3,541 10.8 49.1

Thumb 25,381 20.8 14,580 11.9 57.4

1930 St. Clair 11,182 16.6 6,261 9.3 56.0

Sanilac 4,576 16.5 2,865 10.3 62.6

Huron 4,841 15.9 2,450 7.9 49.6

Thumb 20,699 16.4 11,576 9.2 55.9

1940 St. Clair 9,346 12.3 4,646 1.1 49.7

Sanilac 3,608 12.0 1,850 6.2 51.5

Huron 3,524 10.8 1,640 5.0 46.5

Thumb 16,478 11.9 8,145 5.9 49.4

1950 St. Clair 8,555 9.3 4,105 4.5 48.0

Sanilac 2,613 8.5 1,087 3.5 41.6

Huron 2,260 6.8 932 2.8 41.2

Thumb 13,428 8.6 6,124 3.9 45.6

1960 St. Clair 7,194 6.7

Sanilac 1,439 4.5 Country of origin is not

Huron 1,420 4.2 reported by county in the

Thumb 10,053 5.8 Census of 1960.

 



92

TABLE 12 (cont'd.)

M

  

 

 

German English Irish

Per Cent of Per Cent of Per Cent of

Number Total F.B. Number Total F.B. Number Total F.B.

3,289 6.0 20.7 1,133 2.1 7.1 1,016 1.8 6.4

1,297 3.7 11.3 753 2.1 6.6 555 1.6 4.8

2,793 8.2 23.9 456 1.3 3.9 458 1.3 3.9

7,379 5.9 18.9 2,342 1.9 6.0 2,029 1.6 5.2

2,514 4.8 19.7 841 1.6 6.6 597 1.1 4.7

1,086 3.2 12.2 538 1.6 6.0 325 1.0 3.7

2,804 8.1 28.6 350 1.0 3.6 266 0.8 2.7

6,404 5.3 20.3 1,729 1.4 5.5 1,188 1.0 3.8

1,601 2.8 13.8 784 1.4 6.8 336 0.6 2.9

633 2.1 10.1 302 1.0 4.6 158 0.5 2.4

1,580 4.8 21.9 216 0.7 3.0 128 0.4 .18

3,814 3.1 15.0 1,302 1.1 5.1 622 0.5 2.4

1,208 1.8 10.8 769 1.1 6.9 168 0.2 1.5

425 1.5 9.3 169 0.6 3.7 73 0.3 1.6

1,168 3.8 23.6 134 0.4 2.7 57 0.2 1.2

2,801 2.2 13.5 1,072 0.8 5.2 298 0.2 1.4

897 1.2 9.7 570 0.7 6.1 101 0.1 1.1

326 1.1 9.0 129 0.4 3.6 40 0.1 1.1

763 2.3 21.7 ' 77 0.2 2.2 29 0.1 0.8

1,996 1.4 12.1 776 0.6 4.7 170 0.1 1.0

700 0.8 8.2 554 0.6 6.5 70 0.1 0.8

196 0.6 7.5 117 0.4 4.5 25 0.1 1.0

446 1.3 19.7 65 0.2 2.9 24 0.1 1.1

1,342 0.9 10.0 736 0.5 5.5 119 0.1 0.0

Country of origin is not reported by county in the Census of 1960

 

Source: Compiled by author.

1Statistics for the decades of 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880 are the

result of the author's tabulations from the manuscript census sheets.

The statistics do vary from those reported by the U.S. Census (see Appen-

dix A).
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general movement from.thral to urban areas precipitated the decline in

the latter two counties. The trend toward urban areas influenced the

distribution of foreign-born. The virtually rural counties of Sanilac

and Huron suffered more significant reductions in the ratio of foreign-

born than St. Clair.

Canadians remained the most populous foreign-born group in the Thumb

from 1900 to 1950 despite a constant decline. The number of Canadians

dropped from 24,601 in 1900 to 6,124 in 1950.81 The Canadian percentage

of total population waned from 19.8 to 3.9 per cent but still remained

above the state average in each decade. The Canadian ratio of total for-

eign-born also remained above the state average despite a drop from 63

to 45.6 per cent. Canadians continued to predominate over the rapidly

dindnishing foreign-born population.

Despite a decrease of 5,481, St. Clair County reported the greatest

number of Canadians for each decade from.19OO to 1950. Sanilac County en-

dured the largest decrease as 7,179 fewer Canadians were reported in 1950

than in 1900. Huron diminished by 5,817 Canadians. Paralleling the trend

manifested by the total foreign-born population, the more rural counties

suffered larger declines in the ratio of Canadian-born to total population.

In 1950, for the first time, St. Clair County reported greater percentages

of Canadians to both total and foreign-born populations that either Huron

or Sanilac counties.

Germans, the second largest foreign-born group, suffered a decline

from 7,379 to 1,342 from 1900 to 1950. Germans accounted for 10 per cent

of the Thumb's foreign-born in 1950, well above the state average of 7.5

per cent.1 Huron County actually enjoyed an increase of Germans from 1900

 

81Unfortunately the U.S. Bureau of the Census discontinued reporting

country of origin by county in 1960, but in keeping with the trend, the

Canadian-born population no doubt continued to decline.
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to 1910. Persons born in England, Poland, the U.S.S.R., Scotland, Italy,

Hungary, and Belgium.accounted for most of the remaining foreign-born.

The Thumb never received the full thrust of the influx of migrants from

eastern and southern Europe which invaded Mishigan during this period.

Foreign-born groups other than Canadians and Germans, rarely surpassed

the state average reported for the group. Of the few eastern and south-

ern Europeans who opted to locate in the Thumb, most were attracted to

more urban St. Clair County.

Sumary

Persons born outside the confines of the United States and presently

residing in either the Thumb region or anywhere in Michigan can look back

upon a tradition which antedates that of their native-born brothers.

French Canadians were the first white men to inhabit the Thumb. They es-

tablished Michigan's first saw mills devoted to sawing pine timber. Since

these early settlers, Canadians have accounted for the largest number of

foreign-born persons in the state and completely dominated in numbers all

other foreigners in the Thumb.

The chronicle of settlement in the Thumb closely parallels that of

the entire Lower Peninsula. Tardy settlement, claims of misrepresentation,

the deterioration of the French Canadian influence by the arrival of east-

erners, south to north and coastal to interior direction of settlement,

land speculation, and the rural to urban phenomenon were characteristic

of the process of settlement in both the Thumb and Michigan. The chief

dissimilarity in the settlement process between the Thumb and Michigan

centers on the fact that lumbering provided the fundamental activity be-

fore successful agriculture was established in the Thumb. Also, the lack

of any widespread urban development caused the Thumb's population growth
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to lag behind that of the state.

Foreign-born inhabitants of the Thumb and the state accounted for

significant proportions of the population. The foreign-born increased by

tenfold from.1850 to 1890 in both areas, but the total number decreased in

the Thumb from 1900 to 1960 whereas Michigan's foreign-born reached a peak

in 1930. From 1850 to 1890, foreign-born peoples in the Thumb constituted

larger proportions of the population in more recently settled areas while

the native-born appeared to settle in more established regions.

Canadians were the most numerous foreign-born group in both the Thumb

and Michigan. More than one of every four Thumb area inhabitants from 1860

to 1880 was born in Canada. The highest percentage of Canadians ever at-

tained in Michigan was 9.1 per cent registered in 1890. Canadians set-

tling in the Thumb elected to locate in both frontier and more established

areas in contrast to the total foreign-born who preferred the more recent-

ly settled areas. Canadians comprised well over one-half of all the

foreign-born persons residing in the Thumb from.1850 to 1930. The Thumb

region clearly presents a significant region of Canadian settlement.

Michigan achieved its greatest number of Canadians in 1930, but the

Thumb recorded a decline beginning in 1890. The largest decline was ex-

perienced in the more rural counties of the study area. The Thumb did

not benefit from.the substantial influx of Canadians into the state from

1920 to 1930. On the contrary, the number of Canadians continued to wane.

Only the Germans maintained a considerable proportion of the foreign-

born population of the Thumb, Canadians notwithstanding. While Michigan

enjoyed an influx of foreigners from.eastern and southern Europe from 1890

to 1930, few were attracted to the Thumb. No foreign-born group in the

Thumb approached the 27,526 Canadians tallied in 1890 or approximated the

state total of 203,302 in 1930. No group neared the 26.7 per cent of total
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population achieved by Canadian residents of the Thumb in 1860 or

reached the 9.1 per cent in the state for 1880. No group ever approxp

imated the 64.6 per cent ratio of Canadians to foreign-born for the

Thumb in 1850 or the 38.3 per cent reported for'Michigan in 1880. No

nation has contributed as many of her sons and daughters to the develop-

ment of the Thumb region, or Michigan, as Canada.



CHAPTER IV

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION IN THE THUMB: 1850 to 1880

Introduction
 

The foreign-born pOpulation of the Thumb region exhibited continued

growth from 1850 to 1890. Unlike Michigan's foreign—born growth, the Thumb

received few of the eastern and southern European immigrants who arrived in

the first three decades of the twentieth century. These arrivals were at-

tracted to the opportunities offered by the burgeoning industrial develOp-

ment in the Detroit area. Few came to the largely rural milieu of the

Thumb region. The origins of the Thumb's foreign-born were well established

by 1880.

The analysis of the origin and distribution of the foreign-born pOpu—

lation of the Thumb from 1850 to 1880 is a result of the author's research

of the primary census document--the manuscript enumeration sheets. Several

thousand handscript enumeration sheets were examined to prove the neces-

sary data for the analysis of the foreign-born at the township level.1 All

 

lMicrofilmed Census records examined for this dissertation:

Seventh Census of the United States, Michigan, 1850

Huron County Roll 351

Sanilac County Roll 363

St. Clair County Roll 362

Eighth Census of the United States, Michigan, 1860

Huron County Roll 545

Sanilac County Roll 558

St. Clair County Roll 559

Ninth Census of the United States, Michigan, 1870

Huron County Roll 674

Sanilac County Roll 703

St. Clair County Rolls 698 & 699

97
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tables, maps,2 and other data —- not otherwise cited -- are the result of

the author's tallies and summaries of data gleaned from the manuscript cen-

sus records.

Population Distribution 1850

The pOpulation of the Thumb region stood at 13,221 inhabitants in 1850.

St. Clair County was the most settled and numbered 10,899 persons. Sanilac,

which only recently had achieved county status, contained 2,112 inhabitants.

Huron County, attached as a single township to Sanilac, numbered only 210

settlers.

The population distribution in St. Clair County reveals densest con—

centrations along or near the St. Clair River (see Figure 12). There were

fifteen organized townships in St. Clair County in 1850. The average pop-

ulation density for the county was 15.68 persons per square mile. Town-

ships fronting on the St. Clair River reported the greatest number of in-

habitants and provided the largest densities, and in each case, these eas-

tern and southern townships exceed the average pOpulation density for the

county. Toward the interior, densities diminish.

By far the most densely populated township was Port Huron with 58.49

persons per square mile accounting for 21 per cent of the county population.

Development at the village of Port Huron explains the unusually high den-

sity. The village included 1,584 persons and 60 per cent of the township

and nearly 15 per cent of the county pOpulation. Cottrellville, St. Clair,

 

Tenth Census of the United States, Michigan, 1880

Huron County Roll 582

Sanilac County Rolls 605 & 606

St. Clair County Rolls 604 & 605

2Density maps were produced at The Computer Institute For Social

Science Research at Michigan State University utilizing the Symap Program,

Version 5 developed at the Department of City and Regional Planning, Grad-

uate School of Design, Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts.
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Clay, Ira, and China provided the remaining townships which demonstrated

densities exceeding the county average. The least densely pOpulated town-

ships were situated to the west and northwest. Lynn Township, in the ex-

treme northwest corner of the county, was the least densely populated, re—

porting only 1.53 persons per square mile.

Sanilac County reported a pOpulation density of only 2.19 per square

mile. The population of the county was not sufficient to warrant more than

three organized townships. Settlement of the county, yet in its incipient

stage, proceeded along the Black River and along the coast of Lake Huron.

In 1850 most of the pOpulation resided along the coast from the boundary

with St. Clair County north to Port Sanilac. Settlement did not extend in-

land for more than a few miles. Probably the most densely pOpulated area

was in the vicinity of the present city of Lexington.

The area comprising contemporary Huron County was known as Huron

Township in 1850. Only 210 persons were enumerated. These hardy pioneers

were cut off from civilization, save for the occasional arrival of a ship.

The settlements were scattered along the coast of either Lake Huron or Sag-

inaw Bay and were isolated one from the other.

Distribution of Foreign—Born

Foreign—born residents of the Thumb region numbered 4,410 and embodied

34 per cent of the population. St. Clair County, as expected, reported the

greatest number with 3,279 foreign-born. Sanilac County enumerated 1,066,

and Huron County reported only ninety-five foreign—born residents. St. Clair

County tallied only 30 per cent of its population as foreign-born, and the

majority of its residents were natives. Slightly over one-half of the

residents of Sanilac County were foreign-born. Table 13 includes the total,

foreign—born, Canadian, and the number of other selected nativities along
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with their densities and ratios to total and foreign-born population by

township.

The foreign-born distribution in St. Clair County reflects the same

pattern as manifested by the total population. The average density of

foreign-born was 4.72 per square mile as compared to the 15.68 density for

the total population. Figure 13 shows that the same six townships which

exceeded the average pOpulation density also accounted for greater than

average foreign—born densities. Port Huron reported the densest foreign-

born population with 22.61 per square mile. Twenty-seven per cent of the

foreign-born of the county lived in Port Huron Township while the township

accounted for only 21 per cent of the county's total population. The vil-

lage of Port Huron comprised 19 per cent of the county total and 68 per

cent of the township foreign-born. Cottrellville, Ira, St. Clair, Clay,

and China respectively, tallied densities above the county average. Exam-

ination of the foreign-born to total population ratio indicates that only

five townships exceed the 30 per cent recorded for the county. Port Huron

Township tallied the largest ratio of 39 per cent, Ira 37 per cent, and

Cottrellville contained 32 per cent foreign-born. Burtchville and Clyde,

which were more sparsely pOpulated townships, reported 38 and 37 per cent

foreign-born respectively.

The distribution of foreign-born paralleled the pOpulation distribution

in Sanilac County. The foreign-born were more significant here than in St.

Clair County. Although the density of foreign-born was only 1.11 per square

mile, over one—half of all residents were born outside the United States.

Of the 210 total residents in Huron Township, ninety-five were foreign-born.

The foreign-born as well as natives resided in scattered and isolated settle—

ments along the coast.
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Distribution of Canadians

The Canadian density pattern in St. Clair County did not wholly con-

form to that of the total or foreign-born (see Figure 14). The average

density of Canadians was 2.81 per square mile. Port Huron contained the

highest density with 14.05 per square mile. Ira Township, although ranked

fifth in population density, was second to Port Huron with 9.58 per square

mile. Cottrellville, Clay, St. Clair, China, and Burtchville townships

each supported a density greater than the county average. Ira, Burtch-

ville, Clyde, and Port Huron were the only townships to surpass the average

of 18 per cent Canadian ratio to total population. Sixty per cent of the

foreign-born in St. Clair County were Canadian and Ira, Casco, Burtchville,

Clyde, Lynn, Riley, Clay and Port Huron exceeded the average. Canadians

were most dense in Port Huron Township, but also constituted significant

proportions of less densely populated areas.

It would appear that Canadians made the greatest contribution to the

early settlement of Sanilac County. Although the density of Canadians was

only 1.11 per square mile, they constituted 41 per cent of the population

and 80 per cent of all foreigners. The distribution of Canadians is diffi-

cult to assess, but it is suggested they made up a significant portion of

the population near the settlement of Lexington.

Other Foreign-Born Groups

In fourteen of the fifteen St. Clair County townships, Canadians rep-

resented the mpst densely populated foreign-born groups. Columbus Town-

ship, which supported total and foreign-born populations less than the

county average, had a slight majority of Irish. The Irish were the second

most dense group in the county but only averaged 0.80 per square mile.

Following the Irish were the English, Scots, and Germans which, in most
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cases, were most dense in the more populated townships. The Irish were

also the second ranking foreign-born group in Sanilac and Huron counties,

but their numbers were small.

Population Distribution 1860

The population of the Thumb region was enumerated at 37,368 in 1860.

St. Clair County was the most populous and numbered 26,604 individuals.

Sanilac County reported 7,599 persons. Huron County, which was finally

organized in 1859, embodied 3,165 inhabitants.

St. Clair County embodied the largest total and was the most densely

populated county. Population was concentrated in the townships fronting

on the St. Clair River, Lake Huron, and Lake St. Clair. The county ave-

raged 38.27 persons per square mile. There were twenty-one organized

townships in 1860 and those situated on the eastern and southern borders

of the county were unst densely populated (see Figure 15).

Port Huron was the most densely populated of all townships in the

Thumb, equalling 150.04 persons per square mile including 22 per cent of

all St. Clair County residents. Incorporated as a city in 1857, Port Hu-

ron enumerated 4,371 inhabitants in four wards which accounted for 74 per

cent of the township and 16 per cent of the county population. St. Clair

Township reported 72.39 persons per square mile, and its high density is

explained by development at the city of St. Clair which was incorporated

in 1858 and made up 47 per cent of the township population. Cottrell-

ville, which included the village of Newport, later incorporated as Marine

City, contained 70.16 persons per square mile. East China, Ira, Clay,

China, and Burtchville townships respectively, exceeded the average county

density. The least populated townships occupied the western and north-

western sections of the county. Lynn Township reported a density of only
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6.24 people per square mile.

Sanilac County included fifteen organized townships and averaged 7.90

persons per square mile. Examination of Figure 15, population density of

Sanilac County in 1860, reveals that the densest areas were situated along

the shoreline of Lake Huron. The large size of Austin, Marion, Bridge-

hampton, washington, and Elk townships indicate only slight settlement.

Lexington Township was the most densely populated at 53.33 persons per

square mile and development at the city of Lexington, incorporated 1855,

probably accounted for the high density. worth and Sanilac were the next

in density with 31.82 and 29.80 persons per square mile respectively. For-

ester, Speaker, and Delaware townships also exceeded the average density.

Huron County was organized into nine townships by 1860 and averaged

only 3.78 persons per square mile. Only Sebewaing Township was organized

with its contemporary dimensions, Figure 15, and reported 17.05 persons

per square mile. The remaining townships were to be reduced in areal ex-

tent as population increase warranted. Little settlement took place away

from.the coast by 1860. Rubicon, Huron, Dwight, and White Rock townships

included densities larger than the county average. Dwight reported the

greatest number of settlers probably owing to activities focusing on Port

Austin and Grindstone City.

Distribution of Foreign-Born

Enumerated as foreign-born were 18,070 inhabitants of the Thumb,

equalling 48 per cent of the total population. St. Clair County tallied

11,737, Sanilac 4,478, and Huron County reported 1,855 foreign-born inhab-

itants. Foreign-born residents equalled 44 per cent of the population of

St. Clair County. Both Sanilac and Huron counties reported more foreigners

than natives with 59 per cent of their population consisting of foreign-
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112

born. Table 14 reviews the total, foreign-born, Canadian and selected

foreign-born group numbers, densities, and ratios by county and township.

The foreign-born density pattern varies somewhat frmm that mani-

fested by the total population in St. Clair County (see Figure 16). The

average density of foreigners was 16.88 per square mile compared to 38.27

per square mile population density. Only seven townships surpassed the

average foreign-born density, while eight exceeded the average population

density. Port Huron Township included the largest density of foreign-

born with 74.83 per square mile. The city of Port Huron represented 18

per cent of the county foreign-born and 79 per cent of the foreign-born

in the township. St. Clair Township reported 29.78 foreign-born per square

mile. Ira Township, although ranked fifth in population density, accounted

for 28.47 foreign-born per square mile. East China, Cottrellville, Burtch-

ville, and Casco were the remaining townships which reported densities

above the county average.

Nine townships exceeded the 44 per cent foreign-born of total popu-

lation for the county. Six of the nine reported total population densi-

ties less than the county average, implying that foreign-born persons ac-

counted for greater percentages of the total in the more recently settled

portion of the county. Emmett and Greenwood townships recorded 66 and 62

per cent of their inhabitants as foreigners, respectively. Burtchville

and Brockway enumerated more than half of their population as foreign-born.

Others exceeding the county average were Port Huron, Ira, Clyde, and Kim!

ball.

The average density of foreign-born in Sanilac County stood at 4.65

per square mile compared to the 7.90 per square mile population density

(see Figure 17). The foreign-born were distributed in a pattern similar
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to the total population. Townships situated along the coast accounted for

the largest densities, and Lexington Township provided the most dense area

of foreign-born. The same sizatownships that contained population densi-

ties greater than the county average also reported more than average for-

eign-born densities.

Foreign-born persons accounted for 59 per cent of the total popula-

tion of Sanilac County. well over one-half the residents were born out-

side the United States. Each township contained more than one-half of its

total as foreign-born and nine exceeded the county average. Of these nine

townships, only Delaware was above the county average density for total and

foreign-born. Corresponding to, although more dramatic, the pattern in

St. Clair County--foreigners made up significantly greater proportions of

the settlers in the sparsely and more recently settled townships. At

least three of every four residents of Maple Valley, Austin, and Marlette

townships were foreign-born. 'More than two of every three in Marion, Fre-

mont, and Elk were foreigners. Washington, Delaware, and Buel townships

reported over 60 per cent foreign-born.

The foreign-born density pattern in Huron County was commensurate to

that of the total population but averaged only 2.22 per square mile. Sebe-

waing reported 9.98 foreign-born per square mile and provided the densest

foreign-born area. Foreigners accounted for 59 per cent of the population.

Only Sand Beach and Caseville townships reported less than 50 per cent for-

eigners. Bingham, Dwight, and Huron townships exceeded the county average.

Distribution of Canadians

Over one-half of all foreign-born persons residing in the Thumb area

in 1860 were born in Canada. Canadians numbered 9,933, contributed 26 per

cent of the inhabitants, and accounted for 55 per cent of the foreign-born
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population. St. Clair County reported 6,071, Sanilac 3,060 and Huron tal-

lied 802 Canadians. Although St. Clair County reported the greatest number

of Canadians, its ratio of Canadians to total population was only 23 per

cent. Sanilac and Huron reported 40 and 25 per cent respectively. Canad-

ians in Sanilac County accounted for 68 per cent of all foreign-born resi-

dents. Canadians in St. Clair accounted for 52 per cent of the foreign-

born while 43 per cent of the foreign-born were Canadians in Huron County.

Canadians numbered 8.73 persons per square mile in St. Clair County.

The density pattern of Canadians by township is not in complete agreement

with that of either the total population or foreign-born (see Figure 18).

While eight townships surpassed the average density of population and seven

exceeded the average foreign-born density, only six townships reported Ca-

nadian densities in excess of the county average. As expected, Port Huron

Township recorded the greatest density of Canadians. Burtchville, ranked

eighth in total and sixth in foreign-born density, was second to Port Huron

Township. East China and Ira townships ranked next in density. Clyde Town-

ship, although reporting below average total and foreign-born densities, in-

cluded 9.81 Canadians per square mile.

Nine of the twenty-one townships reported greater than average Canad-

ian ratios to total population. More than one-third of the residents in

Greenwood, Burtchville, Kenockee, and Brockway townships and over one-fourth

of Clyde, Kimball, Mussey, Port Huron, and Emmett townships were born in

Canada. All nine townships are situated in the northern portion of the

county and seven are in the interior. There were fourteen townships which

reported more than the county average Canadian per cent of foreign-born.

In Burtchville, Riley, Greenwood, Brockway, Clyde, Kimball, and wales town-

ships more than two of every three foreigners were Canadians. It would ap-

pear that Canadians made up greater proportions of the population in the
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less densely populated townships. Canadians, in most cases, far outnum-

bered other foreign-born groups in the less densely settled townships--par-

ticularly those in the interior. However, no township reported more Ca-

nadian than native-born inhabitants.

In 1860, Sanilac County numbered 3.18 Canadians per square mile. The

distribution of the density of Canadians by township corresponds to the pat-

terns manifested by both the total and foreign-born populations (see Figure

19). However, only five townships exhibited Canadian densities greater

than the county average while six exceeded the total and foreign-born av-

erages. Lexington, Worth, Sanilac, Forester, and Speaker townships re-

corded more than the average density.

Nine of the fifteen townships exceeded the 40 per cent Canadian to

total pOpulation ratio of the county. Maple Valley and Elk townships actu-

ally numbered more Canadians than natives and reported 65 and 50 per cent

respectively. Marion, Speaker, Bridgehampton, Delaware, Lexington, Worth

and Buel exceeded the county average. Canadians accounted for 68 per cent

of all foreign-born in the county and nine townships surpassed the mean.

More than three of every four foreigners were Canadian in Worth, Maple

Valley, Lexington, Speaker, and Elk townships. At least two of every three

foreigners were Canadian in Bridgehampton, Fremont, Marion, and Forester

townships. The lowest ratio of Canadians to foreign-born was 45 per cent

in Austin Township. Canadians were the dominant group and were a signifi—

cant factor in the pOpulation of each township. Canadians outnumbered na-

tives in two sparsely populated townships, but the more densely pOpulated

townships, as well, reported significant numbers of Canadians. Canadians

dominated other foreign-born groups in the interior areas of Sanilac County

as well as along the coast.

Huron County was still in its first stages of occupance in 1860, and
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the Canadian density per square mile was only 0.96. Five of the nine town-

ships surpassed the average county population density and six exceeded the

average foreign-born, but only three townships accounted for a greater Ca-

nadian density than average. Huron, Rubicon, and Dwight townships, com-

prising the northeastern quarter of the county, reported the densest Cana-

dian populations. One of every four residents of the county was born in

Canada and Dwight, Huron, Hume, and Rubicon exceeded the average. No town—

ship reported more Canadians than natives. Canadians accounted for 43 per

cent of all foreign-born and six townships numbered more than the mean.

Canadians were most dominant in Huron, Rubicon, and Dwight townships in-

cluding over 60 per cent of the foreigners respectively. Canadians ac-

counted for more than 50 per cent of the foreign-born in Hume, Caseville,

and Sand Beach.

Other Foreign-Born Groups

Only three of the twenty-one townships of St. Clair County reported a

greater number of foreign-born other than Canadian. Germans averaged 2.48

per square mile and accounted for 6 per cent of the population and 15 per

cent of all foreigners. The Irish maintained a density of 2.45 per square

mile including 6 per cent of the total and 15 per cent of the foreign-born

pOpulations. The English numbered 1.33 persons per square mile, 3 per cent

of the pOpulation, and 8 per cent of the foreign—born. Germans in Casco

Township accounted for 39 per cent of its population, 60 per cent of its

foreign-born, and numbered 11.77 per square mile providing the greatest con-

centration of Germans in the Thumb region. China Township also reported

more Germans than any other foreign nativity. The most numerous foreign-

born group in Emmett Township were the Irish who equalled 6.04 persons per

square mile, 33 per cent of the population, and 50 per cent of all foreign-
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ers constituting the densest area of Irish in the Thumb region in 1860.

No foreign-born group outnumbered Canadians in any of the fifteen

townships of Sanilac County. The Irish were the second largest group con-

sisting of 7 per cent of the total and 11 per cent of the foreign-born pop-

ulation and maintained a density of only 0.52 per square mile. The English

of Sanilac County included 5 per cent of the pOpulation and Germans equalled

only 3 per cent.

Canadians tallied more foreign-born than any other group in six of

Huron County's nine townships. Germans, Irish, and English ranked below

the Canadian total. The densities of these three groups were slight, and

the Germans numbered only 0.76 per square mile. However, Germans accounted

for 20 per cent of the total and 34 per cent of the foreign-born. Corre-

sponding ratios for the Irish were 5 and 8 per cent and for the English 4

and 7 per cent. Persons born in Germany equalled the largest foreign-born

group in Sebewaing, Bingham, and White Rock townships. Germans actually out-

numbered natives in Sebewaing embracing 56 per cent of its pOpulation, 95

per cent of all foreigners, and provided a density of 9.49 per square mile.

Germans in Bingham Township mustered 38 per cent of its population, 49 per

cent of its foreign—born, and numbered 1.16 per square mile. Germans in

White Rock Township contributed 27 per cent of its population, 46 per cent

of all foreigners, and provided a density of 1.15 per square mile. Other

than Canadians and Germans, no foreign-born group could assemble more than

one person per square mile in any township.

Egpulation Distribution 1870

The Thumb region contained 60,272 inhabitants in 1870. The pOpulation

increased substantially from 1860, and the southern portion of the Thumb re—

mained the most densely pOpulated. St. Clair County reported 36,661 inhabi-
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tants, Sanilac 14,562, and Huron County tallied 9,040 persons.

St. Clair County remained the most populous and reported the highest

population density at 60.15 per square mile. Townships fronting on the St.

Clair River and Lake St. Clair recorded the highest concentrations. Town-

ships situated in the interior of southernmost St. Clair County also re-

ported dense populations (see Figure 20). All twenty-three contemporary

townships of the county were organized by 1870.

Owing to the rapid development of the city of Port Huron, Port Huron

Township reported a density of 367.12 persons per square mile and included

19 per cent of all county residents. The city of Port Huron was divided

into four wards which totaled 5,973 persons, 88 per cent of the township,

and 16 per cent of the county population. Cottrellville, spurred by devel-

opment at Marine City, reported 108.98 persons per square mile. Ira Town-

ship, due to its limited areal extent, numbered 87.50 persons per square mile.

Activity at the city of St. Clair raised the population density of St. Clair

Township to 86.41 per square mile. Clay, East China, and Casco townships

also exceeded the county average density. Townships including cities and

thosisituated along the southwestern border of the county reported the high-

est densities. Casco Township was the only interior township to exceed the

mean density. The least densely populated areas occupied the northwestern

portion of the county with Lynn reporting the lowest density.

Sanilac County included twenty-two organized townships and averaged

15.13 persons per square mile in 1870. The densest area of population was

situated along the coast of Lake Huron in southeastern Sanilac County (see

Figure 20). Lexington Township was the most densely settled area reporting

62.86 per square mile. Totals for the city of Lexington could not be accu-

rately extracted from the nanuscript census records, but the city probably

accounted for much of the population. Sanilac and worth were next in dens=
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ity reporting 49.16 and 36.68 per square mile respectively. Speaker, Fore-

ster, Fremont, Elk, and Delaware townships also surpassed the mean county

density. Settlement was most concentrated along the coast, but three of

the eight townships exceeding the county mean were situated in the interior

of southern Sanilac County. The least settled area was in the western por-

tion of the county encompassing Argyle, Lamotte, Moore, and Watertown town-

ships.

Huron County was organized into twenty-two townships by 1870 and ave-

raged 10.81 persons per square mile. Settlement remained focused on the

coasts of Lake Huron and Saginaw Bay (see Figure 20). Eight of the eleven

townships fronting on the coast reported densities exceeding the county mean.

Port Austin reported the largest density at 44.39 per square mile. Data for

villages were not clearly separated from the township, and therefore only

township statistics could be extracted from the manuscript census records.

Undoubtedly, activity at the village of Port Austin and Grindstone City

accounted for the high density in Port Austin Township. White Rock, Rubi-

con, and Fair Haven contributed over 30 persons per square mile. Sebewaing,

Gore, Paris, Sand Beach, Hume, and Bingham townships also exceeded the

county mean. Only Paris and Bingham.are situated away from.the coast and

are located in southern Huron County. Much of the interior was occupied by

fewer than 5 persons per square mile.

Distribution of Foreign-Born

There were 27,330 foreign-born persons in the Thumb region in 1870 ac-

counting for 45 per cent of the population. St. Clair contained 14,859

foreign-born which comprised 41 per cent of its population. Sanilac County

included 7,700 and Huron County 4,771 foreign-born inhabitants. Both Sani-

lac and Huron Counties numbered more foreigners than natives, and the foreign-
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born accounted for 53 per cent of each county's population. Table 15 in-

cludes the total, foreign-born, Canadian, and other selected foreign-born

groups along with densities and ratios for each township.

The mean density of foreign-born for St. Clair County was 20.41 per

square mile compared to the 50.16 mean of the total population. The foreign-

born density pattern, Figure 21, varies from that manifested by the total

population. Port Huron, Cottrellville, Ira, and St. Clair townships con-

tained the largest densities of foreign-born paralleling their positions

with respect to total population. While the city of Port Huron included 16

per cent of the county population, 19 per cent of the county's foreign-born

resided in the city. Casco, Fort Gratiot, and Burtchville were the remain-

ing townships which exceeded the foreign-born mean. Casco ranked seventh

in total population density but was fifth in foreign-born density. Fort

Gratiot and Burtchville did not exceed the mean population density but

ranked sixth and seventh in foreign-born density.

Twelve townships reported a greater ratio of foreign-born to total

population than the county average of 41 per cent. Ten of the twelve in-

cluded less than average population densities and all ten were situated in

the three northern-most tiers of townships. Foreign-born settlers clearly

embraced greater proportions of the population in the more sparsely popu-

lated and more recently settled northern portion of the county. In fact--

Greenwood, Burtchville, and Lynn townships included more foreigners than

natives.

The foreign-born density pattern in Sanilac County reflects the ident-

ical pattern displayed by the density of the total population (see Figure

21). The average density of foreign-born was 8.00 per square mile compared

to the 15.13 mean population density. Foreigners were concentrated along

the coast and reached into the interior in the extreme southern tiers of
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townships. The same seven townships, in the same order, exceeded the

mean foreign-born as well as the mean population density for the county.

Foreigners outnumbered natives in Sanilac County and seventeen of

its twenty-two townships reported more foreign-born than native inhab-

itants. Ten townships surpassed the 53 per cent foreign—born ratio to

total population calculated for the county. Argyle reported 76 per cent

of its inhabitants as foreign—born, Austin and Moore reported 66 per

cent. Most of the townships which exceeded the mean were situated in

the northern and western portions of the county. Only Fremont and Speaker

contained population densities greater than the county average. Foreign-

ers accounted for greater proportions of the interior residents and ap-

pear to have been more apt to settle in the newly opened areas of Sanilac

County than native-born settlers.

The pattern of foreign-born density by township in Huron County, Fig-

ure 21, reveals some correspondence to that manifested by the total popu-

lation. The mean density of foreign-born was 5.70 per square mile come

pared to the 10.81 population density. Foreign-born settlement, with one

significant exception, focused on the coastal townships. Eleven townships

exceeded the county mean density. Port Austin contained the densest con-

centration of foreign-born numbering 24.48 per square mile. Rubicon and

Fair Haven townships ranked second and third. Paris Township, although

ranked seventh in population density, ranked fourth in foreign-born den-

sity. Paris was one of three townships situated in the interior which

exceeded the mean density of foreign-born. Bingham and Sherman ranked

tenth and eleventh.

Huron County included more foreigners than natives, and thirteen of

its twenty-two townships embodied more foreign-born than natives. Eleven

townships exceeded the mean of 53 per cent foreign-born of total pOpula-
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tion enumerated for the county. Sheridan Township reported 77 per cent

foreign-born. Foreigners accounted for greater proportions of the popu-

lation in the central and northern portions of the county while natives

outnumbered foreigners in both the southwestern and southeastern corners

--particular1y along the coast.

Distribution of Canadians

There were 16,008 Canadians residing in the Thumb region in 1870 who

accounted for 27 per cent of the population. Fifty-nine per cent of a11

foreign-born residents were born in Canada. St. Clair County enumerated

8,056 Canadians equalling 22 per cent of its population. Thirty-eight per

cent of all inhabitants of Sanilac were Canadians who numbered 5,519 per-

sons. Huron County tallied 2,443 Canadians who comprised 27 per cent of

its population. Canadians outnumbered every other foreign-born group in

the Thumb constituting 51 per cent of all foreigners in Huron County, 54

per cent in St. Clair County, and 72 per cent of Sanilac County's foreign-

born.

St. Clair County reported a Canadian density of 11.17 per square mile.

The density pattern of Canadians by township is both similar and dissimilar

with respect to the patterns manifested by the population for foreign-born

density patterns (see Figure 22). While only seven townships exceeded the

mean total foreign-born densities, nine surpassed the mean Canadian density

for the county. Port Huron Township reported the greatest density of Ca-

nadians. Burtchville and Fort Gratiot townships, both below the mean pop-

ulation density, ranked second and third respectively. Grant, Brockway

and Riley townships were fifth, seventh and eighth in Canadian density but

all three were below the mean densities of the population and the foreign-

born. Cottrellville, St. Clair, and Ira townships also reported Canadian
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densities greater than the county mean. Canadians attained above average

densities in the more densely populated townships as well as the less

dense. The pattern displayed by townships exceeding the mean Canadian

density was dispersed which implies that Canadians settled all sections

of the county. However, there was an area of concentration in the north-

eastern corner of the county.

Twelve of the twenty-three townships of St. Clair County exceeded

the 22 per cent ratio of Canadians to total population reported for the

county. No township reported more Canadians than natives, but Greenwood

reported 40 per cent of its population as Canadian. All twelve townships

were situated in the northern three tiers of townships. Fifteen townships

counted more than the 54 per cent Canadian ratio to foreign-born popula-

tion reported for the county. More than three of every four foreigners

were Canadian in Riley, Grant, Brockway, Berlin, Lynn, and Kimball town-

ships. Out of the fifteen townships which exceeded the ratio, only three

were situated in the southern portion of the county. Although Canadians

accounted for greater than average densities in various sections of the

county, Canadians comprised greater proportions of the total and foreign-

born populations in the less densely populated northern tiers of townships.

Sanilac County averaged 5.73 Canadians per square mile in 1870. The

distribution of the density of Canadians by township, Figure 22, corre-

sponds to the patterns manifested by both the total and foreign-born pop-

ulations. Seven townships exceeded the mean Canadian density for the coun-

ty. Lexington Township reported 21.78 Canadians per-square mile. Canadians

were most dense along the coast and in the southern portion of the county.

Eleven of Sanilac County's twenty-two townships surpassed the 38 per

cent Canadian to total population ratio compiled for the county. Maple

Valley and Mbore townships included more Canadians than natives. 0f the
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eleven townships only Worth was situated adjacent to the coast. Canadians

accounted for greater than average proportions of the total population in

the southern and western reaches of the county. Canadians embraced 72 per

cent of all foreign-born in the county and thirteen townships exceeded the

mean. Ten of the thirteen reported more than three-fourths of their for-

eigners as Canadians. Canadians dominated all other foreign-born groups

in both densely and sparsely populated townships, along the coast as well

as in the interior.

Canadians accounted for a density of 2.91 per square mile in Huron

County. Ten townships reported a density surpassing the county mean. The

seven densest Canadian townships occupied coastal locations followed by

three interior situated townships (see Figure 22). Port Austin recorded

16.89 Canadians per square mile and offered the greatest concentration of

Canadian settlers. Six of the seven most dense townships occupieieastern

and northern coastal locations while Fair Haven Township embodied the only

above average density in the western portion of the county. Bingham, Meade,

and Verona townships were inland townships which displayed dense Canadian

populationS.

Canadians amounted to 27 per cent of the population of Huron County.

Only Meade Township reported more Canadians than native-born inhabitants.

Fifteen of Huron County's twenty-two townships compiled greater proportions

of Canadians to total population than the county. The six leading town-

ships were situated in the less densely populated interior. Canadians in-

cluded 51 per cent of all foreigners residing in the county. Meade Town-

ship reported 87 per cent of its foreign-born as Canadian, and Dwight tal-

lied 77 per cent. Grant, Colfax, White Rock, Huron, and Lake townships

each reported more than two-thirds of their foreign-born as Canadian. Can

nadians consisted of more than one-half of all foreign-born in sixteen of
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the twenty—two townships.

Other Foreign-born Groups

Germans, Irish, English, and Scots composed the remaining signifi-

cant foreign—born groups in the Thumb region. However, their combined

total fell far below the total number of Canadians. The Irish, English,

and Scots were fairly evenly distributed throughout the region. Germans,

however, tended to cluster in settlements particularly in more rural

areas. Seven townships, not including Port Huron, maintained 43 per

cent of all German residents in the Thumb. Fifty—eight of the Thumb's

sixty-seven townships reported Canadians as their most populous foreign-

born group allowing only nine townships to other foreign-born groups.

Germans in St. Clair County averaged 4.32 per square mile, 8 per

cent of the pOpulation, and 20 per cent of the foreign-born. The Irish

accounted for 5 per cent of the population, 12 per cent of all foreigners,

and numbered 2.57 per square mile. The English constituted only 3 per

cent of the population. Port Huron Township notwithstanding, the greatest

density of Germans in the Thumb was recorded in Casco Township at 20.07

per square mile including 36 per cent of its total and 82 per cent of its

foreign-born populations. Ira and China townships also reported more Ger-

mans than any other foreign nativity with densities of 14.07 and 10.98 per

square mile. The Irish were the largest foreign group in Emmett Township

equalling 7.53 per square mile, 28 per cent of the total, and 60 per cent

of the foreign-born pOpulations.

No foreign-born group outnumbered Canadians in any of the twenty-two

townships of Sanilac County. The Irish were the second largest group but

could muster only 5 per cent of the total and 9 per cent of the foreign-

born pOpulations. The English and Germans included only 4 and 3 per cent
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of the population respectively. The Irish reported the greatest county

density with only 0.74 per square mile.

Germans outnumbered all other foreign-born groups in four Huron

County townships and averaged 1.18 per square mile, 11 per cent of the

total, and 21 per cent of the foreign-born. Sebewaing, Fair Haven, Sher-

man, and Sigel townships reported German majorities. Germans in Sebe-

waing Township numbered 9.74 per square mile, 35 per cent of its popula-

tion, and 83 per cent of its foreigners. Fair Haven equalled 8.01 Ger-

mans per square mile. Sherman and Sigel townships tallied 3.08 and 0.94

Germans per square mile respectively. Poles were the third largest for-

eign-born group in the county but only averaged 0.44 per square mile and

4 per cent of the county population. Eighty-four per cent of all Poles

in Huron County and 81 per cent of all Poles in the Thumb resided in Paris

Township. Poles in Paris Township numbered 8.65 per square mile, 35 per

cent of its population, and 59 per cent of its foreign-born. The Irish

in Huron County accounted for only 4 per cent of its population.

Population Distribution 1880

The population of the Thumb region increased to 90,993 inhabitants

by 1880 and settlement continued to be most dense in the southern and

coastal areas. St. Clair County enumerated the largest population at

46,197 persons. Sanilac and Huron Counties tallied 26,341 and 20,089

inhabitants respectively.

St. Clair County averaged 66.45 persons per square mile (see Figure

23). Port Huron Township reported the greatest density in the Thumb with

533.71 per square mile. Eighty-nine per cent of the township's popula-

tion resided in the city of Port Huron. The city of Port Huron grew more

rapidly than the county and included 19 per cent of its population. The
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city was divided into six wards in 1880. Six other townships reported

densities above the county mean. Cottrellville, with continued develop-

ment at Marine City, numbered 113.43 per square mile. Fort Gratiot, Ira,

St. Clair, East China, and Clay townships also exceeded the county man

density. The densest concentrations were situated along the eastern and

southern boundaries of the county. However, dense populations were also

reported in the interior townships of Casco, Riley, Brockway, and wales--

each reported a density over 50 persons per square mile. Lynn Township,

in the extreme northwest, was the least densely populated with 21.86 per

square mile.

Ten of Sanilac County's twenty-five townships exceeded the 27.37

mean population density. The density pattern reveals that five of the ten

townships occupy coastal locations (see Figure 23). Lexington Township

reported the greatest concentration at 77.33 per square mile. Sanilac

and Delaware numbered 60.76 and 45.56 per square mile respectively.

Settlement was beginning to become dense in the interior with Bridge-

hampton, Speaker, Elk, Fremont, and Marlette townships reporting densities

in excess of the county mean. Evergreen, Elmer, Custer, and Lamotte town-

ships provided the least densely populated areas of the county.

Huron County consisted of twenty-six townships in 1880 and averaged

23.99 persons per square mile. Settlement persisted to be more dense

along the coast (see Figure 23). Eight of the twelve townships reporting

densities greater than the mean occupied coastal locations. Port Austin

Township reported the densest population with 77.38 per square mile. Rub-

icon and Gore also reported densities of more than 50 per square mile.

Most of the coununities of the county were situated on the coast. Paris,

Sherman, Bingham, and Dwight were the only interior townships to report

greater than average densities. Townships situated in the western and
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central portion of the interior provided the lowest population densities.

Distribution of Foreign-Born

Foreign-born inhabitants contributed 43 per cent of the Thumb region's

population in 1880 and numbered 39,044 persons. St. Clair contained 17,214

foreigners who amounted to 37 per cent of its population. Sanilac and Hu-

ron counties enumerated 12,864 and 9,748 foreign-born respectively and made

up 49 per cent of the population in each county. Table 16 provides the

numbers of total, foreign-born, and selected nativities plus densities and

ratios by township.

The mean density of foreign-born in St. Clair County was 24.76 per

square mile compared to the 66.45 population density. The foreign-born

density pattern varies only slightly from.that manifested by the total pop-

ulation (see Figure 24). Port Huron Township and particularly the city of

Port Huron dominated in foreign-born density. Twenty-two per cent of the

county's foreigners lived in the city of Port Huron, and the township re-

ported a density of 228.85 foreign-born per square mile. Fort Gratiot,

Cottrellville, St. Clair, and Ira were the only other townships to exceed

the county mean. Brockway, Casco, East China, and Greenwood townships

reported over 20 foreigners per square mile.

Eleven townships reported a larger foreign-born to total population

ratio than the 41 per cent county mean. No township included more foreign-

ers than natives. Fort Gratiot and Greenwood both reported 48 per cent.

All ten townships occupying the northern two tiers of townships plus Port

Huron exceeded the county mean foreign-born ratio. Natives predominated

in the southern townships.

The foreign-born density pattern in Sanilac County differs only

slightly from that manifested by the total population (see Figure 24).
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The average density of foreigners was 12.55 per square mile compared to

the 27.37 mean population density. Eleven townships exceeded the mean

foreign-born density, and five of the first six were situated along the

coast implying the foreign-born were more densely populated along the

coast. Six interior townships reported densities above the county mean.

Lexington Township reported the densest foreign-born population with

31.70 per square mile.

Natives, for the first time, outnumbered foreigners when Sanilac

County recorded 49 per cent of its population as foreign—born in 1880.

However, seventeen of its twenty-five townships included more foreign-born

than natives. Elmer reported 72 per cent of its population as foreign-

born marking the greatest ratio. Only two of the seventeen townships

were situated along the coast and only Delaware and Forester exceeded

the mean population density. Foreigners continued to account for greater

proportions of the pOpulation in the less densely populated areas of San-

ilac County.

The foreign-born were distributed in much the same pattern as the

total pOpulation in Huron County (see Figure 24). The northern and east-

ern coastal townships provided the densest foreign-born pOpulations. The

mean density was 11.64 per squaremile. Thirteen townships exceeded the

mean with Port Austin reporting 35.21 foreign-born per square mile. Paris

Township was the only inland township of the leading six to exceed the

county mean.

Foreign-born in Huron County accounted for 49 per cent of the pOpu-

lation and thirteen townships exceeded the mean ratio. Sheridan Township

reported 75 per cent of its population as foreign-born. None of the town-

ships which reported more foreigners than natives were situated along the

coast and only two, Sherman and Dwight, exceeded the county mean density.
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Foreigners here, as elsewhere in the Thumb, accounted for greater propor-

tions of the residents in townships which were sparsely populated and more

recently settled.

Distribution of Canadians

Canadians numbered 23,811 inhabitants and included 26 per cent of

the Thumb's population in 1880. Sixty-one per cent of all foreigners were

Canadians. St. Clair County enumerated 9,842 Canadians who equalled 21 per

cent of its population. The Canadian population of Sanilac County increased

to 8,5633 and included 35 per cent of its pOpulation. Huron County con-

tained 5,401 Canadians who comprised 27 per cent of its population. Cana-

dians dominated all other foreign-born groups comprising 57 per cent of all

foreigners in St. Clair, 71 per cent in Sanilac and 55 per cent of the

foreign-born residing in Huron County.

Canadians equalled 14.16 per square mile in St. Clair County. The

density pattern of Canadians by township varies from the total and foreign-

born distributions (see Figure 25). Six townships reported densities greater

than the mean for the county. Only Port Huron, Fort Gratiot,and Cottrell-

ville exceeded both the Canadian and total population mean densities. Port

Huron Township reported 136.33 Canadians per square mile, and the city of

Port Huron contained 24 per cent of the county's Canadians. Brockway, Grant,

and Greenwood townships exceeded the mean Canadian density but ranked below

the average total and foreign-born densities. Casco and China townships re-

ported less than two Canadian per square mile.

Twenty-one per cent of the population of St. Clair County were Cana-

dians, and twelve townships exceeded the mean. No township reported more

 

3The total number of Canadians reported in the census for Sanilac

County was 9,170 in 1870. The author tallied only 8,568 from the manu-

script census. This difference is accounted for by the absence of Bridge-

hampton Township for the manuscript census record.



149

 

 
 

       
 
 

 

   

     'I'IIIOIOII
II'IIII II.

. I

  

 
 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 
    

THE THUMB REGION

I880

DENSITY OF CANADIANS

(per sq. mi.)

I 0-199

 

 

 

 

     
 
  
  

 

      
 
 

..........................

M

M

___ once...

cm

W

“not w

m

m

.. .

O IIIIO'II

 
 

 

 

 

II
IH
mI
II

 

   

 

 

 

 

   

   
 

 

  

 
 

   

  

  

m!“

I.‘ M 5

IO.

'0. ......‘Cfl‘.

... ..OCCI“‘.

I I'll I “M

nurunnu 0.00M

. Innuu you ~

I a... I ~

.... III

ICC-....CIUUUIII

...-I-a'ru unto-countess...

oCOOOOOOOIIIIIUlI

III 0 l I" II 0.00m

coal-analo-ceI-nnuvh llll- IIOIIIII “0M

Ill

IIII.III-II

.I- I IN"

IIIIIIII-II 

I

 

 

  

W

......CCOOODDC.C....

  

 

   

    

I

n “anon-noun. nu

   

 

I

'00... '

 

oil I

IIIIOIIC

m .not. one no»-

so ,._‘.,., Ion ...... ...I-o'-. Ole. ....

a. 00-. out.

0‘”.

   

l4lIf-IIth.

HO! 0

IIIHIIO'

III II...

I

     

I...

 

 

 
 

 
~ I" 010' I'

 
 

IIII.

-I|IIIIII..I

 

I

I

I

~IIlI<lIII||

”,1,“

   

 

. IIII

‘HI'OII C‘I'I

I '|~“1‘I

'I  
II|I§IIII

 

‘III" at

lill‘dll

II I‘l‘lvl .I

'IIIIII-«IIIIH

 

III.

I

n I. I

InIn-I-IIHIIIII

.  

 

IIIIII

:.A.- IIIIIII

IIOBIII

 

I.4-In...-.In.l I“

 

CF!

 Figure 25.

 

 



150

Canadians than natives, and Brockway reported the largest ratio with 37

per cent. Canadians continued to maintain greater percentages of the

population in the northern three tiers of townships. Canadians accounted

for 57 per cent of all foreign-born in St. Clair County. Fourteen town-

ships exceeded the mean and Grant, Brockway, Riley, Lynn, and Berlin town-

ships reported more than three-fourths of their foreign-born as Canadians.

Clay was the only southern township to exceed the mean Canadian to for-

eign-born ratio.

In 1880 Sanilac County counted 8.90 Canadians per square mile. The

distribution of Canadian density, illustrated in Figure 25, is similar to

that of both the total and foreign-born populations. Nine townships ex-

ceeded the mean and all, except Maple Valley, were among the most densely

populated with respect to both the total and foreign-born. Lexington

Township reported 24.41 Canadians per square mile.‘

Eighteen of Sanilac County's twenty-five townships compiled a Canad-

ian ratio to total population greater than the county mean of 35 per cent.

Elmer was the only township to include more Canadians than natives. Eight

townships which exceeded the mean Canadian proportion of the population

also exceeded the average population density whereas ten were bEIOW’the

average population density. By 1880, Canadians accounted for greater than

average proportions of the population in the dense as well as sparsely pop-

ulated township of Sanilac County. Canadians included 71 per cent of all

foreign-born residents. Eighteen townships exceeded the mean and fifteen

reported that Canadians constituted at least three-fourths of all foreign-

born. Canadians dominated all other foreigners in both heavily and slightly

populated areas, along the coast as well as inland.

The density of Canadians jumped to 6.45 per square mdle in Huron Coun-

ty. Eleven townships exceeded the county mean density, and the six leading
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townships occupied coastal locations. Port Austin Township reported 22.83

Canadians per square mile. Figure 25 reveals that the entire western one-

third of the county offered the least dense area of Canadian settlement.

Canadians comprised 27 per cent of Huron County's population. Lin-

coln and Sheridan townships reported more Canadians than natives. Twelve

other townships provided greater than average Canadian proportions of the

population. Except for Port Austin and Sand Beach townships, Canadians

accounted for greater percentages of the population in the central por-

tion of the county. Canadians equalled 55 per cent of all foreign-born.

Sixteen townships exceeded the county mean, six reported more than 75

per cent, ten more than two-thirds, and twenty-one townships reported

more Canadians than any other foreign-born group. Canadians dominated

the foreign-born population in most areas of the county.

Other Foreign-Born Groups

German residents of the Thumb numbered 6,539, Irish 3,230, English

2,527, and the Scots accounted for 1,410 inhabitants. Canadians pro-

vided 26 per cent of the total and 61 per cent of the foreign-born popu-

lation, while the next four most numerous groups combined equalled only

14 per cent of the total and 34 per cent of the foreign-born. The Irish,

English, and Scots were evenly distributed throughout most of the region

with Port Huron Township reporting the greatest density for each group.

Germans manifested a tendency to cluster in the city of Port Huron and

in rural townships. Eight of the Thumb's seventyafour townships, Port

Huron notwithstanding, included 47 per cent of the German population and

53 per cent of all Germans lived in nine townships if Port Huron is con-

sidered. Sixty-four townships included more Canadians than any other

foreign-born group.
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Germans in-St. Clair County accounted for 7 per cent of the popu-

lation, 19 per cent of all foreign-born, and numbered 4.66 per square

mile. The Irish equalled 2.61 per square mile, 4 per cent of the total,

and 11 per cent of all foreigners. The English maintained only 3 per

cent of the population. Port Huron Township reported the largest den-

sity of Germans in the Thumb with 24.22 per square mile but only 5 per

cent of its population were of German origin. Germans outnumbered all

other foreigners in Casco Township equalling 20.18 per square mile, one-

third of its total, and 87 per cent of its foreign-born population.

Germans provided the largest foreign-born in Ira and China townships

reporting 14.40 and 9.21 per square mile respectively. Enlnett supplied

the only township in the Thumb where the Irish outnumbered all other

foreign-born equalling 9.26 per square mile and 22 per cent of the pop-

ulation. 'Figure 26 shows that Canadians were the most populous foreign-

born group in nineteen townships, Germans in three, and Irish in one.

Germans included only 1.29 per square mile in Sanilac County and ac-

counted for 5 per cent of the county population. The Irish and English

each constituted only 3 per cent of the county population and both numr

bered less than one person per square mile. A.substantial group of Ger-

sans arrived in.Delaware Township between 1870 and 1880 and outnumbered

all other foreigners in the township. All other townships reported Ca-

nadian majorities as illustrated in Figure 26. Delaware Township offered

a significant concentration of Germans equalling 14.13 per square mile

and accounted for 44 per cent of all the Germans in Sanilac County.

Germans were the second largest foreign-born group in Huron County

averaging 2.46 per square mile, 10 per cent of the total, and 21 per cent

of the foreign-born population. Germans predominated in four townships

(see Figure 26). Sebewaing Township numbered 12.78 Germans per square
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nule who comprised 28 per cent of its total and 77 per cent of its for-

eign-born. Sherman equalled 6.49 Germans per square mile, Sigel 4.09,

and Fair Haven 4.06 per square mile. Poles were the third largest for-

eign-born group in the county but averaged less than one per square mile.

Poles outnumbered all other foreigners in Paris Township, accounting

for 14.63 per square mile, 75 per cent of all Thumb region Poles, and 83

per cent of the Poles residing in Huron County. The Irish in Huron

County counted less than one per square mile.

Summagx

Foreign-born residents of the Thumb region accounted for significant

proportions of the population. Foreigners actually outnumbered natives in

Sanilac County from.1850 to 1870. The same was true in Huron County from

1860 to 1870. Although St. Clair County maintained the largest number of

foreigners, the foreign-born did not comprise as significant a proportion

of the population as those in Sanilac and Huron counties. Canadians con-

stituted the largest foreign-born group in the Thumb equalling from.55 to

65 per cent of all foreign-born residents. Germans, Irish, English, Scots,

and Poles comprised the other significant foreign-born groups.

The relationship between the foreign-born, Canadian, and total popu-

lation reveals the real significance of the Canadians in the settlement of

the Thumb region. The most important factor regarding the role of the Ca-

nadians and their relationship to the total and foreign-born populations

is the recurrent theme concerning the Canadian proclivity to assume sig-

nificant proportions of the total and foreign-born populations in the more

recently settled and less densely populated townships. It is not meant to

infer that Canadians avoided locating in populated areas, but Canadians

dominated all other foreign-born groups in the more sparsely settled areas.
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Port Huron Township generally accounted for the greatest number of

Germans, Irish, English, and Scots. With the exception of this concentra-

tion, the Irish, English, and Scots were relatively evenly distributed

throughout the region. The Germans, however, manifested a tendency to clus-

ter in a few rural townships. The Poles of the Thumb region were concen-

trated in the single township.



CHAPTER V

THE CHANGING FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION AND THE SIGNIFICANCE

OF FOREIGN-BORN IN THE THUMB REGION: 1850-1880

Changing Population Densities
 

Introduction

It was during this period that the Thumb region moved out of the

wilderness era and into the era of occupance. Michigan's population ex-

panded by 312 per cent between 1850 and 1880. The Thumb region, occu—

pying a frontier location within the state, increased by 601 per cent

with 79,406 persons added to its population. Population density swelled

from 5.30 to 37.12 persons per square mile.

Lumbering provided the initial lure for settlement. Agricultural

development became significant after the local timber supply was depleted.

A Sanilac County legislator in the early 1880's summarized the settlement

history of the Thumb region:

We came there to lumber, and then to quit: we had no more

thought of farming than of flying. We planted a few vegetables

in the cleared space around our lumber camps, and the yield was

so remarkable that we cleared off a field and put it into grain,

and the harvest was so bountiful that before we knew it we were

farming. Thats the way Sanilac County was settled. Here is my

friend, the representative fro Huron County, who will tell you

the same story for his county.

Statistics concerning manufacturing lend credence to the legisla-

tor's statement. The number of establishments concerned with the manu-

facture of lumber products compared to those manufacturing agricultural

 

lFrederick Morley, Michigan and Its Resources (Lansing, Mich.:

W. S. George & Co., State Binders and Printers, 1881), pp. 60-61.
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products clearly illustrates the early dependency on lumbering (see

Table 17). St. Clair County maintained more saW'mills than flour mills

in 1854, but the reverse was true by 1884. Flour milling gained more

significance with increased settlement in Sanilac and Huron counties.

TABLE 17.

THE SAW MILL: FLOUR MILL RATIO IN THE THUMB REGION, 1850-1884

 

 

 

 

Year Thumb St. Clair Sanilac Huron

1854 1.0:1 9.8:1 16.0:1 ....

1860 7.3:1 5.6:1 4.5:1 14.0:1

1870 3.1:1 2.0:1 2.3:1 10.3:1

1884 2.5:1 0.9:1 3.9:1 3.3:1

Sources: Compiled by author from Census of MiChigan: 1854, 1860, 1870,

and 1884.

Greatest population gains occurred between 1870 and 1880, while

largest percentage increases took place between 1850 and 1860 (see Table

18). St. Clair County enjoyed its greatest population increase between

1850 and 1860. Less densely populated Sanilac and Huron counties added

more population from 1870 to 1880. Huron tallied the greatest propor-

tional increases during each decade while St. Clair accounted for per-

centage increases below the regional mean. The more densely settled

portion of the Thumb, St. Clair County, attracted the greatest number of

settlers from 1850 to 1870. During the next ten years, however, the

trend reversed.

Total Population Change

Townships were organized as population growth warranted. The num-

ber and size of townships varied in both a spatial and temporal sense.
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For example, the entire area of Huron County was organized as a single

township in 1850. With increased settlement nine townships were crea-

ted by 1860, twenty-two by 1870, and twenty-six townships had been or-

ganized by 1880. As a result of the township organization process,

analysis is limited to those townships which maintained comparable

boundaries.

TABLE 18.

POPULATION CHANGES IN THE THUMB REGION: 1850-1880

  
      

  

Density

 

 

Year County Population Per Cent

Increase

1850-1860 St. Clair 15,705 22.59 144

Sanilac 5,487 5.81 260

Huron 2,955 3.53 1407

Thumb 24,147 9.68 183

1860-1870 St. Clair 10,057 11.89 38

Sanilac 6,963 7.23 92

Huron 5,884 7.03 186

Thumb 22,904 9.18 61

1870-1880 St. Clair 9,536 16.29 27

Sanilac 11,779 12.24 81

Huron 11,040 13.18 122

Thumb 31,355 12.96 52

Source: Compiled by author.

Figure 27 illustrates the location, time, direction, and rate of

population change in the Thumb region from 1850 to 1880. During the

firSt decade of change, comparable township units existed only in St.

Clair County.

ulation density increase.

received its initial settlement during this period.

ship added over ninety persons per square mile.

Excepting Lynn, each township displayed substantial pop-

Lynn Township, situated far in the interior,

Port Huron Town-
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The number of comparable townships almost tripled between 1860 and

1870. Increased population growth resulted in the organization of more

and smaller townships. Population density increased most in St. Clair

County, especially in townships situated adjacent to the St. Clair

River. The area encompassed by Port Huron Township, by 1870 divided

into Fort Gratiot and Port Huron townships, increased by almost fifty

persons per square mile. ‘Most of this increase was absorbed in the city

of Port Huron. Substantial change also occurred in interior locations.

Little growth took place in Burtchville and Clyde townships, while East

China actually decreased in population density.

Although Sanilac and Huron counties added over seven people per

square mile, township organization lagged behind St. Clair. Only nine

comparable townships were organized in Sanilac County. Speaker Town-

ship added over twenty-two inhabitants per square mile, and Sanilac in-

creased by nearly twenty. Forester and Fremont also tallied substantial

changes. Sebewaing was the only comparable township in Huron County, and

it added over ten persons per square mile.

The rapid settlement of Sanilac and Huron counties is especially

apparent during the final decade. The majority of comparable townships

in these two counties exhibited substantial population density increases,

both along the coast and in the interior. Largest increases were re-

corded in Port Austin and Gore townships, each added more than thirty

persons per square mile. Delaware, Sand Beach, and Rubicon increased

by more than twenty persons per square mile.

Population growth in St. Clair County slowed between 1870 and 1880,

and China Township suffered a decrease in density. However, Port Huron

and Fort Gratiot enjoyed the greatest increases in the Thumb region.

Fort Gratiot added over forty persons per square mile while Port Huron
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swelled by over one hundred and sixty-six inhabitants per square mile.

Foreign-Born Population Change

The number of foreign-born residents of the Thumb increased from

4,440 in 1850 to 39,826 in 1880. However, foreign-born growth did not

keep pace with total pOpulation change.

Between 1850 and 1860, the foreign-born exceeded the total popu-

lation growth rate. Foreigners accounted for 56 per cent of the Thumb's

pOpulation change (see Table 19). Greatest numerical gains occurred in

St. Clair County. Foreigners accounted for more of the population change

than native inmigration and natural increase combined.

The next decade witnessed a decrease in the foreign-born rate of

change. Foreigners accounted for 40 per cent of the population change

between 1860 and 1870, no longer maintaining a rate commensurate with

the total pOpulation change. Foreigners probably accounted for more of

the population change than natural increase in Sanilac and Huron coun-

ties. St. Clair County suffered the greatest numerical decrease in

foreign-born change, while Huron County enjoyed a larger numerical change

than incurred during the previous decade.

Although the foreign-born change increased between 1870 and 1880,

the change was below that exhibited by the total pOpulation. Native

inmigration and natural increase continued to overwhelm foreign-born

change. It should be pointed out that any children born in the United

States of foreign—born parents are considered natives. Density changes

in Huron and Sanilac counties were greater than recorded in previous

decades.

Figure 28 illustrates the location, time, direction, and rate of

foreign-born population change between 1860 and 1880. Comparable town-
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TABLE 19.

FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION CHANGES IN THE THUMB REGION: 1850-1880

 

m 

 

F.B. Density Z F.B. F.B. Percentage

Year County Increase Increase Increase of Pop. Increase

1850-1860 St.Clair 8,458 12.16 258 54

Sanilac 3,412 3.54 320 62

Huron 1,760 2.11 1853 60

Thumb 13,630 5.47 310 56

1860-1870 St.Clair 3,122 4.49 27 31

Sanilac 3,222 3.35 72 48

Huron 2,916 3.48 157 50

Thumb 9,260 3.71 51 40

1870-1880 St.Claif 2,355 4.35 16 26

Sanilac 4,382 4.55 57 37

Huron 4,977 g 5.94 104 45

Thumb 11,714 5.01 43 37

 

Source: Compiled by author.

1Data are based on the author's research of the manuscript census

records. Bridgehampton Township of Sanilac County is missing from the

manuscript census.

ships which displayed the greatest increase in foreign-born density dur-

ing the first decade of change were Port Huron, Burtchville, Casco, St.

Clair, and Ira. These townships, plus Columbus, added more foreigners

than natives. Port Huron attracted the largest number, over 500 more

foreigners than natives. Port Huron Township accounted for 21 per cent

of the county and 15 per cent of the Thumb region change.

Fewer foreign-born arrived between 1860 and 1870. Mbre than half

the comparable townships recorded significant changes, but only Port

Huron and Speaker added more than ten per square mile. Compared to

total population change (Figure 27), the rate of foreign-born change

was considerably lower. Five townships actually suffered a decline in
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foreign-born density, while eight recorded no significant change. Most

of the inactivity was centered in more densely populated St. Clair

County.2

Between 1870 and 1880, more foreigners took up residence in the

Thumb than during the previous decade. Six comparable townships added

more than ten per square mile. Port Huron and Fort Gratiot sustained

the largest increases, but seven St. Clair County townships suffered

declines. Delaware added more than ten per square mile while worth and

Sanilac were the only Sanilac County townships which decreased. Gore,

Port Austin, and Sherman demonstrated substantial increases. No town-

ship in Huron County recorded a decline, all tallied significant in-

creases.

Despite the increase in foreign-born arrivals, natives supplied

the greatest proportion of the Thumb's population change. Indeed, some

more densely populated townships suffered declines in foreign-born

density even though total population density increased. Excepting Port

Huron and Fort Gratiot, greatest foreign-born change occurred in Huron

and Sanilac County townships.

Canadians

The Canadian-born far outnumbered all other foreign-born groups in

the Thumb region. Canadians accounted for the most significant regional

as well as county density changes for eadh decade (see Table 20). Al-

though the pattern of Canadian and foreign-born change was similar, it

did differ to a degree. While the most significant foreign-born change

 

2Foreigners accounted for large proportions of the population in

many townships (Chapter IV). However. with respect to density change

the foreign-born influence appears to have been less significant. This

disparity is the result of the foreigner's apparent desire to locate in

the less densely populated townships, Port Huron notwithstanding.
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occurred between 1850 and 1860, Canadian change was greatest from 1870

to 1880. Both total foreign-born and Canadian change was least signif-

icant between 1860 and 1870.

From over one-half to almost two-thirds of the foreign-born change

was contributed by Canadian-born peoples. Between 1850 and 1860 Cana-

dians accounted for 52 per cent of the foreign-born change. St. Clair

County enjoyed the greatest numerical change while Sanilac reported the

most significant proportional change. Less than one-half of the foreign-

born change was made up of Canadians in St. Clair and Huron counties.

Foreign-born change in Sanilac County was primarily due to the growth

of the Canadian pOpulation.

Although the foreign-born density change declined by almost two

persons per square mile between 1860 and 1870, decline in Canadian den-

sity was slight. St. Clair County suffered the most severe decline, but

Canadian densities increased in Sanilac and Huron counties. Canadians

accounted for over three-fourths of the foreign-born change in Sanilac

County. Well over one-half the increase in Huron and St. Clair resulted

from Canadian change.

The most significant change in Canadian density occurred between

1870 and 1880. Change was greatest in Huron County and least in St.

Clair. Over two-thirds of the foreign-born added to Sanilac and St.

Clair counties were Canadians. Relative to foreign-born change, each

county tallied a greater Canadian change than was recorded during the

previous decade.

The location, time, direction, and rate of Canadian change between

1850 and 1880 is illustrated in Figure 29. Six townships recorded sig-

nificant Canadian density changes from 1850 to 1860. Port Huron and

Burtchville added more than ten per square mile. Four reported no sig-
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nificant change, and Clay Township suffered a decline in Canadian den-

sity.

The patterns of foreign-born and Canadian change share some simi-

larities for the 1860 and 1870 decade. Port Huron and Speaker townships

were alone in reporting changes of over ten per square mile in both

foreign-born and Canadian density respectively. Five townships suf-

fered a decline in both foreign born and Canadian density. The pattern

of decline was dissimilar. Lexington, Burtchville, and East China man-

ifested a decline in both foreign-born and Canadian density. However,

foreign-born density decreased in Clyde and Columbus while no signifi-

cant change in Canadian density was recorded. Emmett and China recorded

decreases in Canadian density but not in total foreign-born.

Sixteen townships demonstrated no significant change or a decline

in Canadian density between 1860 and 1870. Eleven were situated in St.

Clair County. Eleven of the sixteen townships which recorded signifi—

cant changes in Canadian density occupied interior locations while five

were situated along the St. Clair River on Lake Huron. The changing

Canadian density pattern further substantiates the notion the Canadians

settled both in frontier and established areas.

Fourteen townships in Sanilac County, twelve in Huron County, and

only seven in St. Clair tallied significant changes in Canadian density

between 1870 and 1880. Only Port Huron and Fort Gratiot townships added

over ten Canadians per square mile while five townships recorded a simi-

lar increase in foreign-born density. Fifteen townships recorded no

significant change. Seven were situated in St. Clair County. Eleven

townships declined in Canadian density, nine of which were located in

St. Clair County. Two Sanilac County townships declined. During this

decade, when the most significant Canadian change was recorded for the
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Thumb, most of the change occurred in Huron and Sanilac counties.

m

Persons born in Germany ranked behind Canadians in both numbers

and density change. .Although never achieving a change over one person

per square mile, Germans provided nearly one-fifth of the foreign-born

change for each decade. The greatest German density change occurred

between 1850 and 1860, but Germans accounted for their largest propor-

tion of foreign-born change between 1860 and 1870. .

St. Clair and Huron counties shared significant German density

change. German increase was less significant in Sanilac County. The

largest German change was recorded in St. Clair County between 1850 and

1860. Change declined from 1860 to 1870, but 41 per cent of the foreign-

born change was contributed by Germans. Germans provided 36 per cent of

Huron County's foreign-born change between 1850 and 1860. The largest

German density changes in Huron and Sanilac counties were recorded be-

tween 1870 and 1880.

Only Casco Township recorded a change of more than ten per square

mile from.1850 to 1860. Port Huron, St. Clair, Ira and Cottrellville

also recorded significant changes. Casco Township attracted more Ger-

mans than Port Huron. It would appear that Germans preferred less popu-

lated rural areas than more densely populated areas. Clay Township re-

corded a decline.

Only seven townships recorded significant changes between 1860 and

1870 as compared to sixteen which reported significant Canadian change.

Change was greatest in Casco and Ira townships. Less significant

changes were tallied in Port Huron and St. Clair. Germans manifested

a tendency to cluster in established German areas during this decade as
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compared to the more dispersed Canadian pattern. Fewer townships re-

corded declines in German density than in Canadian. However, twenty-

One townships reported no significant change.

Delaware Township reported the largest change in German density be-

tween 1870 and 1880. Of the eight townships which tallied significant

German changes six were situated in Huron County, one in Sanilac, and

one in St. Clair. The established German cluster in Casco and Ira town-

ships attracted few Germans and recorded no significant change. Massey

Township remained an attractive area for German settlement in St. Clair

County. New clusters of settlement appeared in Huron and Sanilac coun-

ties. Since German Settlement was clustered and six townships recorded

a decline, forty-five townships recorded no significant change.

$21.82

The Irish contribution to the changing foreign-born population of

the Thumb was most significant during the first decade. In succeeding

decades their significance was marginal. Twelve per cent of the foreign-

born change between 1850 and 1860 was provided by the Irish. The largest

density change occurred in St. Clair County.

Port Huron Township recorded the most significant Irish density

change. Significant change also occurred in Columbus Township. Since

the Irish manifested a dispersed settlement pattern and their numbers

were small, no township recorded a significant change during the next two

decades. In fact, between 1860 and 1870, nineteen townships recorded no

significant change and twelve tallied declines. A similar pattern pre-

vailed in the next decade. The Thumb region proved less attractive to

to the Irish than to Canadians or Germans.
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English

Persons born in England also accounted for portions of the Thumb's

foreign-born change. However, their contribution was less than the

Irish. The most significant English change took place between 1850 and

1860, most of which occurred in St. Clair County. English change de-

clined during the next decade but increased from 1870 to 1880.

Port Huron Township stood alone in recording significant English

density changes. The greatest English change occurred from 1870 to

1880. English arrivals to the Thumb apparently preferred the more

densely populated urban area. Similar to the Irish, the English were

not great in numbers and were dispersed throughout the region, ex-

cepting Port Huron Township.

Scots,gPolish, and Dutch

Over a dozen other groups contributed to the Thumb's foreign-born

population change. Individually their change was slight and irregular.

The Scots, Poles, and Dutch were the most significant.

The greatest density change exhibited by the Scots occurred between

1850 and 1860. A considerable decline in density was recorded from 1860

to 1870. In fact, more Scots either died in or left St. Clair County

than arrived. Port Huron Township, however, reported a significant

increase in density for each decade. East China, between 1870 and 1880,

was the only other township to record a significant increase. Scots,

like the Irish and English, were few in number and relatively dispersed

throughout the region.

The Polish contribution to foreign-born change was slight with re-

spect to the entire region. However, Poles contributed significantly to

change in Huron County. Within Huron County, Poles were clustered in
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Paris Township. Between 1870 and 1880, Paris was the only township ever

to report a significant Polish density change. Poles accounted for more

of the foreign-born change between 1860 and 1870 than either the Irish,

English, or Scots. Only Canadian and German density change exceeded the

Polish change for Huron County during the final decade. Although ex-

tremely clustered in one township, Poles added considerable numbers to

the foreign-born population of Huron County.

The Dutch also contributed more to foreign-born change in one county

than to the region. In fact, the Dutch contribution was significant only

between 1850 and 1860. Few Dutch were attracted to or resided in the

Thumb after 1860. During the first decade, Dutch arrivals to St. Clair

County registered 3 per cent of the foreign-born change. Most of the

Dutch elected to settle in townships adjacent to the St. Clair River.

Their location in the Thumb was only temporary. A dramatic decrease in

the Dutch pOpulation took place between 1860 and 1870.

Significance of the Foreiganorn
 

Age-Sex Composition

The age-sex composition is a significant factor in attempting to

ascertain the economic, social, and political contributions of a pOpu-

lation. Trewartha claims:

To an important degree, a person's age influences what

he needs, buys, does, and thinks.... All aspects of commun-

ity life——socia1 attitudes, economic activities, political

tendencies, military segvice, mobility, etc.--are affected

by the age composition.

Associated with age, the balance or imbalance between males and females

also influences the group's activities.4

 

3Glenn T. Trewartha, A Geography of Population: World Patterns

(New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1969, p. 117.)

4Ibid., p. 114.
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Migration fundamentally changes the age-sex composition of the pop-

ulation which receives migrants. Migrations are both age and sex selec-

tive. Places which receive migrants usually contain a preponderance of

young adults. When migrations span long distances males tend to out-

number females.5

Thus, in considering the age-sex composition of the Thumb's for-

eign-born population, one would expect: (1) a preponderance of males

in all foreign-born groups, (2) a majority of young adults in all for»

eign-born groups, (3) a disproportionate number of males with groups

whose countries of origin are most distant from the Thumb (particularly

among Germans, Irish, English, and Poles), and (4) more females among the

Canadian-born.

It must be noted, that during this period and particularly between

1860 and 1880, most of the population increase was not the result of in-

ternational migration. To a large degree, increase was the result of

natural increase and internal migration. Internal and international

‘migrants manifest similar age-sex characteristics with regard to dis-

tance from.point of origin. Therefore, comparisons between the age-sex

composition of the various foreign-born groups and total population are

actually comparisons of the foreign-born group with a population which

includes the characteristics of both internal and international migrants

plus natural increase. However, it is suggested that these characteris-

tics are more pronounced among the foreign-born.

Age-sex composition is graphically portrayed by the age-sex pyra-

mid (see Figures 30 and 31). Because of the dynamic nature of the Thumb's

population during this period, interpretation of the age-sex pyramids is

 

5Donald J. Bogue, Principles of Demography (New York: John Wiley

& Sons, Inc., 1969). pp. 154-167.
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difficult and complex. Inferences drawn from.cohort change are tenuous.

However, some guarded generalizations can be made.

Typical of frontier areas, males outnumbered females. The propor-

tion of males to females decreased as the region became settled (see

Table 21). However, in almost every decade the proportion of males was

greater in the total, German, Irish, and English populations than among

Canadians. The low ratio of Canadian males appears to be related to the

proximity of Ontario to the Thumb.

To a large degree the native population consisted of NeW’Yorkers

and New Englanders who had to travel greater distance to the Thumb than

did the Canadians. The Canadian population was overwhelmingly made up

of persons from neighboring Ontario. By the end of the period, most of

the population increase consisted of native Michiganders. This, in large

part, accounts for the low male ratio of the total population in 1880.

Furthermore St. Clair County, which is least distant from.0ntario,

naintained the lowest proportion of Canadian males throughout the period.

As distance from Ontario increased, Huron and Sanilac counties, the pro-

portion of Canadian males usually increased.

There was a substantial sex ratio difference, among both foreign-

born and native populations, between more populated St. Clair County and

less densely settled Huron and Sanilac counties. It is clear that the

English, Irish, and German populations contained significantly more males

than the Canadian or total populations. These groups were even less

likely to be accompanied by females in sparsely populated areas.

The ageesex pyramids suggest a general aging trend within the tot-

al population. The proportion of persons in the youngest cohort, 0-10

years of age, diminished. Children accounted for a smaller proportion

of the Thumb's population in 1880 than in 1850. This trend was most
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TABLE 21.

PERCENTAGE OF MALES AFDNG THE TOTAL AND SELECTED

FOREIGN-BORN POPULATIONS OF THE THUMB REGION: 1850-1880

  

 

 

 

== _= m

Total

County Year Population Canadian German Irish English

Thumb 1850 54.0 51.9 5 56.3 61.1

1860 53.8 53.3 5 53.4 60.8

1870 52.6 51.9 5 53.8 60.1

1880 52.11 52.4 5 52.8 60.1

St.C1air 1850 53.2 51.0 57 4 55.2 60.7

1860 52.7 51.6 54 8 52.2 58.9

1870 51.7 50.9 53.1 52.1 59.1

1880 51.4 50.5 53.3 50.4 58.3

Sanilac 1850 55.5 53.5 58.2 62.0 63.0

1860 55.4 54.9 56.5 54.9 63.0

1870 53.0 52.4 57.4 53.6 58.7

1880 52.6 53.8 54.9 55.1 59.9

Huron 1850 62.9 62.1 100.0 60.0 80.0

1860 58.8 59.5 54.2 61.8 68.2

1870 55.7 54.3 57.1 62.8 65.9

1880 52.8 53.3 54.9 57.2 65.1

 

Source: Compiled by author.

1Based on the Census of Michigan: 1884.

Istrongly manifested in St. Clair County. However, it wasn't until 1870

that the youngest cohort attained its greatest proportions of Sanilac

and Huron county's population. It would appear that the unsettled or

frontier milieu of Huron and Sanilac counties between 1850 and 1870 dis-

couraged settlers from bringing children.

Among the foreign-born groups, only the Canadians contributed sig-

nificant numbers to the youngest cohort. The Irish and English were

least apt to be accompanied by children. To a lesser degree, this was

also true of Germans. No doubt, distance accounted for the disparity

between the proportions of Canadians and other foreign-born children.
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It seems that Canadians, and to a lesser degree Germans, manifested a

greater tendency to settle as family units than the Irish or English.

The statement concerning the Canadian tendency to settle as family

units must be qualified. Not all Canadian-born children were born of

Canadian parents. Examination of the manuscript census revealed that

many were born of Irish, English, and Scot parents. This represents

certain evidence that some English, Irish, and Scots arrived via Canada.

This trend was less evident among Germans.

While the youngest cohort dbminished, the oldest cohort, 51 years

and older, increased. Among the foreign-born, this tendency was magni-

fied. By 1880 the Irish, English, and Germans exhibited an inverse age

structure when compared to the total population. Instead of a wide base

at the younger ages, these foreigners exhibited disproportionate pro-

portions at the oldest cohort.

In 1850, there was a definite preponderance of Irish, English,

and Germans included within the 21 to 30 year old cohort. This was

particularly evident among males. Canadians were more evenly distrib-

uted between birth and 30 years of age. Males far outnumbered females

in the young adult ages. This trend was best illustrated in Huron and

Sanilac counties.

Canadians maintained their greatest numbers between the ages of

11 and 30. Since there were fewer Irish, English, and German arrivals;

their populations aged more dramatically.

Table 22 illustrates the sex composition of the Thumb's adult

population, aged 21 or over, by county. The Thumb's total population

suffered a decline in the proportion of adult males from.1850 to 1870,

but between 1870 and 1880 the proportion increased. The proportion of

adult females increased with each decade.
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The proportion of adult Canadian males and females increased with

each decade. The steady increase in the prOportion of adult Canadian fe-

males was of greater magnitude than that manifested by adult females in

the total pOpulation. There as some variance reflected in the adult Ca-

nadian male ratios. It wasn't until 1870 that the pr0portion of adult

Canadians exceeded that of the total population. Huron County reported

the lowest proportion of adult Canadian females while St. Clair recorded

the highest. Between 1870 and 1880 the Canadian-born pOpulation demon-

strated a greater aging tendency than the total pOpulation.

The Germans, Irish, and English included much larger preportions

of their populations as adults than either the total or Canadian pOpula-

tions. In most cases adults accounted for at least 75 per cent of their

populations. The German, Irish, and English were older than either the

total or Canadian populations. In most cases there was considerably more

variance between the proportions of adult males and females among the Ger-

man, Irish, and English pOpulations. The English displayed the greatest

disparity between the ratios of adult males and females while less dif-

ference occurred among the Irish. In any case, males predominated.

It would appear that the Canadian-born reflected age-sex charac-

teristics of both the foreign and native populations. The disparity be-

tween sexes was not as great as among other foreign-born groups. Canad-

ians did exhibit a greater aging tendency than the native-born but not

as great as the other foreign-born groups.

Examination of age-sex structures of the city of Port Huron and

selected rural townships revealed differences between urban and rural

portions of the Thumb. Significant numbers of Canadians, Germans, Irish,

and English took up residence in Port Huron. Rural areas were selected

on the basis of significant foreign-born density increases. Rural Canad-
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ian increase was greatest in Speaker Township of Sanilac County. Signif-

icant Germany density increases occurred in Casco Township in St. Clair

County and Delaware Township in Sanilac County. Poles increased signif-

icantly in Paris Township in Huron County but never accounted for much of

Port Huron's population. The Irish and English were relatively evenly

dispersed throughout the region, and Port Huron maintained their largest

concentration.

The city of Port Huron's Canadian age-sex structure contrasted

considerably with that of the county and the Thumb. While males predom-

inated in St. Clair County and were substantially more dominant through-

out the Thumb, females outnumbered Canadian males in the city in each

decade excepting 1850 (see Table 23). The proximity of Port Huron to

Ontario probably accounts for the preponderance of females. In each

decade the proportion of females was greatest between the ages of eleven

and twenty.

Rural Speaker Township exhibited a much different sex structure.

A plurality of Canadian males existed in each decade excepting 1860 when

the sexes were equally divided. Rural areas appeared to be more attrac-

tive to Canadian males than females.

The urban Canadian population was younger than that of the county

or region. In most cases, the proportion of adult males and females was

lowest in Port Huron. However, the general aging trend was reflected in

Port Huron. The proportion of Canadians in the youngest cohort steadily

decreased from.1850 to 1880 while the proportion over fifty-one years of

age increased. Exceptfor 1860, rural Speaker Township revealed an older

population than the city of Port Huron.

Emulating the Canadian sex structure, the Irish in the city of

Port Huron maintained more females than males except in 1850. However,
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TABLE 23.

PERCENTAGE MALE, ADULT MALE, AND ADULT FEMALE OF MAJOR FOREIGN-BORN

GROUPS IN SELECTED THUMB REGION TOWNSHIPS: 1850-1880

 

 

City of Port Huron Speaker Township

 

Foreign-Born Group 1850 1860 1870 1880 1860 1870 1880

Canadian Population 374 588 1503 2318 148 498 587

Z Total Pop. 24 26 25 26 45 45 40

Z Male 56 48 45 47 50 52 53

Z Adult Male 22 22 24 29 20 26 33

Z Adult Female 18 20 28 30 20 27 30

German Population 3 311 495 489 .. 3 ..

Z Total Pop. .. 7 8 6 .. .. ..

Z Male 100 56 55 54

Z Adult Male 67 46 42 45

Z Adult Female .. 31 29 37

Irish Population 121 397 375 413 20 56 61

Z Total Pop. 8 9 6 5 6 5 4

Z Male 55 45 49 49

Z Adult Male 44 38 45 46

Z Adult Female 26 44 45 48

English Population 68 214 269 403 14 30 47

Z Total Pop. 4 5 5 5 4 3 3

Z Male 53 57 57 51

Z Adult Male 40 47 49 45

Z Adult Female 40 29 84 39

Polish Population . 6 1 2 .. . .

Z Total Pop.

Z Male

Z Adult Male

Z Adult Female
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TABLE 23 (confd.)

:—

—

 

Casco Delaware Paris

Township Township Township

Foreign-Born Group 1850 1860 1870 1880 1870 1880 1870 1880

Canadian Population 24 78 81 53 228 394 80 86

Z Total Pop. 18 7 4 2 31 19 9 6

Z Male

Z Adult Male

Z Adult Female

German Population 5 420 716 720 62 661 80 37

Z Total Pop. 4 39 36 33 8 31 9 3

Z Male 80 53 50 52 56 54

Z Adult Male 60 39 40 45 53 35

Z Female 20 32 39 41 4O 29

Irish Population . .. 6 8 34 36 4 5

Z Total Pop. .. .. .. .. 5 2 .

Z Male

Z Adult Male

Z Adult Female

English Population

Z Total Pop. 1 13 5 5 48 67 7 7

Z Male . 1 . . 7 4 l 1

Z Adult Male‘

Z Adult Female

Polish Population . . 1 11 11 312 528

Z Total Pop. . .. ll . 35 35

Z Male 52 54

Z Adult Male 36 40

Z Adult Female 31 32

 

Source: Compiled by author.
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the urban Irish population was considerably older. Among the urban

English, males predominated. The English were also older than the Canad-

ians. There was a greater disparity between adult English males and fe-

males than among the Canadian or Irish. Males dominated the English

adult population.

There was a preponderance of males in both urban and rural German

populations. However, the proportion of males was greater in Port Huron

than in Casco Township. Port Huron recorded its largest German increase

between 1860 and 1870. During this decade the number of German children

increased, demonstrating that Germans were prone to settle as families

in an urban environment. Port Huron's German population aged consid-

erably and decreased in numbers between 1870 and 1880.

Delaware Township received a significant number of German imigrants

between 1870 and 1880. These migrants, lured from Saxony, were the result

of a state program to provide miners for the Upper Peninsula iron ore

ranges. Upon their arrival in New York City, they heard of the severe

Upper Peninsula winters and decided against proceeding to l‘imising.6 The

group finally settled in Delaware Township.

Although a number of Germans were already resident in the township,

few children were present. The new group of Germans dramatically altered

the age structure. The proportion of children rose to 16.5 per cent by

1880. The ratio of German males to females as well as the proportion of

adults declined. Thus, the notion that Germans were likely to settle as

family units is reinforced. Also, the more recent arrivals were younger

than the established German population of Casco Township.

Paris Township in Huron County represented the first Polish settle-

 

6Jenks, "Michigan Immigration," pp. 87-88.
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ment in Michigan.7 Three families emigrated to Huron County by way of

Canada in 1854, but it wasn't until 1856 that permanent settlement was

established in Paris Township.8 By 1859, St. Mary's Roman Catholic

Church was founded and was the largest rural Polish Catholic Church in

the United States.9 The Poles in Paris Township antedated the wave of

Polish immigrants which arrived in Michigan near the turn of the century.

Poles were late arrivals to Michigan but early in the Thumb. Paris Town-

ship represents an anomaly in that most of the later Polish immigrants were

attracted to urban areas. Paris Township was entirely rural.

Males outnumbered females in the Polish settlement. Poles, like

the Germans, brought their children to the Thumb. The Polish population

between 1870 and 1880 was younger than the rural German population of

Casco Township but older than the rural Canadians in Speaker Township.

Few Poles were attracted to the city of Port Huron.

Occupations

Occupational status provides a measure of the foreign-born's eco-

nomic significance. The foreign-born population of Port Huron Township

increased significantly from.1850 to 1880 and registered the greatest

increases in the Thumb. Most of the growth took place in the city of

Port Huron. Associated with this growth was an increase in the number

of employed foreign-born. Between 1850 and 1880, the number of employed

male foreigners increased from 198 to 1435 workers. Growth was greatest

between 1850 and 1860. Since the city of Port Huron was the major urban,

manufacturing, and service center of the Thumb; the manuscript census re-

 

7Joseph A. Wytrwal, America's Polish Heritage CDetroit: Endurance

Press, 1961), pp. 64-65.

8

Gwinn, Pioneer History of Huron County, pp. 33-35.

9

Hey, Huron County, Centennial History, p. 9.
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cords revealed a diverse occupation structure for the foreign-born.

A classification of foreign-born occupations, by industry group,

was devised especially for this paper. The classification embraces four

major groups including the traditional primary, secondary, and tertiary

activities. A fourth category includes those foreign-born who were sim-

ply reported as laborers (see Table 24).

Primary occupations account for those employed in agriculture, lump

bering, and other primary industries. Agriculture includes farmers, farm

laborers, and such specialized horticulturalists as bee keepers. Lumber-

ing encompasses those who were directly employed in exploiting the forest

resource such as lumbermen, hewers, and log sealers. Fishermen made up

most of thosaemployed in the other primary occupational group.

Occupations in the primary industries never accounted for more

than 5 per cent of Port Huron's employed foreign-born. Agriculture pro-

vided the largest proportion of foreign-born employment. Only in 1870

did Canadians significantly exceed the mean foreign-born proportion em-

ployed in primary activities. Canadians exceeded the mean in both

agriculture and lumbering. Germans manifested the greatest variation

from.the mean in 1880 when 23 per cent of all employed Germans were in

primary occupations, 21 per cent in agriculture.

Occupations in the secondary industries account for those employed

ixtnanufacturing, of both durable and non-durable goods, and construc-

tion. Those in durable manufacturing were employed primarily in saw

mills and included such occupations as saw mill worker, sawyer, and

whip Sawyer. Durable goods also embraced those employed in the manu-

facture of other wood products such as coopers, stave makers,cabinet

‘makers, and lath mill workers. In addition, the foreign-born found

employment in the manufacture of other durable goods (other than wood
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products). (Occupations such as shipbuilder, brick maker, machinist,

and foundry worker were most frequently reported. Occupations most

frequently reported in the non-durable category ranged from brewer,

grist mill worker, harness maker, tanner, to woolen mill worker. Con-

struction workers were predominately carpenters but also included ma-

sons and painters. Ittmust be mentioned that many of the carpenters

may have been employed in the manufacture of durable goods, such as

shipbuilding or other wood products. But, since this distinction was

impossible to discern from the manuscript census, all carpenters were

classified as construction workers.

Foreign-born employment in secondary industries increased by 25

per cent from 1850 to 1870 but decreased in 1880. Employment in the

‘manufacture of durable goods accounted for most of the fluctuation.

Canadians exceeded the mean proportion of foreign-born employed in

secondary industries during each decade while the Irish maintained a

ratio significantly below the mean. The chief occupation reported by

each foreign-born group in the manufacture of durable goods between

1850 and 1870 was saw mill worker. Foreign-born employment in the saw

mills dropped dramatically between 1870 and 1880. The saw mills of

Port Huron employed more Canadians than any other foreign-born group.

A significant number of Germans found employment in the saw mills in

1870.

Canadians never exceeded the mean proportion of foreigners employed

in the non-durable industries. Foreign-born workers in the construction

industry, predominately carpenters, also increased between 1850 and 1870

but suffered only a slight decline from 1870 to 1880. In each decade

the Canadian proportion of construction workers exceeded the foreign-

born mean. Carpenter was the leading single occupation reported by
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Canadians throughout the period. Although some Canadians were employed

as masons and painters, nearly 17 per cent of all employed Canadians

reported carpenter as their occupation in 1870 and 1880.

Tertiary occupations include those employed in transportation,

retail, professional and non-professional, and other service industries.

Transportation includes a wide range of occupations pertaining to rail,

water, and land conveyance. Occupations of those employed in rail con-

veyance range from engineer, porter, brakeman, fireman, to time keeper

and ticket agent. Among those employed in water conveyance were sail-

ors, steamboat pilots, dock workers, and raftsmen. Teamsters and dray-

men were the major occupations reported by those employed in land convey-

ance. A host of occupations were reported in the retail services but

bakers, butchers, grocers, and merchants were most frequent. The serv-

ice category includes both professional and non-professional services.

The most frequently reported professional service occupations were attor-

ney, doctor and teacher. Perhaps the greatest variety of occupations are

included in the non-professional service group ranging from blacksmith,

clerk, hotel keeper, shoemaker, to barber, cook, gardener, and watchman.

The category of other tertiary occupations includes those employed in

wholesale trade, finance, real estate, insurance, and various national,

state, and local government positions.

Foreign-born employment in the tertiary industries ranged from 36

to 41 per cent of all workers between 1850 and 1880. Canadians never

exceeded the foreign-born mean proportion. Canadians did exceed the

foreign-born mean in transportation services between 1860 and 1880. In

1860 an extraordinary number of Canadians reported raftsman as their

occupation. The number of raftsmen declined sharply, and in 1870,

Canadians were most numerous in other types of water conveyance. By
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1880 emphasis shifted to rail conveyance and many Canadians were employed

by the Grand Trunk Railway and the Port Huron and Northwestern Railway

Company. .

Canadians were below the mean proportion of foreign-born employed

in the retail services from 1850 to 1870. Proportionally, the Germans

and English predominated in retail services. The foreign-born mean in

the service category was fairly stable with more emphasis in the non!

professional services. Canadians were below the mean employed in non-

professional services throughout the period, but some growth was at-

tained between 1870 and 1880. The English ranked highest in profes-

sional services from 1850 to 1870.

Laborers include all those foreigners who were employed but re-

ported no specific occupation. These workers simply listed laborer as

their occupation. .Almost one-half of all foreign-born workers were

laborers in 1850 including 60 per cent of all employed Canadians. The

proportion of laborers declined from.1850 to 1870, most of the decline

was added to the number of employed in the manufacture of durable goods.

However, in 1880 when employment dropped in the manufacture of durable

goods, the result of decreased employment in the saw mills, the propor-

tion of laborers increased. In 1880, one-fourth of all employed Canad-

ians and 30 per cent of the Irish were laborers.

Although Canadians accounted for from.51 to 62 per cent of Port

Huron's total foreign-born population, employed male Canadians ranged

from 40 to 54 per cent of all employed foreign-born. The other major

foreign-born groups accounted for greater proportions of the employed

foreign-born than of the total foreign-born population. For example,

Germans made up 17 per cent of all employed foreigners but accounted

for only 13 per cent of the foreign-born population in 1880. The youth-
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fulness of the Canadian population and the large number of young Canadian

females who elected to locate in Port Huron explain this disparity. Howe

ever, male Canadians dominated the city's foreign-born work force.

It has been mentioned that, during this period, foreign-born males

outnumbered females. Male ratios were lowest in St. Clair County. The

Canadian and Irish populations of the city of Port Huron displayed an

anomalous sex structure as females were in the majority from.1860 to

1880. Furthermore, in each decade, the female Canadian population main-

tained its greatest numbers in the 11-20 year old age cohort. It would

appear that Port Huron demonstrated a consistent appeal to young Canad-

ian females. Employment opportunity probably accounted for much of the

appeal.

The manuscript census records revealed that from one-half to three-

fourths of all employed foreign-born females were Canadians. Nearly one-

fifth of all Canadian females and over one-third of those between the

ages of eleven and twenty were employed in 1880. Canadian females were

employed in a variety of jobs ranging from.artist and cook to prostitute.

The overwhelming majority were employed as servants or domestics, which

included 61 per cent of those employed between the ages of eleven and

twenty in 1880. Seamstress or dressmaker, milliner, and teacher were

the next ranking occupations.

Urban development was passive in the Thumb with only Port Huron,

St. Clair, Marine City, and Fort Gratiot reporting over 1,000 residents

in 1880. Only eight other places reported over 500 inhabitants; Lexing-

ton, Port Austin, Algonac, Caseville, Port Sanilac, Sebewaing, Capac,

and Sand Beach (see Table 16). Although secondary and tertiary activ-

ities were pursued in the smaller centers, Port Huron predominated.

Since the Thumb was largely rural, the occupational structure outside
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Port Huron was severely restricted. Employment was limited to agricul-

ture, primarily farmers. Opportunity for female employment was especi-

ally restricted.

Voting Behavior

The Republican party dominated Michigan's political scene from 1854

to 1932. Dunbar attributes this dominance to strong anti-slavery sent-

iment resulting from.the predominance of New England stock in the pop-

ulation, the slow growth of cities, and the tendency for rural popula-

tions to prefer the Republican party.10 The Thumb region paralleled

the state pattern in the presidential election of 1868 and gubernatorial

campaigns of 1870 and 1880.

The Republicans scored an overwhelming victory in the presidential

election of 1868. Fifty-eight per cent of the Thumb voters selected the

Republican candidate. Sanilac County was a Republican bastion and gave

the party's candidate 70 per cent of its vote, Huron gave 58 per cent,

and St. Clair 53 per cent. Sixty-four townships reported election re-

turns,11 and forty-nine tallied Republican majorities.

Fifty-seven per cent of the Thumb vote went to the Republican

candidate for governor in 1870. Sanilac County favored the candidate

by 68 per cent, Huron 58 per cent, and St. Clair by 53 per cent. Of

the sixty-five townships, forty-five reported Republican majorities.12

In the gubernatorial campaign of 1880, the Republican candidate

once again carried the Thumb region claiming 56 per cent of the vote.

 

10Dunbar, Michigan: A History, pp. 525-526.

11Township returns for the presidential election of 1868 and gub-

ernatorial campaign of 1870 are reported in Manual for the Use of the

Legislature of the State of Michigan: 1871-72 (Lansing, Mich.: W. S.

George & Co., Printers to the State, 1872), pp. 269, 295, 297.

12Ibid.
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Sixty-two per cent of Sanilac County's votes favored the Republicans,

56 per cent in Huron County, and St. Clair County reported 52 per cent.

Seventy-four townships reported returns and fifty-six displayed Repub-

lican majorities.13

Without investigating the individual campaigns and issues as they

relate to the respective counties, it is extremely hazardous to make

inferences concerning foreign-born voting behavior from such a cursory

review of three major elections. However, some trends can be recognized.

At both county and regional levels, it appears that Republican

preference declined from 1868 to 1880. It appears that the more rural

counties, Sanilac and Huron, favored Republican candidates more strongly

than densely settled St. Clair County. It would also appear that where

the combination of the Canadian and native populations was greatest, 85

per cent in Sanilac County in 1870, voters were most likely to choose

Republican candidates. Whereas, in areas where other foreign-born groups

were numerous, there was less of a Republican majority.

At the township level, more direct foreign-born influences were

manifest. Only four townships reported Democrat majorities in all three

elections: Sebewaing and Sherman in Huron County, China and Emmett in

St. Clair. Each of the four reported a higher proportion of its total

population as German or Irish than Canadian. Each demonstrated a German

or Irish population well above the county mean and a Canadian proportion

well below. Sebewaing, Sherman, and China reported significant German

populations while Emmett's foreign-born were predominately Irish.

In the four townships, Democratic candidates received from 66 to

88 per cent of the 1870 vote and from 52 to 86 per cent in 1880. Al-

 

13Township returns for the gubernatorial election of 1880 are re-

ported in Manual of the State of Michigan: 1881 (Lansing, Mich.: W. 8.

George & Co., State Printers and Binders, 1881), pp. 229-230, 243-244.
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though voting behavior is difficult to assess, there appears to be a re-

lationship between the foreign-born population and the Democrat vote in

these townships. This relationship is expressed in the percentage of

total population and potential voting population of the native and

foreign-born population as revealed in Table 25.

Natives outnumbered the foreign-born in each township in both 1870

and 1880, excepting Sherman. The native population was younger than the

foreign-born and accounted for considerably smaller proportions of the

potential voters, adult males twenty-one years and older, than the total

population. The German and Irish were considerably older than the Canad-

ian and native populations and constituted a much more significant pro-

portion of the potential voting population. In Sebewaing Township, for

example, natives made up 58 per cent of the total population in 1870

but accounted for only 22 per cent of the potential voters. Whereas,

Germans accounted for 35 per cent of the total population but included

72 per cent of all potential voters.

Thus, it would appear that Republican majorities were related to

areas dominated by natives and Canadians. The Democratic strongholds

were seemingly related to areas which contained significant proportions

of Germans or Irish. It should be mentioned that the Poles, Paris Town-

ship, also leaned toward the Democratic party.14

Participation in Local Government

Participation in local government provides yet another measure of

the foreign-born significance in the Thumb region. Were the foreign-born

included in the administrative and decision-making process at the county

 

14Seventy-one per cent of the voters in 1868 and 80 per cent in

1880 voted for Democrats, while the Republican candidate mustered 56

per cent of the vote in 1870.
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or township level? For the purposes of this study, nativities of such

county officials as clerk, sheriff, prosecuting attorney, register of

deeds, circuit court commissioner, surveyor, coroner, treasurer, super-

intendent of schools who held office between 1850 and 1880 were investi-

gated. Nativities of township supervisors were also examined.

The county histories provide the official's name and tenure for

both county and township positions. But nativity is not readily avail-

able. Country of origin was ascertained by searching for the individual

name in the following three sources: (1) the biographical sketch portion

of the county histories, (2) lists in county atlases where nativity was

reported for prominent individuals, and (3) notes concerning individuals

gleaned from the manuscript census. This research procedure resulted in

only partial coverage. Of the 216 county officials who held office be-

tween 1850 and 1880, nativities were discovered for 58 per cent. Nativ-

ities for 53 per cent of the 660 township supervisors were determined

(see Table 26).

Of those county officials whose nativity was established, natives

only slightly outnumbered foreigners. It appears that the foreign-born

did participate in local government at the county level. Foreigners

were less likely to hold county offices in St. Clair than in Sanilac

County. Concomitantly, foreigners accounted for greater proportions of

the population of Sanilac County than of St. Clair. Canadians provided

the majority of foreign-born officials.

Although the Canadian preportion of Sanilac County's total pOpu-

lation ranged from 35 to 41 per cent, Canadians supplied 55 per cent

of all Sanilac County officials. It appears that the German, Irish, and

Polish pOpulations did not provide representative proportions of county

officials. For example, while Germans comrpised significant prOportions
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of Huron County's population, from 10 to 20 per cent between 1860 and

1880, only 3 per cent of its officials were German. Whereas the Scots,

who never accrued more than 3 per cent of Huron's population, provided

at least 6 per cent of its county officials.

Compared with the native population, it appears that the foreign-

born were more likely to hold office and better represented at the

township rather than county level. Canadians were the most frequent

office holders. The Scots continued to maintain a disprOportionate

ratio of office holders.

Summagy

During this period of rapid pOpulation growth, the foreign-born

accounted for substantial preportions of the Thumb's total population

change. The change in population density was greater among the foreign-

born than the native population between 1850 and 1860. Canadians pro-

vided from over one-half to almost two-thirds of the foreign-born

change. Canadian density change was greatest between 1870 and 1880,

primarily due to the influx of Canadians into the less populated coun-

ties of Huron and Sanilac. Throughout the period, Canadian density change

was greatest in Port Huron Township. Density changes demonstrate a Ca-

nadian willingness to settle in both densely and sparsely pOpulated

areas.

Other foreign-born groups revealed less significant density changes.

Germans and Poles demonstrated a tendency to settle in rural clusters.

Although Port Huron Township recorded significant German density changes,

Germans tended to show greatest change in Casco, Delaware, Ira and a few

other rural townships. Paris Township recorded the only significant

Polish density change. The English, Irish, and Scots were more evenly
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dispersed throughout the region. [Port Huron Township tallied the most

significant density changes among all foreign-born groups except the

Germans and Poles.

‘Males outnumbered females in the Thumb region. Male ratios were

higher in the total, German, Irish, and English populations than among

the Canadians. Distance probably accounts for this disparity since St.

Clair County reported the lowest Canadian male ratios. In fact, Canad-

ian females outnumbered males in the city of Port Huron. English, Irish,

and German males were less likely to be accompanied by females in

sparsely populated areas.

The population of the Thumb demonstrated a definite aging trend

during this period. Aging was most dramatic among the Germans, Irish,

and English who exhibited a disproportionate proportion of their popu-

lation as adult males. Although the Canadian population also grew older,

they contributed most to the younger age cohorts. Canadians and Germans

tended to settle as family units. The Canadians displayed age-sex

characteristics of both the foreign and native-born populations.

Occupation serves as a measure of a group's economic significance.

Employment opportunities were restricted in the rural areas and greatest

in the city of Port Huron. Canadians exceeded the foreign-born mean emr

ployed in the secondary industries, primarily in the manufacture of dur-

able goods. The saw mills of Port Huron employed more Canadians than

any other foreign-born group. Carpenter was the leading single occupa-

tion reported by Canadians in Port Huron, and Canadians exceeded the

foreignpborn mean employed in construction industries. Canadians were

well below the foreign-born mean employed in retail, professional, and

non-professional services. The Germans and English prevailed in the re-

tail services while the Irish predominated in non-professional services
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and English in professional services. Employment opportunity probably

accounted for some of the appeal the city of Port Huron exhibited for

young Canadian females. Due to the youthful nature of the Canadian pop-

ulation and the disproportionate number of young Canadian females in

Port Huron, other foreign-born groups counted greater proportions of

the employed foreign-born than of the total or foreign-born populations.

The Republican party dominated the political scene of both Michigan

and the Thumb region. Where Canadians and natives made up the greatest

proportion of the population, it appears that voters were most likely to

elect Republican candidates. Only four townships reported majorities for

Democrat candidates in the elections of 1868, 1870, and 1880. Germans

and Irish accounted for significant proportions of their populations.

Due to the greater aging tendency among the Germans and Irish, these

groups tallied disproportionate ratios of the potential voters.

The significance of the foreign-born can also be measured by their

participation in local government. It appears that Canadians did par-

ticipate as county officials, especially in Sanilac County. In most

cases, other foreign-born groups were less likely to be county officials.

Foreign-born participation was greater at the township level with more

even representation among groups. The Scots exhibited an unusually high

rate of participation at both levels.



CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSIONS

Since initial occupance was established, foreign-born persons have

accounted for significant proportions of the population of both Michigan

and the Thumb region. While much has been written about the Dutch, Ger-

mans, Finns, et. al.; very little has been written about Canadians. Ca-

nadians comprised the most numerous foreign-born group. No foreign na-

tion has contributed as many of her sons and daughters to the develop-

ment of the Thumb region, or Michigan, as has Canada.

More than one of every four persons residing in the Thumb between

1860 and 1880 was born in Canada. Over one-third of the residents of

Sanilac County were Canadians. Canadians numbered from 55 to 65 per

cent of all foreigners between 1850 and 1880. The Thumb region clearly

represented a significant area of Canadian settlement.

Canadians were most numerous in St. Clair County but accounted for

the greatest prOportions of the total and foreign—born population in

Sanilac County. Port Huron Township, which included the city of Port

Huron, recorded the densest Canadian pOpulations. In areas where pOpu-

lation densities were low, Canadians accounted for unusually large pro-

portions of the population. In many cases, Canadians outnumbered natives.

Thus, Canadians demonstrated a willingness to settle in both highly and

sparsely pOpulated areas.

Port Huron Township reported the greatest densities for all foreign-

born groups, excepting the Polish. The Germans and Poles, however, ex-
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hibited a tendency to settle in rural clusters. The Irish, English, and

Scots maintained a more dispersed distribution.

The age-sex composition of the Canadian population displayed char-

acteristics of both the native and foreign-born. While males outnum-

bered females, the Canadian pOpulation exhibited less of an aging trend

than the other foreign-born. Among all foreigners, only the Canadians

contributed appreciably to the youngest age cohorts. Canadians, and

Germans to a lesser degree, tended to settle as families.

While most of the Thumb region's Canadians were farmers, many found

employment in the city of Port Huron. Compared to all other employed

foreigners, Canadians were predominately employed in the secondary indus-

tries. Carpenter and saw mill worker were the leading occupations re—

ported. Canadians were less likely to be employed in the retail, pro-

fessional, and non-professional services.

Politically, little difference could be discerned between Canadian

voting behavior and that of the native population. Townships which in-

cluded large Canadian populations usually reported majorities for Repub—

lican candidates. Some townships which included significant German,

Irish, and Polish pOpulations favored the Democratic party. Canadians

participated in local government as county officials and township super-

visors.

Foreigners in 1880 and 1945
 

The origin and spatial distribution of the foreign-born population

has been established for the Thumb region. Figure 26 (Chapter IV) por-

trays the distribution of the densest concentration of foreign-born sett-

lers by county of origin for each organized township in 1880. Katzman

claims that the geographical distribution of immigrants in 1960 is remark-
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ably similar to their distribution in 1880.1 The most recent study

concerning the distribution of foreigners, which can be interpreted at

the township level for the Thumb region, was completed in 1945.2

Thaden's study includes a map, "The Farm People of Michigan According to

Ethnic Stock: 1945," which can be compared to the foreign-born map of

1880.

Canadians predominated in Huron County in both 1880 and 1945. Both

maps illustrate German concentrations in approximately the same areas.

However, the Germans increased their areal extent by 1945. Although three

outlier areas of Polish concentration were prevalent in 1945, Paris Town-

ship maintained its Polish identity. Several small areas were considered

under Irish, Scot, and French influence in 1945. Excepting the French,

each were recognized in 1880 but neither the Scots nor Irish accounted

for the highest density in any township.

Sanilac County exhibited a definite Canadian predominance in both

1880 and 1945. The Polish concentration in Paris Township expanded into

the northernmost tier of Sanilac County townships and accounted for the

greatest disparity between the two maps. The German influence in Dela-

ware Township was absent in 1945.

The most striking difference between the patterns of 1880 and 1945

was apparent in St. Clair County. While Canadians accounted for the

densest foreign-born concentrations in 1880, Thaden concluded that most

of the county was not dominated by any single group. Instead, a number

of groups demonstrated a dominance over relatively small areas. None

 

1Martin T. Katzman, "Ethnic Geography and Regional Economies, 1880-

1960," Economic Geography, XLV (1969), p. 45.

2F. J. Thaden, "Ethnic Settlements in Rural Michigan," Michigan

Agricultural Experiment Station Quarterly Bulletin, XXIX (1946), pp.

102-111.

 



205

exerted its influence over an entire township. Only in portions of such

townships as Ira, Casco, China, and Mussey did the German influence re-

main. While the Scots, Poles, Belgians, and Hungarians were of marginal

significance in 1880, they did demonstrate some dominance over small areas

in 1945. The Irish concentration in Emmett Township was absent in 1945.

Canadians were the dominant foreign influence in the pOpulations of

both 1880 and 1945. Canadian predominance was reduced in areal extent

whereas German and Polish settlements expanded. It would appear that

Canadians were prone to lose their identity while Germans and Poles main-

tained and enlarged their territorial extent. Similarities do exist be-

tween the foreign-born pattern of 1880 and the ethnic settlement pattern

of 1945.

Population Origins; the Manuscript Census, and Further Research
 

Historical and cultural geographers have long attempted to deter—

mine population origins of particular regions. A region's cultural land-

scape can be more effectively analyzed through an understanding of its

pOpulation. Spatial manifestations of economic, social, and political

differences are often determined by population characteristics.

The manuscript census offers a significant research Opportunity for

those concerned with population origins during the mid—nineteenth century.

Not only the manuscript population censuses but the manuscript agricultural

censuses, as well, provide a tremendous source of data. While published

census data are usually organized at the county level, the manuscript

censuses provide data which can be analyzed at the township level and,

in the case of the agricultural censuses, even by individual farm units.

Recently, some efforts have been undertaken to exploit this source
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of data.3 Terry G. Jordan, a former student of Andrew Clark's at the

University of Wisconsin, has probably utilized the manuscript census rec-

ords most extensively. His efforts have made a considerable contribution

to the understanding of population and cattle ranching origins in mid-

nineteenth century Texas.

Jordan remarks, and to this the author can certainly attest, that

counting the manuscript census schedules is a tedious job.4 The simple

tallying of data for this dissertation demanded five months of microfilm

reading. Summarizing and analyzing the tallied data can then begin. The

spatial and temporal extent of the study determines the research effort.

However, this painstaking research effort provides the basic groundwork

for future research concerning the cultural, political, and economic

geography of a region.

Several research possibilities exist in the Thumb region which could

utilize the population origin data. The relationship between various

foreign-born groups and the production of a certain crop, crOps, or live-

stock merits investigation. The research could be conducted through the

analysis of both the manuscript population and agricultural censuses. Re-

search could be limited to one or several townships. For example, was

there a preference among the Polish in Paris Township to produce certain

crops or livestock? Assuming there was a preference; can it be compared

 

3Michael P. Conzen, "Spatial Data from Nineteenth Century Manuscript

Censuses: A Technique for Rural Settlement and Land Use Analysis," 2327

fessional Gepggapher, XXI (1969), 337-343; Terry C. Jordan, "The Imprint

of the Upper and Lower South on Mid-Nineteenth-Century Texas," Annals,

Association of American Geographers, LVII (1967), 667-690; The Origin

of Anglo-American Cattle Ranching in Texas: A Documentation of Diffusion

from the Lower South," Economic Gquraphy, XLV (1969), 63-87; and "POp-

ulation Origins in Texas, 1850," Geographical Review, LIX (1969), 83-

103.

 

 

4Jordan, "Population Origins in Texas, 1850," p. 103.
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with the Germans in Casco Township, Irish in Emmett Township, or the

Canadians in Speaker Township?

Once the dominance of a particular foreign-born group has been estab-

lished, its influence on the cultural landscape could be investigated.

Research would probably be most successful at the township level. Clus-

tered or dispersed settlement patterns and the question of group assimi-

lation could be examined. The relationship between a group's predominance

andgiace names would be a worthy study. Finally, the relationship be-

tween various groups and the presence of relict landscape features, such

as house types, warrants study.

It is hOped that this study illustrates the true value of the manu-

script pOpulation census in determining pOpulation origins, particularly

in areas which were settled between 1850 and 1880, and that this effort

will inspire further research into the question of pOpulation origins

in other sections of Michigan and in other states.
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Compiled by author from U. 8. Congress. Legislative and Executive

Documents. American State Papers, "Description of the Lands

and Settlers in the Vicinity of Detroit," by C. Jouett. Class

VIII, Public Lands, 1. Washington, Gales and Seaton, 1832.
 

After Perejda, Andrew. "Michigan Isochronic Map," in Hudgins, Bert.

Michigan: Geographic Backgrounds in the Development of the

Commonwealth. 4th ed. Detroit: Edwards Brothers, Inc., 1961.
 

Compiled by author from Jenks, William Lee. St. Clair County,

Michigan: Its History and its People. Vol. 1. Chicago: The

Lewis Publishing Company, 1912, and Standard Atlas of St.

Clair County, Michigpp. Chicago: George A. Ogle & Coq,1897.

 

Based on dates of first settlement in each township from Jenks,

William Lee. St. Clair County, Michigan: Its History and its

People. Vol. 1. Chicago: The Lewis Publishing Company, 1912;

Portrait and Biographical Album of Huron County Containipg

Portraits and Biographical Sketches of Prominent and Represen-

tative Citizens of the County. Chicago: Chapman Brothers,

1884; Portrait and Biographical Album of Sanilac County Con-

taining Portraits and Biographical Sketches of Prominent and

Representative Citizens of the County. Chicago: Chapman

Brothers. 1884; and Western Historical Company. History of

St. Clair County. Chicago: A. T. Andreas & Co., 1883.

 

 

Based on statistics reported in the United States Census of Popula-

tion from 1900-1960.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript population

census for St. Clair County, 1850.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript population

census for St. Clair County, 1850.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript population

census for St. Clair County, 1850.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript population

census of 1860 for St. Clair, Sanilac, and Huron counties.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript pOpulation

census for St. Clair County, 1860.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript population

census for Sanilac County, 1860.

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript pOpulation

census for St. Clair County, 1860.



Figure

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

217

Based on data gleaned from the microfilmed manuscript
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