fzirly close to the Boundary trzil to the lakefront ports.
Holroyd alse had two oxen, and his neighbor, Joseph Porter,
had two oxen. Russell (1989) suggested that Helroyd, a
wheelright by trade, may have had other settlers helping

to clear his land in exchange for wheels. The Upper Canada

Gazette of May 16, 1822 commented on & settler from Emily,
likely Holroyd (Pammett 1974,p.19), whe was seen in Fort
Hope with & 'heavy' load of wheat for sale.

In 1841, the map of residuals shows & number of ‘outliers’
greater than +Z standardized residuals clustersd near the
grist-mi11 site of Metcalfe (Omemee), and 2long the Emily
Road leacing into Cavan. One interesting case is that
of David Armstrong at Con.d4, Lot 13, who had cleared fifty
acres of the two farms he owned. Armstrong was superbly
located at the junction of the Omemee Road and the Emily
Road (present-day Highway 7 and the Emily Park Road).

In the 1820's his farm was & rest stop or jump-off point
for travellers heading north to the lakes, cr west to Ops
Township. By the 1840's, Armstrong had 2 well-established
(and frequented, ne doubt) tavern 2t the crossroads. His
main farm was located on poor, gravelly seoils (Class VI),
and Armstrong's main purpose in clearing land mey have
been for grazing livestock.

Further research and study of regression residuals is
certainly warranted for identifying and analyzing those
‘particular circumstances' that Russell (1989) has noted

in his Emily Township studies.



4.14 summary of Hypotheses Tests

Hypothesis 1 stated that successful farmers were 2lso
persistent farmers. In Emily Township for the pioneer
years 1820 through 1851, this hypothesis appears to be
valid based on the results of chi-square tests, correlation
analysis, analysis of variance, linear regression, and
multiple regression amalysis. The results show that greater
amounts of land cleared were associated with longer time
sett]ed.

Hypothesis II suggested that there were significant
differences between Robinson and non-Robinscn settlers, in
terms of land cleared and other demographic and agricultural
variables. This hypothesis appears to be valid for the
early years of settlement through 1841. By 1851, there
were no significant differences in measures of agricultural
performance between the two settler groups.

Hypothesis III stated that land cleared was associated
with 5011 quality. Farmers on better s50ils should have
had more land cleared. The statistical analysis suggests that
this hypothesis has some merit for the years 1826 through
1841.

Hypothesis IV and hypothesis V dealt with the location
of farms 'vis-&-vis' roads and mills in 1841 and 1851.
Distance from roads and mills was found to be significantly
associated with land clearance and persistence. In addition,
there is evidence that higher wheat production and wheat
yields were also linked positively with distance from

grist-mills.



