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Executive Summary 

A survey of 810 farmers in Manitoba and Southwestern Ontario was conducted in order 

to understand the impact of tenure status on the adoption of conservation practices. Data 

was also collected on the type of rental contracts that are typically used in agricultural 

rental markets. This report reviews the key research questions, the survey method, and 

findings from the initial review of data. 

Compared to farmers who only farm their own land, farmers who rent land have 

larger operations in terms of size and sales and are significantly younger. In both 

provinces, farming operations that rent land are more likely to be incorporated than those 

that operate only on owned land. Farmers were found to rent a given property for an 

average of approximately 12-13 years in Manitoba and Southwestern Ontario. There is 

considerable variation in the length of rental arrangement in both provinces. Rental rates 

were also found to vary considerably by the location of the property.  

 Our survey results indicate that non-farmer investors own a large portion of the 

agricultural land in the rental market in both provinces. Non-farmer investors charge a 

lower average rental rate than retired and active farmers in both Manitoba and 

Southwestern Ontario. Also, landlords who are related to their tenants charge the highest 

mean rental rate in both provinces. Fixed cash contracts are the dominant form of rental 

contract in both Manitoba and Southwestern Ontario. While a large majority of the 

contracts in Southwestern Ontario tend to be oral contracts, there is a more even split in 

Manitoba where approximately 47% of the contracts are written.  

 Farmers were surveyed about their crop rotation, tillage practices, the use of cover 

crops, manure applications, and use of variable rate input applicators on land they own 
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and land they rent. Only a small percentage of rental contracts contain stipulations 

regarding specific management practices. Also, approximately 53% of the farmers agree 

with the proposition that some farmers take better care of the land they own than the 

comparable land that they rent. Of these farmers, a clear majority agree that farmers 

would use more fertilizer or manure and a more complex crop rotation on the land they 

own than the comparable land that they rent. 
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1. Introduction 
 

The percentage of farmland operated by renter-operators has steadily increased over the past two 

decades as illustrated in Figure 1. For this reason, our efforts to assess the extent to which owner-

operators and tenants differ with respect to use of conservation practices is relevant to a large 

portion of farmland in Canada.   

 There are conflicting empirical findings regarding the extent to which owner-operators 

and tenants differ with respect to conservation practices.  Some studies find owner-operators are 

more likely to adopt conservation practices than renter-operators (Belknap and Saupe, 1988; 

Lynne et al., 1988).  This finding is consistent with the idea that owner-operators have a longer 

planning horizon than tenants and are therefore in a better position to realize the long-term 

benefits of current investment in conservation practices.  However, another set of studies (Rahm 

and Huffman, 1984; Norris and Batie, 1987) find no differences between owner-operators and 

tenants with respect to the adoption of soil conservation practices like conservation tillage. These 

conflicts in previous economic research suggests that tenants might be less likely to adopt certain 

management practices (grassed waterways, contour farming) but are just as likely as owner-

operators to adopt other conservation practices (conservation tillage). More recently, Soule et al. 

(2000) find that the design of the rental contracts can also influence the adoption of conservation 

practices.  

 The remainder of this report is outlined as follows. First, we review the survey methods 

used to gather data on farmland ownership, agricultural management practices and rental 

contracts. Second, we provide a summary of the data collected. In the last section we outline our 

key findings and discuss the research questions we intend to examine further.  
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Figure 1: Percentage of farmland acres rented in Canada from 1976-2011 by census year. 

 

Source: Statistics Canada, 2011 (http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/95-629-x/2007000/4123856-eng.htm) 

 
2. Methods 

 
A survey instrument was used to gather information from a random sample of farmers in 

Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba from April 8 – April 22, 2013. Figures 2.1 and 2.2 highlight 

the study region under consideration. A total of 1778 farmers were contacted from the database 

compiled by Ipsos Agriculture and Animal Health, a division of Ipsos-Reid. This database was 

compiled by collecting farmers’ phone numbers at trade shows over several years. The database 

might therefore be skewed towards farmers with larger operations who frequently attend trade-

shows to seek out new equipment. Of these farmers, 847 agreed to participate in the survey and 

810 completed the entire survey yielding an effective response rate of 45.5%.  

The survey instrument was pretested with two farmers in Southern Ontario and one 

farmer in Manitoba in February 2013. The farmers were contacted via the phone and had agreed 



	  
	  
	  

	  5	  
	  
	  

to provide input on the design of the survey. The pre-test was conducted to determine if the 

questions in the survey were appropriate and easy to understand. The pretest was also used to 

establish the time it would take to complete the survey and if the length of the survey needed to 

be altered. After the pretest was completed, several questions were reworded for clarification and 

the order of the questions was also changed to reduce the time needed to complete the survey. On 

average the survey took 20 minutes to complete and was divided into three main sections.   

Section 1 of the survey acts as a screen for the respondents. In this section, respondents 

are first asked to indicate their age and the location of their home farm. If the respondents are 

under eighteen years old or live outside the study region, they fail to qualify for the study and no 

further information is collected from them. If the respondents do qualify for the study, they are 

asked to provide some information regarding the size and structure of their farming operation. 

The respondents are then asked if they rented land in the previous year. If the respondent farmed 

rented land in the previous year, they proceed to Section 2 of the survey while those who farmed 

only on the land they owned skip to Section 3. 

 In Section 2 of the survey, the respondents are only asked to provide information on the 

largest property that they had rented in the previous year. The questions in this section are 

designed to gather information about the rental contract and the relationship between the tenant 

and the landlord. In addition, the respondent is also asked about the use of a crop rotation, cover 

crops, manure application, and use of variable-rate input applicators on the rented property.  

Information on site-specific factors such as the productivity, soil texture and topography of the 

property is also collected. 

The respondents then proceed to Section 3 of the survey and are asked to provide 

information on the largest property that they owned in the previous year. The respondents are 
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asked about the use of the same management practices and site-specific factors as in Section 2. 

The design of the survey instrument therefore allows us to compare the same farmer’s decision 

to adopt specific management practices on their rented and owned property. In addition, 

respondents are also asked to provide their opinion on whether farmers in general took better 

care of the land they owned than the land that they rented. 

Figure 2.1: Map of Ontario Census Regions and Divisions. Study region is located inside the box. 
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Figure 2.2: Map of Manitoba Census Regions and Divisions. Study region is highlighted in red 
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3. Data Summary 

The data gathered from the survey is organized into four parts. Section 3.1 highlights the 

differences between farmers who rent land and those who do not. The characteristics of the rental 

contracts used in Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba are summarized in Section 3.2.  This 

section also provides a glimpse into the different types of agricultural landlords and offers a 

more detailed breakdown of the cash rental rates in Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba. Section 

3.3 provides an overview of the rate of adoption of agricultural management practices on rented 

and owned properties in both provinces. Finally, section 3.4 summarizes the judgment of the 

respondents on whether farmers took better care of the land they owned than the land that they 

rented. 

3.1. Renters vs. Non-Renters 

As indicated in the previous section, data was gathered from 810 respondents in April 2013. Of 

these, 403 respondents were located in Southwestern Ontario while the remaining 407 were from 

Manitoba. The percentage of farmers who rented land ranged from 51.36% in Southwestern 

Ontario to 58.97% in Manitoba.  

The mean age of the sample was found to be 59.16 years in Southwestern Ontario and 

56.99 years in Manitoba as shown in Tables 1a and 1b respectively. A t-test was used to compare 

the difference in the mean age of the farmers who rented land and those who only operated on 

their own land. In Southern Ontario, farmers who rented land were found to be significantly 

younger (t = 4.27) than those who only operated on their own land by an average of 4.68 years. 

The trend also holds true in Manitoba where farmers who rented land were found to be 

significantly younger (t = 5.34) by an average of 5.39 years.  
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Table 1a: Mean Age of Surveyed Farmers in Southwestern Ontario 
 Mean Age Std. dev. Min. Max. 
Combined 59.16 11.22 22 92 
   Do Not Rent 61.57 11.97 27 92 
   Rent 56.89 9.97 22 87 
 
Table 1b: Mean Age of Surveyed Farmers in Manitoba 
 Mean Age Std. dev. Min. Max. 
Combined 56.99 10.36 24 89 
   Do Not Rent 60.17 10.80 24 89 
   Rent 54.78 9.44 29 81 
 

The mean size of the surveyed farming operation was found to be 429.99 acres in Southwestern 

Ontario and 1766.77 acres in Manitoba as presented in Tables 2a and 2b respectively.  The 2011 

Agricultural Census (Statistics Canada, 2011) reported an average farm size of 244 acres in 

Ontario and 1,135 acres in Manitoba. The comparison to the census data indicates that the 

sample used in this study is skewed towards larger operations. It should be noted that the survey 

instrument was designed to gather data from all farming operations, regardless of their size. 

However, as mentioned in the previous section, the universe of farmers contacted for the survey 

is inherently skewed towards larger operations thus leading to a larger mean size. Renters are 

also shown to have a significantly larger operation than non-renters in Southwestern Ontario (t = 

-9.55) by an average of approximately 417 acres and in Manitoba (t = -5.96) by an average of 

approximately 1016 acres.  

Table 2a: Mean Size of Surveyed Farming Operations in Southwestern Ontario 
 Mean Acres Std. dev. Min. Max. 
Combined 429.99 484.71 5 3500 
   Do Not Rent 215.03 211.70 5 1400 
   Rent 632.50 574.62 34 3500 
 
Table 2b: Mean Size of Surveyed Farming Operations in Manitoba 
 Mean Acres Std. dev. Min. Max. 
Combined 1766.77 1759.95 3 12000 
   Do Not Rent 1166.21 1425.40 3 10000 
   Rent 2182.15 1849.95 30 12000 
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As gross farm sales increase, the likelihood of a farmer renting land generally increases in both 

provinces as indicated in Tables 3a and 3b. For instance, only 20 - 21% of farmers with sales less 

than $50,000 rent land in Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba. On the other hand, between 70 – 

88% of farming operations with sales greater than $2 million rent land in Southwestern Ontario 

and Manitoba. As mentioned before, farming operations that rent land are significantly larger, 

which could explain the corresponding increase in sales illustrated in Tables 3a and 3b.  

Table 3a: Gross Sales of Surveyed Farmers in Southwestern Ontario 
Sales Number of 

Non-Renters 

(Column A) 

Number of 
Renters 

(Column B) 

Proportion of Farmers 
Who Rent Land 

(Column B) / 
(Column A+ Column B)	  

Std. Deviation 
of Rental 
Proportion 

Less than $50,000 60 15 0.2000 0.4027 

$50,000 to $100,000 37 17 0.3148 0.4688 

$100,000 to $250,000 54 45 0.4545 0.5005 

$250,000 to $500,000 27 58 0.6824 0.4683 

$500,000 to 1 million 8 36 0.8182 0.3902 

1 million to 2 million 2 26 0.9285 0.2623 

Greater than 2 
million 

3 7 0.7000 0.4830 
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Table 3b: Gross Sales of Surveyed Farmers in Manitoba 
Sales Number of 

Non-Renters 

(Column A)	  

Number of 
Renters 

(Column B)	  

Proportion of Farmers 
Who Rent Land 

(Column B) / 
(Column A+ Column B) 

Std. 
Deviation 
of Rental 
Proportion 

Less than $50,000 46 12 0.2069 0.4086 

$50,000 to $100,000 32 12 0.2727 0.4505 

$100,000 to $250,000 35 45 0.5625 0.4992 

$250,000 to $500,000 17 58 0.7733 0.4215 

$500,000 to 1 million 15 57 0.7917 0.4090 

1 million to 2 million 11 32 0.7442 0.4415 

Greater than 2 million 2 15 0.8824 0.3321 

 

In Tables 4a and 4b, significant differences are found in the business structure of farm operations 

that rent land and those that do not.  In both provinces, farming operations that rent land are more 

likely to be incorporated than those that operate only on owned land.  

Table 4a: Business Structure of Surveyed Farmers in Southwestern Ontario 
 Sole Proprietorship (%) Partnership  (%) Corporation  (%) 
Combined 47.51 27.86 24.63 
   Do Not Rent 56.92 28.72 14.36 
   Rent 38.65 27.05 34.30 
 
Table 4b: Business Structure of Surveyed Farmers in Manitoba 
 Sole Proprietorship (%) Partnership (%) Corporation (%) 
Combined 46.55 22.41 31.03 
   Do Not Rent 56.63 20.48 22.89 
   Rent 39.58 23.75 36.67 
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3.2. Rental Contract Characteristics. 

This section provides an overview of the agricultural rental market in Southern Ontario and 

Manitoba.  Although farmers might rent multiple properties from different landlords, they were 

only asked to provide details about the largest property that they rented.  

The farmers in our study rented their largest property for an average of 13.27 and 11.61 

years in Southern Ontario and Manitoba respectively as illustrated in Tables 5a and 5b. In 

addition, on average farmers expect to rent that same property for an additional 8.64 and 7.76 

years in Southern Ontario and Manitoba respectively.  

Table 5a: Rental Contract Characteristics in Southwestern Ontario 
 Mean Std. Dev. Min Max Obs. 
Acres of Largest Property 94.30 80.94 4 700 207 
Years Renting Property 13.27 9.51 1 42 207 
Expected Future Length of Tenure 8.64 6.55 0 30 160 
Cash Rental Rate ($/Acre) 122.69 87.11 0 600 128 
Crop-Share Split (% to Landlord) 40.89 22.06 0 100 35 
 
 
Table 5b: Rental Contract Characteristics in Manitoba 
 Mean Std. Dev. Min Max Obs. 
Acres of Largest Property 337.59 310.41 15 3000 236 
Years Renting Property 11.61 9.52 1 53 239 
Expected Future Length of Tenure 7.76 6.53 0 30 201 
Cash Rental Rate 47.20 23.66 2 150 164 
Crop-Share Split (% to Landlord) 26.05 7.48 12 40 19 
 

The majority of the rental contracts in Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba are cash contracts. 

Crop and cost-share contracts make up only 18.45% of the rental contracts in Southwestern 

Ontario and 8.94% of the rental contracts in Manitoba. Also, the majority of the rental contracts 

are agreed to orally in both provinces  However, it is interesting to note that written contracts are 

more prevalent in Manitoba (46.67%) than in Southwestern Ontario (26.21%).  
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Tables 6a and 6b provide breakdowns of mean cash and share rental rates by county in 

Southwestern Ontario and by region in Manitoba. Counties with highly productive land like Peel 

and Chatham were generally found to have higher rental rates. 

Table 6a: County Mean Cash and Share Rental Rates in Southwestern Ontario 
County Cash 

Contract 
(Number) 

Cash Rental Rate ($/acre) 
(Std. dev.) 

Share-
Contract 
(Number) 

Crop Share % 
(% to Landlord) 

(Std. dev.) 

Brant 5 86.25 (44.98) 1 90 (-) 
Bruce 9 86.67 (25.23) 1 75 (-) 

Chatam 10 265.83(183.20) 5 36.20 (9.36) 
Dufferin 3 64 (48.08) 1 0 

Elgin 9 164.29 (37.79) 3 29.33 (4.04) 
Essex 10 143.14 (86.41) 4 40.75(6.99) 
Grey 10 47.14 (32.90) 4 55 (63.63) 

Haldimand 10 80 (58.43) 1 35 (-) 
Halton 4 56.25 (20.97) 0 --- 

Hamilton 2 20 (-) 0 --- 
Huron 16 167.27 (91.69) 0 --- 

Lambton 12 148.33 (67.63) 6 40.5 (11.67) 
Middlesex 10 177.25 (57.93) 5 31.20 (1.64) 

Niagara 5 42 (18.23) 0 --- 
Oxford 10 169.37(58.21) 4 30 (-) 

Peel 3 40 (35) 0 --- 
Perth 9 191.42 (46.43) 1 50 (-) 

Simcoe 11 61.67 (29.79) 0 --- 
Waterloo 4 91.25 (30.65) 3 60(40) 

Wellington 12 77.88 (67.37) 1 --- 

 
Table 6b: Regional Mean Cash and Share Rental Rates in Manitoba 

Region Cash 
Contract 
(Number) 

Cash Rental Rate ($/acre) 
(Std. dev.) 

Share-
Contract 
(Number) 

Crop Share % 
(% to Landlord) 
(Std. dev.) 

Central Plains 26 44.52 (23.30) 1 12(-) 

Eastman 10 57.56 (26.43) 1 15 (-) 
Interlake 10 35.31(15.38) 1 33 (-) 
Parkland 24 45.20(16.34) 4 32 (6.27) 
Pembina 45 65.55 (32.19) 4 23.6 (5.68) 
Westman 67 39.30 (15.76) 6 26 (5.86) 
Winnipeg 1 --- 0 --- 
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Tables 7a and 7b provide a breakdown of the different types of agricultural landlords in 

Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba and the rent that they charge. Non-farmer investors play a 

large role in the agricultural rental market in both provinces. Approximately 40.58% and 29.17% 

of the landlords can be classified as non-farmer investors in Southwestern Ontario and Manitoba, 

respectively. Non-farmer investors are therefore the most common type of landlord in 

Southwestern Ontario while retired farmers take that title in Manitoba with 35.83%.  The results 

in tables 7a and 7b also indicate that active farmers supply a considerable portion of farmland in 

the agricultural rental market. Active farmers also charge the highest mean cash rental rate of 

$166. 88/acre among all landlord types in Southwestern Ontario. On the other hand, retired 

farmers charge the highest rental rate of $49.98/acre in Manitoba.  This data should be treated 

with caution because rental rates are a function of many factors, including the productivity and 

use of land.  Our findings regarding landlord type may be the result of correlation between these 

other factors and landlord type.  Our future research will attempt to control for all factors and 

isolate the influence of landlord type on rental rates.  
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Table 7a: Mean Cash Rental Rate by Landlord Type in Southwestern Ontario 

Landlord 
Type 

Share of Rental 
Properties (%) 

Mean Cash 
Rent ($/acre) 

Std. 
Dev. 

Min Max Obs. 

Active Farmer 13.52 166.88 146.81 40 600 16 

Widow (er) 10.63 109.44 62.02 0 200 9 

Retired 
Farmer 

18.84 156.74 65.99 3 250 19 

Non-Farmer 
Investor 

40.58 109.79 72.64 0 300 60 

Investment 
Company 

1.45 150 141.42 50 250 2 

Government 1.45 35 25.98 20 65 3 

Other 13.52 109.42 77.01 20 250 19 

 
Table 7b: Mean Cash Rental Rate by Landlord Type in Manitoba 

Landlord 
Type 

Share of Rental 
Properties (%) 

Mean Cash 
Rent ($/acre) 

Std. 
Dev. 

Min Max Obs. 

Active Farmer 14.58 47.63 25.90 12 116 24 

Widow (er) 11.25 44.63 19.61 8 80 20 

Retired 
Farmer 

35.83 49.98 24.75 10 150 62 

Non-Farmer 
Investor 

29.17 45.23 23.73 2 150 48 

Investment 
Company 

0.42 20 - 20 20 1 

Government 0 - - - - 0 

Other 8.75 46.11 19.81 20 75 9 

 

Tenants were also asked how well informed their landlords are regarding rental rates. Not 

surprisingly, active farmers and retired farmers were considered to be the most well informed 
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group of landlords as shown in Table 8. The government was thought to be the least informed 

about rental rates followed by non-farmer investors and widow(er)s. 

Table 8: Landlord's Information on Rental Rates in Ontario and Manitoba 
Landlord Type Very Well 

Informed 
(%) 

Well 
Informed 

(%) 

Somewhat 
Informed 

(%) 

Poorly 
Informed 

(%) 

Do not 
know 
rental 

rates at 
all 

(%) 
Active Farmer 53.97 34.92 11.11 0 0 

Widow (er) 41.67 29.17 25.00 0 4.17 
Retired Farmer 49.60 39.20 11.20 0 0 

Non-Farmer 
Investor 

39.87 28.10 22.88 5.23 3.92 

Investment 
Company 

100 0 0 0 0 

Government 0 0 0 66.67 33.33 
Other 33.33 35.42 27.08 4.17 0 

 
Tables 9a and 9b present mean cash rental rates based on the relationship between landlords and 

tenants. In Southwestern Ontario, tenants who had no relationship with the landlord faced the 

lowest mean rental rates of $103.70/acre. On the other hand, tenants who were friends with their 

landlord received the lowest mean rental rate in Manitoba. Once again, the caveat of rental rates 

being a function of land productivity and use rather than the relationship between landlords and 

tenants applies here.  

Table 9a: Mean Cash Rental Rate by Relationship between Tenant & Landlord in Ontario 
 Mean Cash Rent 

($/acre) 
Std. Dev. Min Max Obs. 

Family 130.94 75.46 35 250 16 

Acquaintance 127.50 105.06 30 600 40 

Friend 130.44 83.59 0 385 39 

No Relation 103.70 72.05 0 250 33 
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Table 9b: Mean Cash Rental Rate by Relationship between Tenant & Landlord in Manitoba 
 Mean Cash Rent 

($/acre) 
Std. Dev. Min Max Obs. 

Family 46.08 24.24 20 150 36 

Acquaintance 48.18 22.09 10 95 40 

Friend 43.97 18.82 5 90 53 

No Relation 52.11 30.57 2 150 35 

 

3.3. Agricultural Management Practices 

In the survey, respondents were asked to provide details on their crop rotation, tillage practices, 

the use of cover crops, manure applications, and use of a variable rate input applicator on their 

largest rental property. The respondents were then asked the same questions about the 

management practices on the largest property that they owned. This section provides an 

overview of the management practices adopted on rental and owned properties.  

In Table 10a, the adoption rates for Minimum tillage/No-till, Variable rate input applicators, 

cover crops and manure applications are presented for both rented and owned properties in 

Southwestern Ontario. There is a considerable difference in the application of manure between 

rental and owned properties, while there seems to be little difference in the adoption of the other 

management practices. A similar trend holds in Manitoba as shown in Table 10b. However, since 

the use of cover crops is limited in Manitoba, respondents were instead asked about the use of 

chaff spreaders, straw choppers or heavy harrows for crop residue management. Approximately 

82.5% of the respondents indicated that they used one of these implements on their rental 

property, while 76.65% of the respondents used one of the implements on their own property.  
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Table 10a: Adoption rates of management practices on Rented and Own Property in Ontario 
Management 
Practice 

Rented Property Observations Own Property Observations 

Minimum/No-Till 66.18% 204 60.98% 387 
Cover Crop 18.84% 207 26.41% 390 
Precision 
Agriculture 

17.73% 203 15.01% 373 

Manure Application 31.40% 207 53.57% 392 
Surface or Tile 
Drainage 

60.39% 207 84.69% 392 

 
It should be noted that the use of these management practices can be dependent on site and crop-

specific factors. Tables 10a and 10b do not control for these factors and should therefore be 

treated with caution. However, the respondents also provided details on the soil texture and 

topography of their rental and owned properties, which will allow us to control for site-specific 

factors in our future data analysis.  

Table 10b: Adoption rates of management practices on Rented and Own Property in Manitoba 
Management 
Practice 

Rented Property Observations Own Property Observations 

Minimum/No-Till 68.80% 234 61.28% 390 
Residue 
Management 

82.50% 240 76.65% 394 

Precision 
Agriculture 

13.45% 238 12.53% 391 

Manure Application 5.42% 240 28.68% 394 
Surface or Tile 
Drainage 

40.00% 240 42.89% 394 

 

Respondents were asked whether their landlord had any stipulations regarding specific 

management practices in their rental contracts.  As illustrated in Table 11, very few rental 

contracts come with specific stipulations. This might be due to the oral and informal nature of 

the rental agreements. Stipulations regarding tillage were found to be the most common with 

8.76% of the respondents indicating that they had specific instructions from their landlord 

regarding the type of tillage practice they could use. 
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Table 11: Percentage of Rental Contracts with Stipulations in Ontario and Manitoba 
Type of Stipulation Rental Contracts with 

Stipulation 
Observations 

Tillage Practices 8.76% 445 
Crop Selection 5.61% 446 
Surface or Tile Drainage 6.95% 446 
Fertilizer or Manure 
Application 

5.16% 446 

Herbicide Application 5.38% 446 
 

Cost-share programs in Ontario (Canada-Ontario and Farm Stewardship program) and Manitoba 

(Environmental Farm Action Program & Manitoba Sustainable Agricultural Practices Program) 

offered funding for a variety of management practices. However, only a small percentage of 

surveyed farmers applied for and received funding for the management practices listed in Table 

12. 

Table 12: Applications to Cost-Share Programs in Ontario and Manitoba 
Management Practice Number of 

Applications 
(%) 

Number of Funded 
Projects  

(%) 

Total Number of 
Observations 

Cover Crops 5 
(1.28%) 

2 
(0.51%) 

391 

Residue Management 59 
(14.97%) 

13 
(3.30%) 

394 

Conservation Tillage 68 
(8.71%) 

28 
(3.59%) 

781 

Precision Agriculture 42 
(5.35%) 

21 
(2.68%) 

785 

 

3.4.  Farmer Perception 

The respondents in the survey were asked if they think farmers take better care of the land they 

own than the land that they rent. As illustrated in Figure 3, 53% of the sample or 431 respondents 

agree with proposition that farmers take better care of their own land than the land that they rent. 
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Figure 3: Response to whether farmers took better care of their own land than the land that they 
rented 

 

 

Of these 431 farmers, 78% agree with the notion that farmers use more fertilizer or manure on 

the land they own than the land that they rent. Also, 63% of this sample agreed that farmers use a 

more complex crop rotation on their own land than the land that they rent.  It should be noted 

that in Figure 3, 39.51% or 320 farmers disagree with the stated proposition. In order to 

understand why farmers might treat the land that they rent with the same care as the land that 

they own, respondents were asked to rate the reasons shown in Figure 4 as very important, 

moderately important or not important. Of the 320 farmers in this sample, 73% of them rated 

securing the rental contract for the next year as being a very important reason as to why a farmer 

would treat the land that they rent with the same care as the land that they own. A smaller 

majority of farmers also rated maintaining their reputation in the community, taking better care 

of the environment and meeting the conditions of the rental contract as very important reasons 

why farmers do not differentiate in their management practices between their owned and rented 

properties.  
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Figure 4: Reasons why farmers treat the land that they rent with the same care as the land that 
they own 

 

4. Conclusions 

The impact of tenure status on the adoption of conservation practices is particularly important in 

Canada where approximately 40% of the farmland is rented (Statistics Canada, 2011). Farmers in 

Southern Ontario and Manitoba were surveyed in April 2013 about their crop rotation, tillage 

practices and the use of manure, cover crops and a variable rate input applicator on their rented 

and owned properties. Data was also collected on the landlords and the rental contracts used in 

the agricultural rental markets in Southern Ontario and Manitoba.  

 Previous research has assumed that all farmers face the same level of tenure security on 

the land that they rent. However, our data indicates that there is considerable variation in the 

level of tenure security among farmers who rent land. In accounting for the heterogeneity of the 

farmer’s tenure security, this study will be able to directly examine its influence of the adoption 

of conservation practices.  
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 The role of landlords in the agricultural rental markets has been largely unexamined in 

previous literature. The results of our survey indicate that non-farmer investors own a significant 

portion of farmland in the rental market. The adoption of specific practices might depend on the 

type of landlord.  For example, active and retired farmers who rent out land might be more 

involved in management decisions. . Given the extent of non-farmer ownership of rented 

farmland, the influence of landlords on the adoption of conservation practices is a particularly 

relevant research question.  

 Finally, Soule et al. (2000) provide evidence that share-contracts are more conducive to 

the adoption of certain conservation practices than cash-contracts. This hypothesis can be tested 

in the Canadian context with our dataset for a different set of conservation practices. Our data 

indicates that cash contracts are predominantly used in both provinces, which might have 

implications for the adoption of conservation practices.  
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