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| | o : . _PREFACE .. :

This report presents'the results.of the'study conducted by a research
team of~the former Economic Geography.Section,-Resources Research Center,
Department_of Environment *,‘with financial.assistance from the Economic
Analysis.Branch, Planning Division, 5epartment‘of Regional Economic Expansion.

The Economic Geography Section's hesearch Program forh197l—72 inecluded
a progect proposal calling for the: formulation and . evaluation of policy options
appropriate for dealing With the problems of declining urban centers in the
prairie prOVinces. The proposed study design consisted of two principal phases.
The ob]ective of the first phase was to prOVide empirical data on the
functional role and Viability-of the 1ndiVidual centers,comprising the urhan
system of the vegion, This information.was to provide the empiricalghase for
the second phase of~the'stud§5in'which public policy-options suitable for'

dealing with the social and economic problems of declining centers were to be

TS TR N

formulated and evaluated.

.Because ‘the Department:of Regional Economic Expansion is also.interestedv
in the characteristicsiof:the urhan system of the prairie region, but from
the viewpoint of identifying-growth centers, discussions between'officials of
the two departments were undertaken to determine if the information to.be
presented in the first stage of the study could serve the needs of both
departments, After reVieWing‘the study design for phase one, the officials
of the Department of Regional Economic Expansion'confirmed that the information
would be of use to their Department. -They also expressed interest in

obtaining sxmilar data for centers in the PrOVince of Québec.

As a>result of these‘discussions, the'study design was,modified_to include
a survey‘of urhan centers in the.Province:offQuébec.having populations of 5,000
or more, in.addition to the eXamination of centers‘in the Prairie Provinces.
with.populations exceeding 2,500. Arrangements were also made'for_joint funding

of the study by'bothADepartments. o ) : _ p:' . - : o

® The Economic Geography Section was disbanded in the reorganization of the
agencies brought together to create the Department of the EnVironment. " The
Urbanization Unit of the SectionD in which this report was prepared, is now

part of the. Policy Planning and Research SerVice of the Department.
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Because of organlzatlonal.changes ass001ated with the creatlon of-the
Department of the Environment, the time perlod orlglnally asslgned for the
study had to be shortened. ‘The project was carrled out.ln-the f;veumonth
period of June to October, 1971; This time'interva1~fell far shortaof.the
period that was planned in the orlglnal proposal for the data collection and d
analysis stage. Thls factor dlrectly 1nfluenced the extent of - data analys;s
that could be_carrled ocut. Faced with the task of researching the more
important“sociai and economic characteristicsuof:nearly 150.urban centers
in‘the Prairies and - the Province of éuéhec, a decision had to be reached
concerning the most.apbrooriatelmethod of aoproach given-the time’constraint.h
Two choices.lay ooen;h The first was.to provide‘a‘general overview of the~
more sallent features accompanled by an analytlcal sectlon 1nvolV1ng the f
appllcatlon of a number of advanced statlstlcal techniques. Equal welght
would be- placed upon, both the descrlptlve and the analytical - sectlons. ‘The
second:alternatlve was to place greater.emphasis‘on‘the collection:andv_‘

presentation of data rather than upon the analysis of these data.

The second alternatlve ‘was chosen for two underlylng reasons. First,
it was concluded that the presentatlon ‘of data covering general 1ssues would
provide grossly 1nadequate 1nformatlon w1th whlch to. formulate any 1nvestment
policy for an individual urban center and for a,spec1f1ed economic act1v1ty.‘
Second, it was believed that, even though the intended analyticaiisection might
not. be definitive, a study providing detailed information would still be . .
usefui for further analytical_studies. The structure of the reoort'reflects

these considerations.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Within the past. two decades, the soéial‘and ecoriomic climate of
Canada has changed markedly. The Prairies and the province of Québec ar*ei
no exceptioﬁ, and during the last intercensal years, the economies of these
two reéions have experienced dramatic fluctuations. In many urban centres
growth of the socio-economic énvironment has inicreased unﬁpecedently._ In
others, a completely opposing situation has developed in which the overall
economy has stagnated. Between these two extremes there liés a sigﬁifiéantiy
large group of centres whose social.and.economic dévelopmeﬁt ﬂas remained‘ :
virtually static over the ;ast‘aecade. The grbﬁt% of ihdustries\in thoée:
'rural' areas surrounding ufban centres has also ekperienced erratic_trends.

The causes attributable to the varied -growth pattefns of the
Prairies and Québec are extremely complex, and no one facfor éan be‘singied
out, Once these causes aré identified and their full effect assessgd, ;t will
then be possible to introducé, aﬁd subsequenfly,implement? a series 'of develop-
ment strategies. Before such strategies are drawn up, the first-étage that
has to be completed is that involving an-examinafion of the geography 6f,the
two reglons.

A statement whiéhlis parficularly relevant to federal departments
currently involyed in'de%elopment policies is that made by.Pﬁofessor Harvey

Lithwick. He states that:

",..the Federal Government has a major impact on.our urban
system. Much of this impact is unintended; rather, it is

the result of spin-offs from other-directed policies. Because
most of Canadian society resides in urban units, and because
most of the nation's activity necessarily takes place there,
these side-effects are both substantial and widespread. Since
the urban units are complex systems with severe problems, the
effects of these interventions are more costly than is usually |,
realized." ' o S ‘
(N.H. Lithwick, Urban Canada: Problems and Prospects, p. 208)




The Depértmeﬁté of Enviromment and Regioﬁal‘Economic EXpanéioﬁ
are currently launching major programs which will have ﬁrofound;effects~on
the nation's urban system. It has been recognized that, if theséidepartments
are to exercise their respective mandates éffectively,'a-muéh better undef— |
standing of the structure and funcfion of the Canadian urban system than

presently exists, must be developéd.

PurEose

The purpose of the study herein described is to provide an over-

view of the functional:structure and popﬁlation trends of the urban:centres

~in the three Prairie Provinces and Québec as a first step in the development -

of a deeper understanding ofnfhe_urban systém in the two regions; ’Speéifically,
the study objectives are: :
(1) to identify'the_fﬁncfional‘role df individual cenfres in .
the urban systém-of eacﬁ region.
(2) to ﬁrepape neﬁtral projections Qf thé growth potential;of
| thé cenfc?ves based on -past »po’.pulation trends and funcfional
roles. \
(3) to aralyse the relative importance of SPeEific‘functiohs
iﬂ.the centres. | |

(4) to examine the relative accessibility of centres in terms. of

the type .and frequency of transport services.

Method of Approach

Faced with the task of.anéiysihg the "urban.environmeht" of two
regions which coﬁprise nearly half the Canadian bopulation (45.8 ﬁer cent),
four important issues had to be feéolved. These iséues related to thé time
period chosen, the selection of urban centres to be examined, the choice of
activity fo be analysed, énd the selection éf techniQues‘féf evaluation.’

Before data could be collected and‘tabuiated it was firét essential
to establish an effective time period. Thé selection qf such a time.péfiod .
represented tﬁe most crucial inifial stage ih the préject sihce fhe natufe
of a time period would directly affect the result of any trend analysis.
Moreover, trends-theméelvés in turﬁ form-the basic data from thch neutral -
projections can_bé calculatéd;. In the-Canadiaﬁ éontext,'a:five year_time
period is generaliy considered to be the~ﬁost effective short term interval

with which to identify specific trends. Above this limit, too many extraneous




forces come into play and therefore to adoPt‘a iarger time_lvaeriod.woul_d
intrbduée a bias in the projection'of a neutrdl gféwth rate, 'The 1965-66
to 1969-70 time period has therefope been selécted for analyéiné thé data
which are annually publishéd, For statistics. furnished by-géneral decenhial
censuses, the 1951 and 1961 values could only be ﬁéed. The limitations :‘m\~

using this latter time period are fully appreciated, however since no other

reliable statistics were available for analysing activities only recorded

.every.ten years, the 1951 and 1961 figures had to.be'adopted. Evaluations

on employment and occupation trends will sufféer as a result.

g,__§g;quigg_gﬁ_Qgpgp;Qgpgpgg . . - : : /

The selection Qf.thé number of éentreé‘tq be iﬁveétigated was -
governed b§'two’factofs. First,. the lengtﬁ of time assigned to éompiefe
the stui} precluded an examination of all cenfres defined as urban.l
Second, since the urban>eﬁvibonment~varies-markédly between.fhe Pr;irie 
Provinces and the Province of Québec, and Eecause the same features;agaih
differ significantly between-settlémeﬁté.of theflétfer, three different.'
minimum sized categories wgfe adopted.‘ In the case of Québec, two limits
were choseh, for it was felt that social and economic characteristics of
centres located in the Montréal—Qgébec.axis differ signifiqantly.ffom thdse
situated outside the St. Lawrence lowlands. These centres t}‘lerefore_.J con-
taining more than 7,600 persons which were located in the Montréa;—Québec
axis were selected for.investigatidn as well as those municipalities outside |
this area having pépulations greater than 5;600. For Prairie centres on the
other hand, those containing 2,500 or more pérsons weré selected.

These minimum sized values were nbt totally adhered to in the
examination of all urban characteristics.. The creation of é rigid'and
artificially arrived at value in certain.inciaents~could not always be
followed, Tor example, when manﬁfacturing'aétivities were ex;mined, the
exclusion in fhe Province.of Québec of ceftain centres having less than
5,000 persons eliminated several towns whiéh played important roles-in the -
manufacturing process of the province. Im tﬁis particular casé, fhe:minimum

sized limits were subsequently modified so.as to include these particular towns.

1 Statistics Canada defines a centre having more than 1,000 persons as being
urban. : o . - o




However, the creation of three minimum sized categories nevertheless
resulted_in the investigation of a manageabié number of centres. Using
these three categories, the number of centres selected in each province
and their relative importance in terms of provincial totals are as follows:
Province Number of Population of Centres
Centres Population of Province =

. : .. e . .
Manitoba A - 15 _ - 86.7%
Saskatchewan - .23 & : 43.2%
Alberta - ' g v 3 63.5%
Québec : 720 66.9% - . -

— e i —— e — — —

The selectipn of individua1 sectors to be examined pro%ed to be
a very diffiéult task. The underlying issue was to obtain the most effectiven
and useful results within the short period of only five months. The solutiopt
lay in creating a priority system which would focus upon what the research
team felt were the more_iﬁportantAfeatures of the:ecqnomy of the t&o-regions.
The inclusion of one activity‘ér the exclusion of another obviously-infoduces
a biaé into any examination, and the degree to which a‘particulér.secfof of 
the urban enviropment is inveétigaied is directly related to the .objectives
of the given study.:‘Since the purpose of this present project is to provide
a general overview of social and.economic aspects of a seléétéq‘number of -

centres, the areas of investigation should likewise stress generalities

" rather than details. The following have tHeréfore beeh selected:-

A. Demographic Characteristics
B. Commercial and Service Industries
C. Transportation

D. Muniecipal Infrastructure

In the investigation'0f~demographic:cbargcteristiés ﬁhé following
sectors were examined.- | - | | |
1. Total Population
2. Age~-Sex Grouﬁs
3. .Employment Categériééﬂzng“
4, Occupation»accordiﬁg tq.Iﬁduétrial Classgg;"'
5. Migr@tion. | | | |

6. Population Projections



The purpose of this section is to identify evolving population
trends for each of the urban centres and their peripheral areas. By apblyingv
standard geographical techniques, the results obtained will reveal areas

depicting high or low absolute population groups, relative changes in the

.population age mix, intensity of population shifts to (and from) urban centres,

and migration movements between centres in the two selected regions. Infor-

‘mation on demographic characteristics will be analysed concurrently with

employment levels and commercial activities with the view to highlight those

areas having the highest growth potentials.

'B. Commercial and Service Industries

—— —— — — — — o o ey e —— o — — —

Activities falling“undér this general heading are treated in two.
separate parts. The first, deélihé~with commercial industries, pays parficula?‘
attention to retail and Service:activities, income characteristics,‘and
manufacturing industries. The ééCOnd seétion(inv§lves the analysis of one
particular service and reldtes specifically to local commuhity interests. The
purpose of the first section is: 1. To assess the nature, scobe and scale of
manufacturing and service trade activities of each cemtre; 2. To determiné\
which centres have grown at a faster (or'slower} rate relative to a base
magnitude; 8. To conmstruct a functional classification of centres énd‘to
delineate the hinterlands associated with these:fUnctions for each centre.

The quantitative assessment of commercial activities will include indices.én:

1. Past growth on.ﬁanufacturing and trade_from‘Whiéh projections can be
developed; 2. The number of planté, value added, number of employees ﬁgr unit -
area or dollar sales: and 3. The magnitude of manufacturing and-trade acti-
vities and the dominapce of major mahufacturing groups. The above three

indices will provide information fhat can be used to determine which type of
indhstry and(ifs location, have the greatest possibility of"aghieviﬁg stability
and viability. Industries felating to théicoﬁsfruction of non-residential
buildings will also reveal the econémic climéfe of centres.

St




The individual service selected in the second part involves.recﬁéa—
tion and associated activities. Because of the tiﬁe constrainté, other
services such as heaith, education, religiqusvaffiliation, and protection té B
persons and property, could not be examined‘to ény‘high degree of detail.
However, these ‘services are acknowledged under the section dealing with
municipal expenditures. The reason for placing greéter émphasis upon recrea-
tion activities has been attributed to the fact that during the last decade
unprecedented interest has been directed tﬁwards this service move than any
other one. The provision of indoor and outdoor recreation facilities has
become a major. concern for institutions and private citizens alike. The.
underlying objective for the sector dealing with recreation activities is
basically to provide an inventory of activities. ~These activitiés, the results
of which were obtained from an extensive‘questionﬁéire ciyculated to the
respective centres, will be translated into Quantifiable units from which a.
functional classification can be formulated. Comparisons~betweén_the established

classes of recreational activities will then be made between wariables such

as population, retail and commercial activities.

Transportation aétivities engompass an extfemely.wide=rangexof
intérests. To carry out a domprehensive trénsﬁértation:study, oﬁe.would have.
to investigéte‘eagh of the majér modesA(planéP bqatg and veHiéular)'to analyse
inter- and intra~urban traffic floWs,_to1inclﬁdéjofigin and dégtinationiétudies,
and to determine the relationship between the economic basé'éf‘centres and
the transportation facilities serving>thém. Studies‘involviﬁg all these;atéas
could obviousiy not be,includéd in this projeét.::Only two aspeéts.of the
traﬁsPOftation system have been‘selected, and.thése are, 1. public tran§portétion
characteristics in terms of.buS'Scheduling,.ahdté; vehicular capacities of
the existing highway networks. Bus schedules‘wefe chosen over the remaining
two modes.(plane and tréinj for‘two major reasohs; First,‘bus travel represents:
the most dominantly used carrier in terms of total passengers moved.? Second,
surveys on public transportation modeé have éhowﬂ.that by far the greater
number of people who use’ the public transportation system travgl by bus rather
than by plane or train for carrying out daily.activities such as‘shopping,*ﬁork;

and recreation.

(2) According to information provided by Statistics Canada, over 60% of 'quiic?
trips made in Canada are generated by bus lines. Train services only"
account for 8% of total persons moved while the remainder travel by air.




.The.final section on ‘transportation examines thg road caﬁacify
of the exiéting highway networks. The techniéﬁe édopted for determining the
accessibility of a giveh urban centre is fuily documented under that séction
dealing with transpdrtation.b Basicaily, the technique used calculated the
potential‘highﬁay capacify.¢f all roads in a.given érea. These Values‘in'
turn weré used to construct isopleth iinés of equal capacity. The object
for including.an analysis on highway accessibility is to iiluétrate the
spatial distribution of intensity values and to'identify extremes fof a

given size of urban centre.

It is fully recognized that the term "municipal infrastructufe"
encompasses a wide range of aqtivities‘ 1F0f~fhé purpose of this report,
the municipal infrastructure has beeﬁ taken té include those activifies
associated with the'PPdViSiQﬁ of municipal services, mqniéipai assessment
characteristics, the provision of recreation serﬁices, hospital and school
activities and the construction of private andvpgblic buiidings. -Although
these elements may appear to represent totally diffevent aspects of the.
infrastructure they nevertheless al; can be used as effecti?e economic
indicators of a particular urban centre.

The first part of the final éégtion exaﬁineslabour fofce ¢haracte. -
istics of infrastructure activities. This is followed by a diSCuSéiQn of
municipal expendifﬁres.and‘ASSgssments; Thé §urpose of the 2nd paft is to
show rates of growth (or. conversely, decline) for each of the selected
services; to analyze the distfibution of expenditures and assessments; and
to determine whether any felétionships exisf between the two elements.an&
other social and ecdnqmic variables. Thé fhifd part of the_final chaptér
examines the nature énd extént of the building industry acéording to a
residential development énd the construction of;buildings‘designated for
industrial, commercial, and institutional uéés. ‘The baéic_informatianused.
in this anélysis was obtained from annual‘reporté dealing with the issuance .
of building permits. It was felt that an evaluation of building constructiog
trends which takes place within the administrative boundaries of é |
municipality would serve as a useful yardstick fér measuring the economic

climate Qf the centre. )



The final sectién of the chapter dealing with the.infrastructure
comprises three municipal services.. TheSe‘aré recréation,,hosﬁitals and
schools. Because of the:"non—urban" elements whiéh’surround the-latter two
services, they.recéived igss;attention tﬁan the_fofmer.-’The purpose of the \
recreation sector is to providévan inventory of facilitiesl The proéedure

adopted introduces an.uhique.sysfem of ranking centres.

During the course of the data collection.stage an extremely large
amount of useful inférmation was amasséd. The majpr issue that arose WasAhow]
to effectively tabulate and analyse this wealth of material. The problgﬁ,
in its simplest terms, was to develop a system of evaluation which would both
maintain consistency between the results o6f the two major"regions as weil as .
retain a relatively high level of inquiry. Ambiguity and.overly elaborate
analysis were avoided atvall costs. |

Before outlining the various techniques.used, it is necessary to
clarify a certain issue that is fundamental to an understanaing of the resglfé
obtained from adopting these techniques. As menfioned previously, the under-
lying purpose of the repért is to_presént an overview éf.the social and economic
characteristics of selécted centres in fhe Prairies and the Pro&ince of Quéﬁec.'
To achieve such an.objective, individual pieces of infqrmation were needed -
and from these a general picture could be‘éonstructed.-.lt was the‘information
collecfed for_each centre which representeﬁ‘fhegiﬁdividual data and it was

the application of a specific technique to them which furnished an overview

of the urban environment. The techniques adopted were so selected as to

reflect trends rather than provide an inventory of activities for each centre.
Of those techniques adopted in the report, the.foll%winé‘were the.

most frequently used.

1. Location quotients and their modificaﬁionsw

2. Coefficieﬁts of speciaiization and diversification,

3. PoPulation shifts and migration indices.

4. Market potential indices and trade indices.




The principies upon which fhe-abévé.four techniques were based
are well docﬁmented.3 A detailed account of the aﬁﬁlication, advantages,
and limitations of the appropriate tecﬁniques Wil; be coveréd in subsequent
sections. Only a brief account of the tecﬁniqUes>used wili be included at
this time. .

The location quotients, specialization, and diversification-éoefficients
are techniques similar in scope and do not fequire extensiQe datarcollectiéﬁ
and processing. They both measure relative values of a given input (such as
a social or economic characteristic of a particular centre) with that of a
base magnitude (for example a census division or province). In the caée of
the location quotient, the main application of this technique iies in comparing
a region's (or province's or metropolitan area's) percentage share of a
particular activity with its percentage share of some base aggregate. - For
example, if a given city located in one of the Prairie Provinces accbﬁnfg
for 10% of~thé total income derived from retail trade in the Prairies and thel:
city's total income is 5% of the Prairie total, the city's location quotient
(with income as base) for retail trade would be 2. |

Variations of ratios used to calculqte'a location quotient can
also be introduced. Using the‘same two variaﬁles included in the above examples,
a modification of the origina;‘location~quotient.could Be computed as .follows:-
Income derived from retail trade measured as ‘a percentage of all our income
of a given cities compared with the same vélué.fOr the region (Prairies). For
example, if lO.per_cent of a city's total income was deriyed from the retail
trade sector, while for the Prairies as a whole:it was only 5%, the location
quotient for the cities would be»tWo.’A

Because of its simplicity and‘the fégt that it utilizeé basic raw
material, the applicability of a location Quotient is confingd to early
exploratory stages. A more advanced techniéﬁe employing the basic p?inciple
of location quotient is the coefficient of spéciélization. When discussing
tables with a large amount.of information, aAmanr problem which arises
concerné the extent to which one can describe each of the items covered. A

discussion of every figure would involve a seemingly endless task. Location

-3 W. Isard, Methods of Regional Analysis: An Introduction to Regional

Science; (The M.I.T. Press: Cambridge, Mass., London, Eng.) 1960.




quotients could be applied for a general evaluation of such tablés, hutA

their results would only highlight extreme Values. A 31mple, but effective

technique that can be used to succ1nctly déscrlbé various columns outllned
in aApartlcular table is thé use of the coeff;01ent of spem.alJv.zatlon.,+
Briefly, an index of specialization is a measure of relative
regipnal concentrations of a given activity to some total magnitude. The'
magnifudes in the preseht report refer to eifhér the Prairie Provinces or
the Province of Québec. The index therefore represents a comparison of the:

!

percentage distribution of activities within one urban centre with those

- of the base magnitude. Activities can include either demographic character-

istics comprised strictly Qf.SOCial«eléﬁEHtS or.ﬁanufachnﬁgactivities in~
vodving ecohomic considerations. If a city, for egample,displays a marked"
concentration: of a>particular activity (it may.have an exceedingly large
percentage of its labour force employed ih'Primary activities as opposed to
secondary or tertiary concerns) the coefficient will approach unity. On the
other hand, if the pércent distribution of the labhur force of the city is
identical to that of the vregion, the coefficient will be zero.

In short, the advantage of the coefficient of specialization is

that the values obtained show whether or not the social or economic activities

of a given city are similar or dissimilar with the same activities of the
region. Furthermore, these values in turn can be subsequently used to con-
struct a hierarchy of activities according to a given range of classes. .,

A third type of technique employed in the report, and one which

specifically relates to a demographic charvacteristic, consists of population .
shift ratios and migration indices. The former of these two were applied to

both urban and non-urban areas while migration indices were confined only to |

urban centres.

As the name implies, the shift ratios measured changes (or shifts).
of populations according to éctual or theoretical values. The shift ratio
calculates the difference between the centfe!s actual populatioh change and
that change which would;ha&e resulted had the centre maintained a growth rate

similar to that of the region. A centre, therefore, having a high positive

4 Modifications of this technique, 81m11ar in nature to those 1ntroduced

for location -quotients can also be developed. Coefficients of distribution,
localization -and dlver31flcatlon are therefore varlatlons of SPec1allzatlon
coeff101ents.

10
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shift value would represent an area which experiences a high movement of
people towards it. Conversely, a centre which has a high negative value
would be one which experiences a high outward movemént_of people.

The. formula used to calculate population shift is as follows:-

. t b b
Shift = <Pi - P3 ) - (r % Piu>

p = pépulation

i = region or province

b = base year

t = final year

r = regional rate of growth

Migration indices were included to supﬁleﬁent those Qélues[obfaiﬁed
from population shiff techniques. Whereas fhe>létter only conéidered tofal
populations, migratioﬁ indices take into account the birth and death rates
of the population universe. To arrive at migration indices;‘total population
changes were first calcﬁlated. The differences between total births and
total deaths were then subtracted from this change ~ the résults beiné absolute
migration values. Migration indices Were"furtherlﬁodifiéd so as to include
theﬂrelatiQe sizes of centres under examination. The -reason for including
the relative comﬁonent was that absolute migration indiéeé in themselves dQ
not consider the actual size of centre that exﬁerignces'ﬁigration changes.

The fact, for example, that the town of Meiviile, and Assiniboia, both located.
in the Prairies, had the same absolute migrafiéh values,. would lead one to
believe that both the centres experienced'simiiar migration movements. But
when one considers the size of these two-centregrit becomes appérent‘that, ;
relatively speaking? migration characteristicé differed Significantly between
them. “ | |

A fourth type of technique adopted in.tﬁe report relates to market
potential and trade indices. Calculafions_of indices of this natﬁre are well
documented in the literature. Their scope'fangés_ from simple gravity models
to sophisticated econometric analysis. The nature of the indiées used in this

section tend to'employ rather generalized concepts.
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The purpose of in@luding marked potential and trade indices was
twofold. The firét of thesé was to determine the limits of frading areas
surrounding each selected centre. The second was to assess the‘relationship
between income and trade acitivities of the inhabitants living in"thgsg
centres. Detéiled descriptions of these fwo techniques are included under-

a subsequent chapter dealipg with commercial activities. Oﬁly the basic
principles will be acknowledged here.

The market potential index was Aeveloped from a modification of.
Reilly's Law5. This particular law took into account two variables - distancé.
and.mass. The limits of.the trading area of a givén centre wefe~condifioned
by the intervening distance betﬁeen it and cher centres, as well as the size
of centres involved.: In a calculation gdopting_Reilly's principle, size was
represented by.population values. Although the size of a city is usually a
function of industrial and commercial activitieé, it does ﬁot~aiways follow '
that large centres will generate correspondingly large hinterlands.- Even if
one were to accept the fact that size and retail activity are.directly rélated
to each other, an important component would still be missing from Reiliy's'Law‘
The ommission, of course, is fhe nature of vetail activities. In order to :
take into account the nature of the "mass", coefficient of specialization values
were introduced into the original formula. Tﬁe inclusion of specialization
values was based upon the assumption that a specialized centre would offer
a lower variety of goods and services‘than a centfe of equal size whose retail
activity encompassed a wider range of functidns}

Techniques used to examine iﬁcome and.retail trade consumption
characteristics tdok(the form of ratings. Each of the two Vafiables;income
and retail trade,'wefe assigned rating indices which in turn wére used to. . -
compute mlincome-consumptioﬁ.index. Ratings represented compayisons of per
capita values of an individual centre-withithat of the regiqn; Incbme -
consumption indices were used to estimate the potential drawing power of
centres with respect to their surrounding areas.

A final type of ;echhique included in the reﬁort was one which
examined manufacturing activities. _Included were magnitude of manuféctufiﬁg
coefficients, relative growth indices of value added and numbers employed
in manufacturing,_divefsification indicés, and qﬁotient'values.' An excellent

account of each of these techniques is well documented in Chapter 4.

5. Rellly, William J. "Methods for the Study of Retall Relatlonshlps
Unlver31ty of Texas Bulletin, No. 2944 (Nov, 1929). :
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Limitations of the Study

The most important limitation of the sfudy, and ﬁerhaps the most
severe one, was the briefness of the time allotted to it - a mere five
months from beginning to completion. As é éorollary 6f this it was impossible
to undértake, in many caées, any more than a superficial analysis of the .
communities selected,with the effect that the metropolitan areas receivéd
approximately the same attention as~ﬁuch émaller'centres.

Data acquisition posed several problems,:sbme of which were com~
pounded by the limitations of time. Often 1966 or 1969 data had to be
employed5 as more recent informationAeither did not exist of was not avail-
able to the study. In some cases, this problem was circumvented by approaching
the centres directly for specific information, as in the recreation question~ |
naire, but more often it was necessary to select and use the best alternative
set of data. . | |

Some of the unavailable information consisted of ﬁnpublished data
from the files of Statistics Canada. Except in the casés of a few smaller
centres (where the release of information would breach confidentiality iaﬁé)
this was generally made available to thé‘study members-after meetings with

the appropriate Statistics Canada personnel. While in most instances the data

from Statistics Canada could be used divectly, some problems were encountered
in deriving bomparable figures.for”différent years because éf changed census

boundaries.



CHAPTER IT -

POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS -

Introduction

The confinuing trend of a concentration of growth in urban commuhf
ities has created a need for detailed analysié.ongeneral populétioﬁ trends.
The term "urban" refers to the population 1iving.in cities, towns, and villages
of 1,000 and over, whether incorporated or n&f.. The urban gréwth rate between
1956 and 1966 was 58.4"peréént in Albepta, U5.4 percent in Saskatchewan,

26.5 percent in Manitoba, and 39.6 percent in Québec. |

The current pattern of raﬁidly expanding metropolitan areas will;
likely continue, and research of these comncentrations of population is necessary.
0f equal importance is vresearch into»populatioﬁ trends of smaller Qenfres. For

discussion purposes in the Prairies and Québec, the following population

classification of selected centres was derived.

Very Small - 5,000 and under

1.

2. Small . 5,001 to 10,000

3. Intermediate i 10,001 to 25,000

4, Large . 25,001 to 100,000
5. Very Large >100,000

The distribution of centres in each category for 1966 is: -

Prairies Québec
1. Lg . -
2. 11 27
3. 5 31
b, 6 12
5. s 2

Total 76 72

For the purpose of comparison between years; the 1966 areal boundaries of each
centre are used as a base. Therefore, population statistics for various

years are expresséd on a common areal boundary.

. Method of Approach

Population totals for each centre for the years 1961, 1966 an§\1970
were obtained and percent changes (growth rates) from 1961 to 1966 and from

1966-to 1970 were recorded. Population-totéls were broken into age group
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categories far 1961.and 1966 and pércentage changes between 1961.and 1966
recorded. For the proVihcésJof Manitéﬁa and Saskatchewan, stéfistics (for
complete reference refer to the Population Projeétioﬁs section at the end Qf
this chapter), for the 1970 age groupjbfeékdowns and percentage changeS\Were
recorded. Relative growfh rates from 1961 to'iéss and 1966 to_;970 weré
calculated for each age group.

Population growth of a égnfre depends upon natural increase and
net migration. Natural incréase is the difference bétWeen the number of
births and the number of deafhs in a given. population for a given period. of
time. The period of time of this étudy is 1961 throﬁgh.1966. Natural iﬁérease
rates, the natural increase per l,OQO popﬁlation at a given period. of time;
were also qalculated for 1961. An advantage of natural increase is thaﬁ\if
shows the rate of growth of a_populatipn; disrggarding the effecté_of migration

Net migration values were calculated from tﬁe following equation:

(Po - Pb) - (B - D)

Net Migration

where Po = Population 1966
. Pb = Population of base year, 1961

B = Total births 1961 to 1966

D = Total deaths 1961 to 1966
Net migration indices, a cgefficient of net migfatioﬁ divided by the base
population (1961) were also derived. The net migration indices are of value
as a measure of the relative percentage diétribution of popﬁlation (via number
of births ana deaths) and the regional(populatidn.

Populétion shift values were calc@lafed for ﬁrbén centrés and
census divisions. Shift measures the rate of growth of an urﬁan centre or
census division in relation to the pfoviﬁcial or fegiqnal rate of growtﬁ.
A centre may have.a small population ingréaée but, relative to the-provinq%al
or regional rate of g?owth-énd its own popuiation in the basg year, it may
have a negative popuiation shift. The shift values are a measure then, of
hbw much_faster or slower the population change of é centre, for example; is
relative to the overall population changé in:the province or regiop.

Labour force statistics were calculated for eaeh.centre for the

years 1951 and 1961 and changes over this ten—year period were noted. The
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minimum labour force age éhanged fromrlu yéars in 1951 to 15 yeafs in 1961

but the figures for these.two'years are coﬁsidefed comparable., Labour‘force

was expressed both by~occupatiqn and indusfr&.‘ Coefficients of specialization

were calculated fof the 1951 énd lQBlioécupééional structure. As an indicatbf

of manpower available to the labourﬂfofce, the:number of persons. per centre

in the 15 to 64 years age group, (potential laboﬁr'force), was calcuiated for

lQGl.and 1966. The percent éhange in this g?oup betwéen thése two years was

noted and this cﬁange was expressed as a quotient of each province. .The per-

centage distributions in 1961 and 1966 were a;serxpressed as quqtienfs of -

each province. |
Labour-force by occupation is diyidéd into six categories, namely:

Managerial and profeséional“

Clerical and sales

Service, recreation, transportation and communication

Farmers, loggers, fishermen, trappers, miners

Craftsmen g _ ¢
Labourers and not stated. '

The occupation éétégories changed slightly betﬁeen 1951 and 1961. In-ofdgr to
make these. two yearsicomparabie, thé-commerciél and finéncial categories in
1951 were equatéd to the 1961 sales category; and the construction, ele¢tfiC
light and power, and manufacturing and.méchanical categpries.in 1951 were
equated to the léGl craftémen categqry{ - The ﬁumber,of.persons and the percenf
per category were derived for each centre for 1951 and l96l. The percentv |
chgnge per category bétween 1951 and.l9613was also calcuiated.

- Labour force by‘industry.isﬂdividéd_into fdﬁr qategories, namely:
. Primary sector
Secondary sector

Tertiary sector
Not stated

Fow N R

The primary sector includes‘agriculfure; forestry, fishing and mining. .The
secondary sector includes manufacturing and con%truction industries. The
tertiary sector includes»tfansportation éhd communication; trade; finange;
cammunity, busiﬁeSS’and personal service; and publid admiﬁistration. The
nﬁmber of.persopsAand the percent per sector were calcuiated.for each ceptre
for 1951 aﬁd 1961. The percent change between 1951 and 1961 was also derived.:

In order to-show:ﬁow‘cloSély each industrial sector resembled each respective




province, quotients per sector per centre were calculated,

Tables

All tables except those relating data to population classes
may be found in the Appendix at the end of this chapter. Population

class tables are included with the text.
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PRAIRIES

Analysis

Table II,1 shows population totals for 1961, 1966 and 1970 and
percent change from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970, The following
observations are made with respect to each province.

In Manitoba, the resource cities of the north - Thompson, Lynn
Lake and The Pas - showed the greatest percentage increase from 1966 to 1970,
namely, 108.8, 49.1 and u4,l percent, respectively. These centres are likely
to continue a high percentage rate of growth during the early 1970's. Portage
la Prairie and Virden had small negative percentage values from 1966 to 1970,
namely, -1.9 and -0,2, respectively.

In Saskatchewan, eleven of the twenty-three centres had negative
percentage values from 1966 to 1970, and the total province decreased in
population. The largest positive increase was 11,8 percent in Melfort. The
1971 Statistiecs Canada population Ffigures for these centres vekify the declin-
ing population in Saskatchewan.

In Alb?rta, there are no negative percentage values from 1966 to
1970, This is explained by the fact that 1970 municipal statistics were
used and such statistics do not record any losses in population. As in
Manitoba, the greatest increase was in a resource centre, namely, Fort McMurray
which was 134.6 percent. Alberta had the greatest provincial increase of the
three Prairie provinces.

Total population statistics show.general trends in the growth gr
decline of centres but accurate analysis requires . a breakdown of totals into
categories such as age groups, total births, total deaths and migration. Age
composition of a population is a basic characteristic. The dependent age groups,
the Qorking age groups and the retirement age groups can be specified. Five
specified age groups are used: O0-4, 5-14, 15-24, 25-64 and > 64 years. Data
within each age group is recorded for 1961, 1966 and 1970 for the three Prairie
provinces except for 1970 Alberta figures, which'were not available (see Tables
II.2 to II.6). For certain centres, the total population figures in

the agé group tables do not correspond to the figures in Table II.1 because




of changes in municipal boundaries between 1961 and/or 1966 and 1970. The
age group statistics do not account for such boundary chariges. The figures
in Table 1II.1 are based on 1966 areal boundaries for 1961 and 1966 figures
and 1970 boundaries for 1970 figures. |

The most recent percentage change:
1970 - 1966 op 1966 ~ 1961
1966 1961

by age group was recorded for each province. For Manitoba and Saskatchewan
this was 1966 to 1970 and for Alberta, 1961 to 1966 (see Table II.7). The
data in this Table are useful as indicators of trends within each age group
for each centre. An additional method of expressing changes in age groups

between various years is by relative growth figures:

1966
1961 1966

An advantage of relative growfh figures is that they are all positive thus
permitting a ready comparison between centre and/or provincial values. There
are no negative values as with percentage change figures. Table II.8 provides
such figures: 1961 to 1966 and 1966 to 1970 for Manitoba and Saskatchewan,
and 1961 to 1966 for Alberta.

As outlined in the Introduction, a population classification was
derived with five classes. Table I1.9 was derived showing the relative growth
of each age group for each class of centre betﬁeen 1961 and 1966. The years.
1961 to 1966 were used since these were the only years for which data were
common to all three provinces. For each class of centre and within each gfoup,
as well as the total for all age groups, the two highest and two lowest
centres of relative growth were recorded. From Table II.9 one can readily
see which centres within each class are growing most quickly or most slowly.

Maps IT.1 and>II.2 show the population growth rates from 1961 to
1966 and from 1966 to 1970. By comparing the growth rate periods, general'
trends become apparent. TFor example, all centres in Saskatchewan, except
Weyburn, had positive growth rates between 1961 and 1966, while eleven centres

had negative growth rates from 1966 to 1970. In Alberta, the number of




TABLE II.S

AGE GROUP CATEGORIES FOR CENTRES HAVING THE
TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST RELATIVE GROWTH (PER CENT) VALUES
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, 1961 TO 1966

AGE GROUP
0 - L 5 - 14 15 - 24
Centre % Centre % Centre %
Class I
Highest
1) Esterhazy - 375.4| 1) Esterhazy 313.4| 1) Esterhazy 455.0
2) Barrhead 234.81 2) Whitecourt 256.3 ] 2) 0l1ds 416.8
Lowest :
1) Drayton Valley-63.6| 1) Neepawa 81.3] 1) Drayton Valley 92.8
2) Biggar -67.7{ 2) Claresholm 91.5{ 2) Coaldale 94.3
Class II
Highest |
1) St.Albert 199.04 1) St.Albert 306.8| 1) St.Albert 240.5
2) Camrose 112.8| 2) Flin Filon 200.1{ 2) Estevan 129.5
Lowest_
1) Flin Flon 79.41 1) Melfort 102.5| 1) Flin Flon 98.5
2) The Pas 89.8| 2) The Pas 1098.0| 2) Melfort 111.7
Class III
Highest
1) Yorkton 120.71 1) Grande Prairie 1u45.9| 1) Grande Prairie 152.5
2)Grande Prairie 118.3| 2) Yorkton 127.1} 2) Swift Current 136.9
Lowest
1)Portage 1a Prairie 1) North Battleford 1) Portage la Prairie
82.2 111.6 110.4
2) North Battleford 2) Portage la Prairie 2) North Battleford
398.8 113.0 117.0
Class IV
Highest
1) Red Deer 115.71 1) Red Deer iu4.4| 1) Red Deer 145.3
2) Prince Albert 96.6| 2) Prince Albert 112.5| 2) Brandon 129.9
Lowest .
1) Moose Jaw 85.0} 1) Moose Jaw 102.7| 1) Moose Jaw 114,22
2) Lethbridge 88.1| 2) Lethbridge 104.5| 2) Medicine Hat 114.5
Class V
Highest
1) Edmonton 122.0} 1) Calgary 151.9} 1) Edmonton 153.6
2) Calgary 117.9| 2) Edmonton 147.6| 2) Calgary 152.9
Lowest
1) Winnipeg 95.6| 1) Winnipeg 109.4| 1) Winnipeg 125.6
2) Saskatoon 109.7| 2) Regina 125.5| 2) Regina 127.2
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AGE GROUP CATEGORIES FOR CENTRES HAVING THE

TABLE II.9 (Cont'd.)

TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST RELATIVE GROWTH (PER CENT) VALUES
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, 1961 TO 1966

AGE GROUP
25 - 64 > 64 Total
Centre % Centre % | Centre %
Class I
Highest
1) Esterhazy 246.1| 1) Nipawin 546.0| 1) Esterhazy 286.4
2) Fort McMurray 232.9| 2) 0ids 510.9| 2) Fort McMurray 220.4
Lowest .
1) Lacombe 71.71 1) Pincher Creek 64.7 | 1) Drayton Valley 87.0
2) Drayton Valley 83.2{ 2) Vermilion 79.5}| 2) Cardston 97.1
Class IT
Highest
1) St.Albert 240.5 1) Flin Flon 142,01 1) St.Albert 239.9
2) Camrose 120.0} 2) The Pas 138.9 | 2) Camrose 120.5
Lowest_
1) Flin Flon 70.7 | 1) Weyburn 75.1| 1) Flin Flon 91.7
2) Weyburn 92.7 | 2) Selkirk '99.0 | 2) Weyburn 98.9
Class III
Highest
1) Grande Prairie 129.9| 1) Grande Prairie 155.2 | 1) Grande Prairie  136.7
2) Yorkton 126.7 2) Yorkton 133.0 | 2) Yorkton 126.5
Lowest_

1) Portage la Prairie 104.0

2) North Battleford

Highest
1) Red Deer
2) Prince Albert

Lowest
1) Moose Jaw
2) Lethbridge

Highest
1) Edmonton
2) Calgary

Lowest
1) Winnipeg
2) Regina

106.9
128.3
104.3

98.1
101.5

126.6
124.7

102.6
111.2

1) Port. l1a Prairie 113.5

2) North Battleford 115.8

Class IV

1) Red Deer
2) Prince Albert

1) Brandon
2) Moose Jaw

Class V

1) Edmonton

'2) Calgary

1) Winnipeg
2) Saskatoon

136.9
119.1

105.4
106.5

125.7

119.7

108.5
115.5

1) Portage la Prairie 105.0

2) North Battleford

1) Red Deer
2) Prince Albert

1) Moose Jaw
2) Medicine Hat
1) Edmonton

2) Calgary

1) Winnipeg
2) Regina
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109.2

133.4
108.7

100.6

105.4

134.1
is2.4

106.4
116.9
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negative growth rate centres decreased from five to four from 1961 to 1966
and from 1966 to 1970. In Manitoba, only Flin Flon had a negative value

between 1961 and 1966. Portage la Prairie and Virden had negative values

for the 1966 and 1970 period} Centres with large increases in growth rates

from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970 include Lynn Lake, The Pas, Claresholm,

Drumhélier and Fort McMurray. See Table II.1 for figures. Lafge decreases
in growth rates from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970 were expsrienced by
Canora, Esterhszy, Red Deer, St. Albert and Whitecourt. By referring to

Map II.1 and Table II.9, it is possible to doﬁpare the highést,and.lowest_
centres for each class within_the total category Qith the 1961 to 1966_mapped
percentsge categories. For example, Esterhasy was the highest Class I centre
and it grew by moré then 10.0% (as seen from the Map). {Draytoanalleybwas

%. However, 1966

the lowest Class I centre and it declined by more than -5.0
to 1971 age group growth rates are necessary for.current trend_analyses.b

The population growth rate for the total population (expressed.as a
percent change) from 1961 to 1965 was mapped on a census division basis. The
percentage change values for each.census division in the Praifig provinces
may be foundvin Table II.10 and a visual portrayal may be found.on Map II.3.

Table II.11. shows | vital statistics. This table ptovides a |
summary of the births and deaths per centre From 1961 through 1966. and
natural increase per 1,000 population values. Table II.12 .shows net migration
values and net migration indices. Map II.4 provides a visual representatiqn
of 'in' and 'out' migration of persons per centre. Several trends are portray-
ed on.this map. Firstly, the generai asstption that large srbah centres are
attracting people is not true for Winnipeg and Moose Jaw where an 'out'
migration of pefsons occurred betﬁeen 1961 and 1966, -Secondly, there are four
main regions of 'out' migration: southern Manitoba west of Wiﬁnipeg, centrsl
Masitoba and Saskatchewan,‘southern Alberta.around Lethbridge'(excluding Taber
and-?ort;MacLeod) and scattered centres in central Alberta. Thirdly, regions
of 'in' migration were eastern Saskatchewan, central Alﬁerta,'(the Edmonton
area) and northern Alberta.

‘Net migration indices, a coefficient‘of net migrstion,dividéd'by

the base population, 1961, were calculated for each centre. -A breakdown -in’
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the provincés between positive éﬁd_nega£ive categories of migration shows
Alberta with the highest positive percentage. Manitoba and Saskatchgwaﬁ‘
centres have almost an equal breakdown betwéen positive and negative migration
categories.

A truer‘picture of migration trends in Prairie centres will Se
| Pevealed when 196§'to 1971 vital statisfics become availablé. Table II.13
shéws the two highest and two 1lowest centres within each population class
in terms of the net migration indices. By comparing this table with the
total column in Table II.9, many Qf the centres in each ;lass have the same
rank in both tables.

Table II.1h4 shows population change and population shift valpes
for 1961 to 1966 and for 1966 to 1970. Tabie IT.15 shows the two highest and
two lowest centrés in each of the five classes of‘centres acc9rding to pbpuj
lation shift from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970. These values show héw
mgch faster &he highest categorﬁ or how much slqwer~ éhe lqwest-categdrj
the population of a cehtre.is changing relative to the overall population
change in fhe Prqirie regibn. Therefore, the fastest growing centres in each
of the five classes for 1961 to 1966 arebESterhazy, Thompson, Grande.Prairie,
Red Deer and Saskatoon, respectively. The growth rates of.Eséerhazyfand Thompson
were very high from 1961 to 1966, namely, 18;;6% and 160.6% respectively.
Grande Prairie, Red Deer and Saskatoon had respective growth rétes of 26.0,
33.4 and 21.3%. The slowest growing centres,'decliping in populatioﬁ if a
negative shift value exists? in each of the five respective classes for?1961
tov 1966 are Drayton Valley (-15.2), Flin Flén (8.2), Portage 1la Prairie
(5.0), Moose Jaw (0.3) and Regina (16.9). Values invbracketé are‘1961 to 1966
growth rates. | |

For 1966 to 1970, the fastest and slowest growing:centres are.éé

follows:
Class  _ o Fastest Growing Slowest Growing
I . Fort McMurray (134.6)% Canora (-11.1)
I - Thompson (108.8) Melville (-5.5)
ITI Yorkton (6.3) Portage la Prairie (-1.9):
SOOIV Lethbridge (6.4) Moose Jaw (-4.1)

v o Calgary (16.6) Edmonton (5.3)

"% Values in brackets aré 1966 to 1970 growth rates.



TABLE II.13

"NET MIGRATION INDICES
(EXPRESSED AS A PER CENT) FOR CENTRES

‘HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST VALUES

ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES,1961 TO 1966

Centre %
Class 1
Highest
1) Esterhazy 156.66
2) Fort McMurray . - 103.28
Lowest .
1) Drayton Valley -34.98
2) Pincher Creek . - -14.35
Class II
Highest : .
1) St. Albert : ‘ 114,26
2) Camrose : 19.09
Lowest _ _
l).Elin Flon - =18.4y
2) Weyburn - - -9.66
Class III
Highest - :
1) Grande Prairie ) 14.89
2) Yorkton ' 14,56
Lowest_
1) Portage la Prairie -4.4l
2) North Battleford -3.04
Class IV
Highest
1) Red Deer - 17.69
2) Brandon -0.86
Lowest
1) Moose Jaw -6.93
2) Lethbridge -4.43
Class V
Highest
1) Saskatoon 8.97
2) Calgary 5.84
Lowest_
1) Winnipeg 1.27

2) Edmonton . 2.93
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TABLE II.15

POPULATION SHIFT FOR CENTRES HAVING THE
TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST VALUES
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, -

1961 TO 1966 AND 1966 TO 1970

1961-1966 1966-1970

Centre . A Shift Value - Centre ' Shift Value
Class I
Highest -
1) Esterhazy 175.2 1) Fort McMurray 130.4
2) Fort McMurray - 114.0 2) Drumheller T T
Lowest_ | :
1) Drayton Valley . -19.6 1) Canora -15.3
2) Cardston . =9.2 . 2) Kindersley & Kamsack -13.8
Class II
Highest : o
1) Thompson 154.3 1) Thompson 104.6
2) St. Albert 133.5 2) The Pas . 39.9
Lowest_
©1) Flin Flon -14.6 1) Melville : -9.8
2) Weyburn ' -7.5 2) Weyburn ’ . =9.5
Class ITT
Highest
1) Grande Prairie - 28.8 1) Yorkton 2.1
2) Yorkton 20.1 2) Swift Current 1.3
. Lowest_
1) Portage la Prairie - -1.3 1) Portage la Prairie © -6.1
2) North Battleford 2.8 2) North Battleford -0.8
Class IV
Highest : :
1) Red Deer 27.1 . 1) Lethbridge 2.1
2) Prince Albert ‘ 2.3 2) Brandon : 1.1
Lowest '
1) Moose Jaw -6.1 1) Moose Jaw ' -8.3
2) Lethbridge & : 1.9 2) Medicine Hat -3.7
Medicine Hat ' T
Class V
Highest
1) Saskatoon - 14.9 1) Calgary ' 7 12.4
2) Winnipeg 13.3 2) Saskatoon 4.1
Lowest _ : :
1) Regina - : ~ - 10.5 1) Edmonton . 1.0

- 2) Edmonton ‘ - 10.6 - 2) Winnipeg i 2.0
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' Mapé II.5 and II.6 illustrate shift values for centres for 1961
to 1966 and fof.19§6 to 1970, respectively. Regarding the regiénal rate of
growth of populatioﬁAin fhe_Prairies, four times és many Prairie Centres?'
experienced a large negaf;ve population shift from 1966 to 1970 than from
1961 to 1966. More Centreé aré having population changes that are less than
the regional rate of gfowth and population change. Conversely twice as.
'many centres had a large positive population shift from 1961 to 1966 than
from 1966 to 1970. Large positive.differences-frbm the regional rate of
population change.are'increaéiﬁg_although-less quickly (one-half) than larée
negative differences are increasing.

‘The Prairie provinces do not all share equally the regional raté
of growth. Population shifts in Manitoba change from a very even disfribution
from 1961 to 1966 to a more specialized one in 1966 o 1970. Shifts ave
concentrated in ‘the size range -4.0to 4.0. In Saskatéhewan‘fhe population Shift
distribution changes from one in which there are more positive changes (1961
to 1966) to one in which the negative population shifts become dominant. In
fact, only.twq centres cﬁanged categories positively, the rest decreaSed.‘g
negatively and a few remained the same. Melfort and Nipawin changed positively.

The population shift distribution iﬁ Alberta éhows somewhaf.mpre
stability between the two time. periods. Twenty-two percent of the centres
show a positiveigﬁange among popﬁlation shift.categories. :Also twenty-two.
percen£ of ‘the centres reﬁain in the same category of pdpulation shift. Most
of these centres are the very rapid growth ones which occupy the Bighesf'
positive shift category of greater than fifteen value of population'shift.
More than one;half of the centfes ;n Alberta experienced é decrease_in \
categories of population shift. Thus smaller population shifts and more
negative ones oécur in the latter half of the lé60's in the Prairie urban.
centres of'2,500'p9pulatioﬁ.

| Unfortunately, no net migration indices ekist for 197;. Shch
indices would permit a comparison of shift and migration of centres in the.
five population‘classes._ For1196l to 1966 values, the highest centre in all

.but'Class'II was the same for shift and net migration - see Table II.32.
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. For the 1961 to 1966 values, several relationships exist betwéén

- population shift and net migration indices.

1. There is a fairly high percentage of centres having both
values of shift and migration in the same category: -

Manitoba 53,84 percent, Saskatchewan 27.27 percent
and Alberta 45.94 percent.

This association is least strohg in Saskatchewan.
2. The number of centres in which the net migration index\figure
is in a higher category relative to the population shift is very small:=

Manitoba 7.69 percent, Saskatchewan 9.08 pércént
' ~and Alberta 0.04 percent.

3. The number of centres with a migration index lower relative .
to the popuiation-shift is the following: -

Manitoba 38.47 percent, Saskatchewan 63.64 percent
and Alberta 54.06 percent. o

.

Iﬁ_these cases the populétion shift is greater than the migration'
index.‘ Theldifférences are offen less than 5 percent ahd.néver‘more than
ld percent éxcept in the case of Rocky Mountain House. This fact'agaih’shows
a strong association betweén_population shift 1961 to'1966 in an'ufban ééntre

as compared to the regional rate of growth and the net migration in the centre.

‘The former is often slightly larger.

Percentage change and population shift for 13961 to 1966 were also.
calculated for each census division in the’threé Prairie pfovincesl(seg
Table II.10). Map II.7‘portrays the census divisien shift pattefns. Alberta
has three positive shift areas, namely: 1.) very large sections of newl& ‘
developed frontier towns, 2.) Sturgeon County and 3.) Red Deer County.
Saskatchewan has. twelve very compact subdivisions that have a positive shift.
They are regularly distributed over the entire province suggesting that thgy

are a form of a higher order service function that can maintain and attract

- population. The smaller size of the census subdivisions in Saskatchewan also

inevitably affects the values calculated for population shift. In Manitoba ,
northern settlements seem to show the greatest positive population shift.

There are seven positive shifts in Manitoba. High negatiﬁe populatidnvShifts
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such as extremes of greater then -30 are few. They are the declining northern
areas and settlements, fop example, resource towns with exploited resource
bases. Sueh centres are often located adjacent to subdiviSione that are.
declining at a soﬁewhat lesser rate that is also-negative.v The pattern of
negative shifts is highly changeable'end not conducive to placing trend lines

particularly in Saskatchewan and Manitoba which have such small census sub-

divisions.,

Labour Force

The poteﬁtial labour force, the number of persons in the fifteen
te sixty—four age‘grouﬁ,'was calculateefkn~eaeh centre for the years 1961 end
1566. fercent distribution for 1961 and 1966, percent change for 1961 to
l966, and percent change of eachbsector‘for 1961 and 1966, were also.calcelated
(see Table II.16).

In‘order to compare centres, the percent change per sector:

1966 minus 1961
1961

of the two highest and two lowest centres of each of the five population

classes was calculated (see Table II.17). Thus the two highest centres in

“each class are those centres with the highest positive percent change in the

15-64 years age!gyoup eector'between 1961 and 1966. Theetwe lowest centres
had the greatest negative percent change;ﬂthe potenfial labour force was
decreasing.

A comparison of Tables I1I.17, II.15 and II.l3; indicates thet the
same centre in each ef Classee I, IIT, &and IV has the highest’percentage
value in all three tables. The centres are Esterhazy, Grande Prairie and
Red Deer, respectively. Therefore, these three centres have the highest -
percehtage ﬁet migration indices, population shifts and potential’labour:fofce
from 1961 to 1966. These centres were the most rapidly growing‘centres, in
terms of population, from 1961 to 1966. At the opposite extreme, the most
rapidiy.declining centfes,‘in terms of net migration indices; population shifts
and potential labour force were Flin Flon, ?ortage la Prai#ie'and Moose Jaw

in Classes II, IIi and IV, respectively.
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POTENTIAL LABOUR FORCE
(15-64 YEARS AGE GROUP) FOR CENTRES
HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST
PER CENT CHANGE VALUES, 1961 TO- 1966,
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES

Centre . % change
Class I
Highest _
1.) Esterhazy 189.27
2.) Fort McMurray 147.39
Lowest_
1.) Lacombe -17.59
2.) Nipawin -12.69
Class II
Highest
1.) St.Albert 140.52
2.) Thompson -112.78
Lowest_
1.) Flin Flon -23.38 .
.2.) Weyburn -2.08 . ' o
Class III
Highest
1.) Grande Prairie 36.35
2.) Yorkton . 26.30
Lowest_
1.) Portage la Prairie 5.82
2.) North Battleford 9.70
Class IV
Highest '
1.) Red Deer 33.14
2.) Prince Albert 8.49
Lowest .
1.) Moose Jaw i 1.96
2.) Medicine Hat 5.39
Class V
Highest -
1.) Edmonton 33.26
2.) Calgary ' 31.02
Lowest_
1.) Winnipeg 7.91

2.) Regina ©15.49
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Map Ii.8 shows thevpercent change in the potential labour force
sector, 1961 to 1966, within five categories. This map illustrates the
values in Tables II.16 and II.l?. Trendsrevident from this map are firstly,
centres west of Winnipeg and north‘tovNeepawa are within the smallest positive.
percentage change category. Secéndly, the resource centres of Thompson and .
fort'McMurray'each had greater fhaﬁ 50 percent increases as did four centres
north of Edmonton - Barrhead, Fort Saskatchewan, Westlock and Whitecourtf

Esterhazy was also in this category.

Labour Force by Occupation

v

As outlined in the Introduction, there are six occupational cate-

gories. Tables II.18 to 1I.22 outline for each centre, the number of

|

persons per category for 1951 and 1961, the percent per category for 1951 and

1961 and the percent change per category between 1951 and 1961.

Map Ii.9 illﬁsfrates the six occupational groﬁpswpef centfe.for‘
1951 to i96L. The use of pié graphs and colour permits a visual comparison
of the percentage distfibutions of each occupation in 1951 and 1961.

Table_II.é? shows the positive or negative percentage change of

each category between 1951 and 1961 for each centre. Therefore, it is possible

to see which centres are increasing or decreasing to the greatest degree within

a particular ocqupation category. Steinbach, for example, increased over ;
65% in every catégbry except farmers, loggers, etc..in which it decreased. 56%.
Barrhead and Fort Saskétchewan increased greatly in all catégories.‘ Melville
decreased in categories one to four and Lacombe decreased in categories two

to five.

Labour Force - Coefficient of Specialization by Occupation

-‘Coeffiéieht of Spécialization values were calculatéd for each
centre using the occupation strugture for 1951 and 1961, with the'baSe popu-
lation being the total Prairie regional population. The coefficient varies
between zero and one with zero being a distribution in an urban centre héving'

exactly the same distribution as the base population. .Since this index is a
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measure of similarity between distributions, it is mainly a relative measure
rather than an accurate predictor of trends. Table II.23 lists the coefficient
of specialization values for 1951 and 1961.

Table II.24 lists the two centres with the highest coefficient
of specialization values (most dissimilar to the Prairie region), and two
centres with the lowest values (most similar to the Prairie region)? for tﬁe
five population classes for 1951 and 1961. Between 1951 and 1961, several
centres changed from very dissimilar to the Prairie region to very similar.
For example, Grande Prairie, Yorkton and Prince Albert follow this pattern.
The opposite trend, from very similar to very dissimilar, was exhibited by
Flin Flon, Portage la Prairie and Moose Jaw. These trends must be viewed

in an intra-class context. Inter-class comparisons of centres are not valid.

Labour Force by Industry

Labour force by industry has four categoﬁies - primary, secondary,
ter£iary and not stated. Tables II.25 to IIL.29 outline (for each centre) the
number of persons per sector for 1951 and 1961, the percent per sector for \
1951 and 1961 and the percent change per sector between 1951 and 1961.

Using percentage values in Table II.29, the two highest and two
lowest centres in each of the primary, secondary and tertiary sectors for each
of the five population classes were determined. Table II.30 lists the centres
in each class and the respective percentage change values between 1951 and 1961.
Observations are as follows. The primary sector decreased in all three
provinces. Manitcoba had the highest rati; of centres, eight éf fifteen,
decreasing in this sector. Caigary increased 165 percent. Saskatchewan centres
showed the greatest decrease in the secondary sector, 48 percent, (eleven of
twenty-three). Class V centres all increased over 40 percent except Winnipeg,
which had a positive 4 percent value. For the tertiary sector, only three
centres in the Prairie region, Neepawa, Biggar and Melville, had percentage
decreases. This sector had the highest percent increase in all three provinces.f

The 1951 to 1961 percentage change values are very limited for

current trend analysis because they are so dated. -As with the 1951 to 1961



TABLE II.24

LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION FOR CENTRES

HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST
COEFFICIENT OF SPECIALIZATION (C.S.) VALUES
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, 1951 TO 1961

1951
Centre

Highest

1) Fort Saskatchewan

2) Biggar

Lowest_
1) Neepawa
2) Kindersley

Highest
1) St. Albert
2) Melville

Lowest
1) Flin Flon
2) The Pas

Highest
1) Grande Prairie
2) Yorkton

Lowest_

1) Portage la Prairie

2) Swift Current

Highest
19 Brandon
2) Prince Albert &
Red Deer

Lowest
1) Medicine Hat
2) Lethbridge

Highest
1) Winnipeg
2) Regina

Lowest
1) Saskatoon
2) Edmonton

1961
C.S.Value Centre
Class 1
.357 1) Lynn Lake
.322 2) Coaldale
.173 1) Vermilion
.180 2) Lloydminster
Class 1II
.330 1) Thompson
.31h 2) Flin Flon
.163 1) Wetaskiwin
. 1865 2) Dauphin
Class III
.316 1) Portage la Prairie
.297 2) North Battleford
.162 1) Yorkton
.269 2) Grande Prairie
Class IV
.306 1) Moose Jaw
2) Red Deer
.298
264 2) Lethbridge
.269 2) Prince Albert
Class V
.328 1) Regina
.312 2) Winnipeg
.303 1) Edmonton
.305 2) Calgary & Saskatoon

C.S.Value,

.376
.266

.059
072

435
.250

.060
.067

.100
. 097

. .036
.0ou8

074
+073

.035
.053

.060
. 0Lk

.001
.032

b1



TABLE II.30

INDUSTRY SECTORS FOR CENTRES
HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST PER CENT CHANGE VALUES, 1951-1961,
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES

TOTAL

Centre

Highest
1) Fort Saskatchewan
2) Pincher Creek

Lowest
1) Neepawa
2) Biggar

Highest
1) St.Albert
2) Estevan

Lowest
1) Melville
2) Flin Flon

Highest
1) Grande Prairie
2) Swift Current

Lowest
1) Yorkton
2) North Battleford

Highest
1) Red Deer
2) Brandon

Lowest_
1) Moose Jaw
2) Prince Albert

Highest
1) Calgary
2) Edmonton

Lowest_
1) Winnipeg
2) Regina

% change

Class 1

272.61
107.08

-5.20

-1.20

Class 11

294.75
90.04

-0.58
4.68

Class III

200.95
56.65

28.10
43,46

Class 1V

151.82

79.14

25.03

34.69

Class V

82.67
82.13

25.58 .
46.66

PRIMARY

Centre

Highest

42

1

%_change»

1) Rocky Mountain House  911.00

2) Barrhead 563.63
Lowest

1) Drumheller -63.67
2) Peace River -58.24
Highest

1) Melville 136.84
2) St. Albert 94, 87
Lowest

1) The Pas -U3.17
2) Wetaskiwin ~40.82
Highest

1) Grande Prairie 307.31
2) North Battleford 80.81
Lowest

1) Portage la Prairie -10.41 -
2) Swift Current L,20
Highest

1) Red Deer 328.00
2) Prince Albert Ug .77
1) Lethbridge -13.84
2) Medicine Hat -2.84
1) Calgary 164,77
2) Saskatchewan 48,01
1) Winnipeg -10.32
2) Edmonton 34.64




TABLE II.30 (Cont'd.)

INDUSTRY SECTORS FOR CENTRES
HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST PER CENT CHANGE VALUES,1951-1961,
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES

SECONDARY
Centre %_Change
Class I
Highest
1) Fort Saskatchewan 564,17
2) Winkler 96.33
Lowest_
1) Biggar -52.68
2) Rosetown -37.90
Class II
Highest
1) St. Albert 345,00
2) Melville 40.62
Lovest_
1) Flin Flon -87.40
2) The Pas ~30.19
Class III
Highest
1) Grande Prairie 129.04
2) North Battleford 3.48
Lowest_
1) Yorkton ~5.83
2) Swift Current -2.76
Class IV
Highest
1) Red Deer 71.40
2) Medicine Hat 24,70
Lowest_
1) Moose Jaw -10.u48
2) Prince Albert 0.36
Class V
Highest
1) Edmonton 79.24
2) Calgary Lg.75
Lowest
1) Winnipeg y,22
2) Regina Ly,02

TERTIARY

Centre

Highest
1)Fort Saskatchewan
2) Barrhead

Lowest_
1) Neepawa
2) Biggar

Highest
1) St. Albert
2) Selkirk

Lowest_
1) Melville
2) Dauphin

Highest
1) Grande Prairie
2) Swift Current

Lowest_
1) Yorkton
2) North Battleford

Highest
1) Red Deer
2) Brandon

Lowest_

1) Moose Jaw
2) Prince Albert

Highest

1) Calgary
2) Edmonton

Lowest__
1) Winnipeg
2) Regina

9
L g

181.87
117.53

_l' 53
-0.29

315.59

109.58

~-12,30
34.13

221.48
76.82
35.28
45.87

167.34

97.57

34.56
42,78

85.55
81.94

33.59
L, 43

43 .
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occupation trends, the 1951 to lQBl‘induétry sector trends will be of more
value following the derivation of 1961 to 1971 trends.

From Table II.30, Grande Prairie ané Red Deer experienced the
highest percent change in all three sectors for Classes III and IVDrespectively.
For Class II, St. Albert was in the highest category for all three sectors
whereas The Pas was in the lowest category for all three sectors. These
observations closely relate to the findings in Table II.17 in which St. Albert,
Grande Prairie and Red Deer had the greatest percentage increase in' the
potential labour force between 1961 and 1966. Map II.8 illustrates these
findings.

. : {

Table II.31 shows the industrial sectors for each centre as a

quotient of each respective province. The values in this table are of use

in comparing each centre with its respective province for each sector.

Prairie Summary

As a summary of the analysis outlined above, Table II.32 is included.
This table lists the two highest and two lowest centres within each of five
population classes for specified topics. The purpose of Table II.32 is to
provide a summary of other tables included in the analysis and to show which
centres dominate each class. Centres which are within the two highest or
two lowest values for several topics help to indicate trends of growth or
decline within such centres.

As an illustration of the relationshipé among the tables, the
centre of St. Albert was arbitrarily chosen. St. Albert, for 1961 to 1966,
had high values in relative growth, net migration indices and population shift.
Thus St. Albert was a centre of 'in' migration and a focal point of population
growth. The potential labour force increased by over 140 percent from 1961
to 1966. All three industrial sectors experienced very large percentage
increases between 1951 and 1961, namely, 95 percent primary, 345 percent
secondary and 316 percent tertiary. Therefore, St. Albert is experiencing a

rapidly growing population and labour force.




CLASS

II.:

III.

Iv.

RELATIVE GROWTH
1961 to 1966

NET MIGRATION INDICES
1961 to 1966

TABLE II.32

SUMMARY OF THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST
CENTRES IN EACH POPULATION CLASS FOR VARIOUS CRITERIA

POPULATION SHIFT
1961 to 1966

POPULATION SHIFT

1966 to 1970

45

POTENTIAL LABOUR
FORCE(1961-1966
% Change/Sector)

Highest
1) Esterhazy
2) Ft.McMurray

Lowest
1) Drayton Valley
2) Cardston

Highest
1) St.Albert
2) Camrose

Lowest
1) Flin Flon
2) Weyburn

Highest
1) Grande Prairie
2) Yorkton

Lowest |

1) Portage la
Prairie

2) North Battleford

Highest
1) Red Deer
2) Prince Albert

Lowest
1) Moose Jaw
2) Medicine Hat

Highest
1) Edmonton
2) Calgary

Lowest
1) Winnipeg
2) Regina

1)

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)

.2)

1)
2)

2)

1)

2)

1)
2)

Esterhazy
Ft.McMurray

Drayton Valley
Pincher Creek

St.Albert
Camrose

Flin Flon
Weyburn

Grande Prairie
Yorkton

Portage la
Prairie
North Battleford

Red Deer
Brandon

Moose Jaw
Lethbridge
Saskatoon

Calgary

Winnipeg

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)

2)

2)

1)

2)

1)

2)

1)

Edmonton

2)

Esterhazy 1)
Ft.McMurray 2)
Drayton Valley | 1)
Cardston 2)
Thompson 1)
St.Albert 2)
Flin Flon 1)
Weyburn 2)
Grande Prairie | 1)
Yorkton 2)
Portage la 1)
Prairie

North Battleforid2)

Red Deer
Prince Albert

Moose Jaw
Lethbridge &

Medicine Hat

Saskatoon

Winnipeg

Regina
Edmonton

1)
2)

1)

1)

1)
2)

Ft. McMurray
Drumheller.

Canora
Kindersley &
Kamsack

Thompson
The Pas

Melville
Weyburn

Yorkton
Swift Current

Portage la
Prairie
N. Battleford

Lethbridge
Brandon

Moose Jaw
Medicine Hat
Calgary

Saskatoon

Edmonton
Winnipeg

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)
2)

2)

1)
2)

1)

2)

1)
2)

1)

2)

1)

2)

1)
2)

Esterhazy
Ft.McMurray

Lacombe
Nipawin

St.Albert
Thompson

Flin Flon
Weyburn

Gr. Prairie
Yorkton

Portage la
Prairie
N.Battleford

Red Deer
Prince Albert

Moose Jaw

Medicine Hat

Edmonton
Calgary

Winnipeg
Regina
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TABLE II.32 (Cont'd.)

LABOUR FORCE
BY OCCUPATION

ug

INDUSTRY SECTORS % CHANGE 1951 - 1961

Highest
1) VWinnipeg
2) Regina

Lowest
1) Saskatoon
2) Edménton

1)
2)

Regina
Winnipeg

1)
2)

Edmonton
Calgary and

Saskatoon

1)
2)

1)

Medicine Hat

Calgary
Saskatoon

Winnipeg
Edmonton

Edmonton
Calgary

1)
2)

1)
2)

ﬁinnipeg
Regina

C.S.VALUES-1951 |C.S.VALUES-1961 PRIMARY SECONDARY TERTIARY
Highest
1) Ft. Saskatch-| 1) Lynn Lake 1) Rocky Mountain | 1) Ft.Saskatchewa 1) Ft.Saskatchewan
ewan House .
2) Biggar 2) Coaldale 2) Barrhead 2) Winkler 2) Barrhead
Lowest
1) Neepawa 1) Vermilion 1) Drumheller 1) Biggar 1) Neepawa
2) Kindersley 2) Lloydminster | 2) Peace River 2) Neepawa 2) Biggar
Highest
1) St. Albert 1) Thompson 1) Melville 1) St. Albert 1) St, Albert
2) Melville 2) Flin Flon 2) St. Albert 2) Melville 2) Camrose
Lowest
1) Flin Flon 1) Wetaskiwin 1) The Pas 1) Flin Flon 1) Melville
2) The Pas 2) Dauphin 2) Selkirk 2) The Pas 2) The Pas
Highest .
1) Grande Prairie| 1) Portage la 1) Gr.Prairie 1) Gr. Prairie 1) Gr. Prairie
Prairie
2) Yorkton 2) N. Battleford 2) N. Battleford 2) N. Battleford | 2) Swift Current
 Lowest
1) Portage la 1) Yorkton 1) Portage la 1) Yorkton 1) Yorkton
Prairie Prairie
2) Swift Current | 2) Gr.Prairie 2) Swift Current 2) Swift Current | 2) N.Battleford
Highest
1) Brandon 1) Moose Jaw 1) Red Deer 1) Red Deer 1) Red Deer
2) Prince Albert | 2) Red Deer 2) Prince Albert 2) Medicine Hat 2) Brandon
& Red Deer
Lowest .
1) Medicine Hat |[1) Lethbridge 1) Lethbridge 1) Moose Jaw 1 1) Moose Jaw
2) Moose Jaw 2) Prince Albert| 2) 2) Prince Albert |2) Prince Albert

1)
2)

Calgary
Edmonton

1) Winnipeg

2) Regina
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Analysis

Table II.33 shows population totals for 1961, 1966 and 1970 and "
percent change from 1961 to 1966 and 1966 to 1970. Bécancour is not discuésed
in the analysis section because of the abnormally high increase in population
between 1961 and 1966 - over 1,000 percent. The following brief discussion
of growth rates considers only 1966 to 1970, since this is the most current
trend. The 1961 to 1966 figureé are useful as comparison values and are
portrayed in Map II.10 plus inset.

From Table Ii.33 and Map II.11 plus inset, the following obseﬁva—-
tions are made. The two areas with the highest percentage growth rates are
the southwést,(Gatineau, Maniwaki, Mont-Laurier and Pointe-Gatineau) and the
centres surrounding Montréal, (Beloeil, Chambly, Iberville, St-Jean and Ste-
Thérdse). There were only seven centres with negative growth rates,(Asbestos,
Drummondville South, Lac-Mégantic, Magog, Noranda, Plessisville and Port-Alfred)
of which no value was greater than -5%. Between 1966 and 1970, the province
of Québec grew at a rate of 10.2%.

Total population statistics show general trends in the growth.or
decline of centres but accurate analysis requires a breakdown of totals into
categories such as age groups, total births, total deaths and migration. Five
specified age groups ave utilized: 0-4, 5-14, 15-24, 25-64 and greater than
64 years. Data within each age group is recorded for 1961 and 1966 (see
Tables II.34 to II.38). For certain centres, the total population figures in
the age group table do not correspond to figures in Table II.33 becau;e of
changes in municipal boundaries between 1961 and/or 1966 and 1970. The age
group statistics do not account for such boundary changes. The figures in
Table II.33 are based on 1966 arcal boundaries for 1961 and 1966 figureé,and
1970 boundaries for 1970 figures.

From Table II.38, it is possible to see which age groupslare incfeés—
ing or decreasing within each centre. Chambly showed the largest increase

(except for Bécancour) in each age group and total of all age groups. The
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data in Table II.38 are quite dated for accurate trend analysis. Such data

will increase in predictive value when the'197l age group figures are available.
Thus the 1966 and 1971 percentage change per age group figures can be calculéted.
Table II.39 provides figures on the relative growth by age group for 1961 to
1966.

As outlined in the Introduction, a population classification was
derived. There are no Class I centres in the Province of Québec. Montréal and
Québec are the only Class V centres. Table IIL.40 shows the relative growth
of each age group for each.clasé of centre between 1961 and 1966, .For each
class of centre and within each age group, as well as the total for:all age
groups, the two highest and two lowest centres of relative growth were recorded.
From Table II.40, one can readily see which centres within each class are
growing most quickly or most slowly. For example, Chibougamau and Chambly\érew
most quickly in all age groups in Classes II and III,respectively.

Maps IT.10 and II.11 and insets show the population growth rates from
1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970, respectively. By comparing the two growth
rate periods, general trends become apparent. Eight centres had negative
growth rates between 1961 and 1966. Seven centres between 1966 and 1870 had
negative growth rates. Centres experiencing large decreases in growth rates
from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970 include Baie-Comeau, Chambly, Chibou-
gamau, Hauterive and Montmagny. See Table II.33 for figures. Centres exper-
iencing large increases in growth rates from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to
1970 include Lachute, Maniwaki, Rimouski, Trois-Riviéres and Val-df'Or. By
referring to Map II.10 plus inset and Table II.40, it is possible to compare
the highest and lowest centres for each class within the total category with
the 1961 to 1966 mapped percentage categories. For example, Chambly and
Chibougamau are mapped in the greater than +10.0 percent category and had high

i
percentage growth rates (188.9 and 86.8,respectively) from 1961 to 1966. But
these centres had much lower respective growth rates from 1966 to 1970, namely,
11.1 and 6.7 percent. Therefore, trend analyses should be based’on the Lgeé
to 1970 period and should be augmented when 1971 Census gge group statistips

become available,
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TABLE IT.u40

AGE GROUP CATEGORIES FOR CENTRES HAVING THE
TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST RELATIVE GROWTH (PER CENT) VALUES
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, 1961 TO 1966

Centre

Highest

! e

1) Chibougamau 164.0

2) St-Georges

Lowest_
1) Mont-Joli

iu7,.1

72,7

2) St-Félicien 75.3

Highest
1) Chambly
2) Montmagny

Lowest_

272.1
165.6

1) Shawinigan S.63.8

2) Asbestos

Highest

6.7

1) Valleyfield 104.9

2) Sherbrooke

Lowest_
1) Shawinigan
2) St-Jean

Highest -
1) Québec
2) Montréal

99.9

71.4
79.2

102.3
101.5

5-14 15-24
Centre % Centre %
. Class 1II
Chibougamau 216.2 Chibougamau 186.6
St-Georges  156.7 St-Georges 182.0
Lac-Mégantic 87.2 St-Georges O. 60.4
Buckingham 96.6  Windsor 102.0
Class II1I
Chambly 300.0 Chambly 332.8
Hauterive 197.6 Hauterive 221.8
Kénogami 93.8 Asbestos 92.0
Magog 95.4 Thetford Mines 106.5
Class IV
Sherbrooke 111.9 Drummondville 132.7
Granby 109.1 Sherbrooke 131.1
Drummondville S4.1 St~-Jérome 70.0
Shawinigan 96.0 Chicoutimi 111.2
Class V
Québec 116.6 Montréal 134.1
Montréal 119.4 Québec 129.7

NN

.53
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TABLE II.40 (Cont'd.)
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AGE GROUP CATEGORIES FOR CENTRES HAVING THE
TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST RELATIVE GROWTH (PER CENT) VALUES
ACCORDING TO -POPULATION CLASSES, 1961 TO 1966

Centre

Highest
1) Chibougamau
2) St-Georges

Lowest
1) Malartic
2) Beauharnois

Highest
1) Chambly
2) Hauterive

Lowest

1) Shawinigan S.

2) Noranda

Highest
1) St-Jérdme
2) Valleyfield

Lowest
1) Shawinigan
2) St-Jean

Highest
1) Montréal
2) Québec

joo

204.2
158.3

90.6
92.9

284, 4
188.7

98.1
98.2

135.7
120.3

95.7
101.0

115.4
113.0

Cap-de-la-Madeleine 119.7

Valleyfield
St-Jérdme

Class V

Québec
Montréal

58.8
63.6

118.4
92.6

> 64 A TOTAL
Centre % Centre %
Class 1II
Chibougamau 431.3 Chibougamau 186.8
St-Georges 225.8  St-Georges 163.6
Mont~Joli . 61.0 Malartic o4, 4
Buckingham 98.1  Buckingham 97 .4
Class IIT
Chambly 225.1  Chambly 288.9
Hauterive 215.4  Hauterive 190.1
Riviére~du-Loup 101.8  Asbestos 95.1
Sorel 110.8 Shawinigan S. © 96.6
Class IV
Shawinigan 123.8  Sherbrooke 113.7

Cap-de-la-Madeleine 109.3

Shawinigan 95.7
Chicoutimi 102.7
Québec 115.6
Montréal 115.5
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The bobulation growth rate for the total population (expressed as E>
percent change) from 1961 to 1966 was mapped on a census division basis. The
percentage change values for each census division in the Province of Québec may
be found in Table II.4l. Map II.12 illustrates these values. The areas exper-
iencing growth rates of greater than 25 percent are the Montréal area, the
north shore of the St. Lawrence River from the Saguenay River north east to
Sept-Eles and south of Riviére-du-Loup.

Table II.42 shows vital statistics. This table provides a summary
of the births and deaths per centre from 1961 thréugh 1966 and natural increase
per 1,000 population values. Table II.43 shows net migration values and net
migration indices. Map II.13 and inset portray 'in' and 'out' migration of
persons per centre. Two regions of 'in' migration are Montréal and surrounaing
centres and the centres on the north shore of the St. Lawrence River from
Québec City to Sept—fles. "out' migration is occurring in the Clay Belt region
(Noranda, Rouyn, Amos, Malartic, Val-d'Or), the Lac St-Jean region, and along
the south shore of the St. Lawrence River from Riviére-du-Loup to Matane. Since
1961 to 1966 viﬁal statistics data are used in compiling Map II.13 and inset,
the most current migration ttrends are not portrayed. Upon availability of fhe
1966 to 1971 vital statistics, more accurate migration trends will be possible.
Table II.44 shows the two highest and two lowest centres within each population
class in terms of the net migration indices. A comparison of fhis table with
the total column in Table IT.40 indicates many éentres in éach class have.the
same rank in both tables.

Net migration indices, a coefficient of net migration, divided by
the base population, 1961, were calculated for each centre. Of the seventy
Québec centres for which net migration indices were calculated, forty—fi&e or

64% had negative indices. The provincial index was -3.52 percent.

Table II.45 shows populétion change and population shift values fdf’
1961 to 1966 and 1966 to 1970. Table II.46 shows the two highest and two lowest
centres in each of the five classes of centres according to population shift
froﬁ 1961 to 1966 and.from 1966 to 1970. These values show how much fas#er

(the highest category) or how much slower (the lowest category) the population
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TABLE TITI.Uuh

. NET MIGRATION INDICES (EXPRESSED AS A PER CENT)
FOR CENTRES HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST
VALUES ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, 1961-1966

Centre %
CLASS II
Highest
1) Chibougamau 45,37
2) Tracy 22.70
Lowest_
1) Malartic -19.43
2) St-Félicien -17.08
CLASS III
Highest
1) Chambly 169.09
2) Montmagny 68.01
Lowest
1) Kénogami . -14.63
2) Asbestos -14.40
CLASS IV
Highest
1) Sherbrooke 3.01
2) Cap-de-la-Madeleine -1.20
Lowest
1) Shawinigan -12.15
2) Chicoutimi -9.92
CLASS 'V
Highest
1) Québec 7.66
2) Montréal 6.15




TABLE IT.u6

POPULATION SHIFT FOR CENTRES HAVING THE
TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST VALUES ACCORDING TO
POPULATION CLASSES, 1961 - 1966 AND 1966 -~ 1970

1961 - 1966

Centre

Highest
1) Chibougamau
2) St-Georges

Lowest
1) Malartic
2) Buckingham

Highest
1) Chambly
2) Hauterive

Lowest
1) Asbestos
2) Shawinigan S.

Highest
1) Trois—Rividres
2) Jonquidre

Lowest
1) Chicoutimi
2) Shawinigan

Highest
1) Québec
2) Montréal

1966 - 1970
% Centre
CLASS 11
76.9 Lac-Mégantic
1u.6 Mont~Laurier
-15.6 Buckingham
-12.5 Terrebonne
CLASS III
179.0 Val-d'Or
80.2 Shawinigan S.
-14.9 Ste-Thérdse
~13.83 Chambly
) Victoriaville
CLASS 1V
7.9 St-Jean
6.0 Trois-Riviéres
-7.2 Jonquiére
-5.6 Cap—de—la—Madeleine
CLASS V
5.7 Montyéal
5.5 Québec

jae

103.6
30.5

= o
N WO

L2.1
40.8 ¢

-34.8
0.9

(@R
w O
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of a centre is changing relati&e to the overall ﬁoﬁulation change in‘tﬁe»Province
of Québec. The fastest growing centres in each of Classes II to V for 1961 to
1966 are Chibougamau (86.8), Chambly (188.9), Trois-Riviéres (2.0) and Qﬁébec
(15.6), respectively. The slowest growing centres (declining in population if
a negative shift value exists) in Classes II to IV for 1961 to 1966 are Malartic
(~5.6), Asbestos (-5.0) and Chicoutimi (2.8) respectively. Class V has only
two centres - Montréal and Québec and therefore no lowest value. Values in
brackets are 1961 to 1966 growth rates.

The shift values for 1966 to 1970 for the fastest and slowest growing

centres are as follows:

Class Fastest Growing Slowest Growing
IT Lac-Mégantic (-1.5)#%% Buckingham® (9.3)
111 Val-d'or (52.3) Ste-Thérése (10.7)
IV St-Jean (29.6) Jonquidre® (11.2)
\Y Montréal (17.3)

Maps II.14% and II.15 and insets illustrate shift values for centres
from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970, respectively. Some of the values for
population shifts in Québec are larger than those for percentage changes in
population. fhus there are extremes of population changes of the selected urban
centres of Québec. Negative population shifts from 1961 to 1966 .are of two
types. Firstly, distinct cell areas of negative population shift are usually
small and well-defined. Some.examples are East Angus, Coaticook, Drummondville,
Maniwaki, Joliette, Beauharnois and Kéhogami. Secondly, there are also areas
of decline that are peripherdl to cells and areas of positive population shifts.
Some examples are St-Georges, Montmagny, the Saguenay Valley and Shawinigan Sud.
Concentrated population shifts of the same value signify highly localized causes
for population decline. Cells of decline almost enciréle Montréal thus perhaps
showing a field of influence. On the other hand, the areas of decline may be
hypothesized to be the origins for the adjacent positive population shift cells,
Possibly the causes for the cells and areas of negative population shift can be

hypothesized to be essentially different.

2.
o

Positive Value
#% Values in brackets are the 1966 to 1970 growth rates.
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Positive population shifts in Québec are very distinctly cellular
with the highest population shift value in the centre of the cells. Examples
and their rates of positive population shift over distance are the following,

(average change is the difference between the highest and lowest population

.shift values over the distance from the highest value to the farthest zero

point in the cell).

Baie-Comeau-Hauterive - 1.54 percent per mile
Montmagny - 1.1l percent per mile

Gatineau - 0.93 percent per mile
Beloeil-Montréal - 1.45 percent per mile
Cowansville - 0.71 percent per mile

i

The higher the rates of decline; the more concentrated the population shift.

No migration indices exist for 1971 and thus no comparison can be
made between shift and migration categories of centres in the four population
classes. For 1961 to 1966 values, the highest centré in all but Class IV was
the same for shift and net; migration indices - see Table II.63,

Percéntage change and population shift for 1961 to 1966 were also
calculated .for each census division in Québec (see Table II:41). Map II.16
illustrates the census division shift pafterns. A comparison of the 1961 to
1966 population shifts and the shifts for the total rural population of census
divisions shows the following trends: -

Firstly, eight centres have strong'out'migration forces such that the
total rural population shift is greater than the population shift of thé urban
centres themselves. These centres are Alma, Joliette, Maniwaki, Nopanda,
Plessissville, Rouyn, Sherbrooke and Thetford Mines.

Secondly, eight centresAhave a moderate to high 'in' migration of
population such that the populatipn shift of the total rural population is much
less than the population of the urban centres. These are highly centralizing
cities such as Beloeil, Jonquiére, Drummondville Sud, Montréal, Québec, St-
Georges Quest, St-Georges and Trois-Riviéres.

Thirdly, the trend of centralization of urban centres is evident in
many other centres too. All centres with a negative difference of at least 10

percent of shift with the rural census division population shift experiences
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. centralizing forces to some extent. There are twenty-one such centres. Those

centres continuing the trend in a slightly 1eés changeable way (by 5 percent)
are eleven in number. Clearly, then, tﬁisAis the major trend.

Fourthly, a number of centres have a.population shift category for 1961
to 1966 shift values that is the same as the rural population shift category.
This indicates a highly similat situation between urban and rural populations
in these cases. Examples are Hull (0.0 to -4.9) and Coaticook (-5.0 to -9.9).
The following centres were in the greater than -10.0 category: Asbestos, Bucking-
ham, Kénogami, Lachuté, Lac-Mégantic, Malartic, Matane, Shawinigan and Windsor.
Centres in positive categories are Granby (0.0 to 4.9), Aylmer (5.0 to 9.9),
St-Georges (10.0 to 14.9) and Montmagny (greater than 15.0). The negative shifts
are more likely to be the same for both urban and rural populations than the
positive since a rapidly declining centre or hinterland is likely to be reflect-
ed in both areas, expecially with a shift greater than -10.0. Montmagny is an
example of a high level of viability with a population shift of the city and

the rural population hinterland a positive number greater than fifteen.

Labour Force

The potential labour force, the number of persons in the fifteen to
sixty-four age group, was calculated for each centre for the years 1961 and 1966.
Percent distribution, 1961 and 1966, percent change for 1961 to 1966, and
percent change of sector were also calculatéd (see Table II.u7).

For comparison purposes, the percent change of sector:

1966 minus 1961
1961.

of the two{highest and two lowest centres of each of the population classes
was calculated (see Table II.u48). Thus the two highest centres in each class
are those centres with the highest positive percent change in the 15-64 year
age group sector between 1961 and 1966. The two lowest centres had the greatest
negative percent change; the potential labour force was decreasing.

From fable IT.48, the centres with the highestipercent increase in
the potential labour force from 1961 to 1966 were Port-Alfred, Chambly, Vallexfield

and Montréal. These centres, except For Port-Alfred for 1961 to 1966. had



TABLE II.Uu8 ' 8

POTENTIAL LABOUR FORCE (15-64 YEARS

AGE 'GROUP) FOR CENTRES HAVING THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO

LOWEST PER CENT CHANGE VALUES, 1961 TO 1966,
ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES

Centre

Highest
1) Port-Alfred
2) Chibougamau

Lowestt_
1) Malartic
2) Windsor and
Farmham

Highest
1) Chambly
2) Hauterive

Lowest_
1) Asbestos
2) Noranda

Highest
. 1) valleyfield
2) Sherbrooke

Lowest
1) Shawinigan
2) Chicoutimi

Highest
1) Montréal
2) Québec

% Change

CLASS II

996.11
98.03

-5.69
0.52

CLASS III

CLASS IV

21.50
17.01

-1.54
6.31

CLASS V

19.85
17.50
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positive growth rates from 1961 to 1966 and from 1966 to 1970. The most rapidly
declining centres in terms of potential labour force are Malartic, Asbestos

and Shawiniganﬁ These three centres were within the two lowest centres category
for relative growth, net migration indices and population shift, 1961 to 1966
(see Table II.63).

Map II.17 and inset show the percent change in the potential.labour
force sector, 1961 to 1966, within five categories. This map illustrates the
values in Tables II.47 and II.U8.

Trends evident from this map and inset are as follows: two reglons
of low percentage change are the Clay Belt certres of Malartic (-6%), Noranda
and Rouyn. The second region is in south-west Québec including the centres:
of Buckingham, Hull, Mont-Laurier and Maniwaki. Regions of high percentage
change include centres surrounding Montréal, for example, Beloeil and Chambly,
and the north shore of the St. Lawrence River - Baie-Comeau and Hauterive. The
Lac St-Jean region has centres with high percentage increases (Alma and Port-
Alfred) and low percentage increases (Bagotville, Chicoutimi, Jonquidre, Kénogami,

St-Félicien and Roberval).

Labour Force by Occupation

As outlined in the Introduction, there are six occupatiocnal categories.
Tables IT.U49 to II.53 outline (for each centre), the number of persons per
category for 1951 and 1961, the percent per'category for 1951 and 1961 and
the percent change per category between 1951 and 1961.

Map II.18 and inset illustrate the six occupational groups per centre
for 1951 and 1961. The use of pie graphs and colour permits a visual comparison
of the percentage distributions of each occupation group between 1951 and 1961.

" Table II.53 shows the positive or negative percentage change of each
category between 1951 and 1961 for each centre. Therefore, it is possible
to see which centres are increasing or decreasing to the greatest degree within
a particular occupation category. Sept~£les increased greatly in all categories,
over 100 percent pér category. Gatineau-also had large percentage increases

except for farmers, loggers, etc. with a value of 7 percent. Chambly decreased
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in four categories and showed increases only in clerical and sales,and farmers,
loggers, etc. For the province of Québec, there were percentage increases in
only two categories; namely, managerial and professional (8 percent) and clerical

and sales (2 percent).

Labour Force - Coefficient of Specialization by Occupation

Coefficient of specialization values were calculated for each centre
using the occupation structures for 1951 and 1961 with the base population
being the Province of Québec population. The coefficient varies between zero
and one with zero being a distribution in an urban centre having exactly the
same distribution as the base population. Since this index is a measure of
similarity between distributions, it ié mainly a relative measure rather than
an accurate predictor of trends. Table II.54 lists the coefficient of special-
ization values for 1951 and 1961.

Table II.55 lists the two centres with the highest values (moét dis~-
similar to the Province of Québec) and two lowest values (most similar to the
Province of Québec) for the four population classes for 1951 and 1961. Between
1951 and 1961, several centres changed from very dissimilar to the province of
Québec to very similar. TFor éxample, Buckingham, St-Hyacinthe and Lachute follow
this pattern. The opposite trend, from very similar to very dissimilar, was
exhibited by Noranda, St-Félicien and Thetford Mines. These trends must be

viewed in an intra-class context. Inter-class comparisons of centres are not valid.:

Labour Force by Industry

Labour force by industry has four categories - primary, secondary,

tertiary and not stated. Tables II.56 to II.60 outline (for each centre) the

number of persons per sector for 1951 and 1961, the percent per sector for 1951
and 1961 and the percent change per sector between 1951 and 1961.
Using the percentage change values in Table II1.60, the two highest

and two lowest centres in each of the primary, secondary and tertiary sectors for



TABLE IT.55

LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION FOR CENTRES HAVING
THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST COEFFICIENT OF SPECIALIZATION
(C.S.) VALUES ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES, 1951 AND 1961

1951 1961
Centre C.S. Value Centre - C.8. Value
Class II
Highest
1) Windsor .296 1) Coaticook .356
2) Malartic ' .291 2) Malartic .354
Lowest
1) St-rélicien . 084 1) Dolbeau . 048
2) Lac-Mégantic .102 2) Buckingham 074
Class III
Highest
1) Gatineau .335 1) Noranda . 226
2) Cowansville .303 A 2) Magog .198
Lowest
1) Noranda .03Y4 1) Chambly .038
2) Thetford Mines .096 2) Joliette .051
Class IV
Highest
1) Vvalleyfield .312 1) Cap-de-la-Madeleine .169
2) Cap-de-la- .302 2) Drummondville .154
Madeleine
Lowest
1) Chicoutimi .131 1) Sherbrooke .026
2) Trois-Riviéres .171 2) Chicoutimi .068
Class V
Highest
1) Montréal .181 1) Québec .068
2) Québec 171 2) Montréal 021
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each of the four population classes were determined. Table IT.61 lisfs the
centres in each class and the respéctive‘percentage change values betﬁeen 1951
and 1961.

Observations are as follows. Percentage changes per sector were
calculated for sixty-four centres. Within the.primary sector, forty-one of the
sixty-four centres, or 64 percent, showed decreases. For the secondary sector,
thirty-five of sixty-four or 55 percent, showed decreases.‘ No centre showed
a decrease in the tertiary sector.

The 1951 to 1961 percentage change values are very limited for current
trend analysis because they are so dated. As with the 1951 fo 1961 occupation
trends, the 1951 to 1961 industry sector trends will be df more value following
the derivation of 1961 to 1971 trends.

From Table II.61, Sept—fles, Drummondville and Montréal experienced
the highest percent change in all three sectors for classes III; IV and V,
respectively. No centre was in the lowest category for all three sectors.

Table TI1.62 shows each industrial sector for each centre as a quotient
of the province of Québec. The values in this table are of use in comparing

each centre with the province for each sector.

Québec Summary

As a summavry of the analysis outlined abbve, Table II.63 %s included.
This table lists the two highest and two lowest centres within each of. four
population classes for specified topics. The purpose of Table II.63 is to provide
a summary of other tables included in the analysis and to show which centres
dominate each class. Centres which are within the two highest and two lowest
values for several topics help to indicate trends of growth or decline within
such centre.

In illustration of the relationships among the tables, the centre of
Chambly was arbitrarily chosen. Chambly, for 1961 to 1966, had high values in
relative growth, net migration index and population shift. A trend of.'in'
migration‘and population growth appears to be evident. The potential labour force

(expressed as a percent change of sector) increased by over 195 percent from 1961




TABLE II.61

"INDUSTRY SECTORS FOR CENTRES HAVING
THE TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST PER CENT CHANGE

VALUES, 1951-1961, ACCORDING TO POPULATION CLASSES

TOTAL

Centre

Highest
1) Port-Alfred
2) St-Félicien

Lowest
1) Malartic
2) Lac-Mégantic

Highest
1) Sept-Iles
2) Gatineau

Lowest

1) Sorel
2) St-Hyacinthe

Highest

1) Drummondville

2) Chicoutimi

Lowest_
1) Valleyfield
2) Shawinigan

Highest
1) Montréal
2) Québec

« % Change

Class II

94,87
74.62

Class III

601.52
106.34

-5.69
0.64

Class 1V

67.00
29.26

5.33
5.97

Class V

36.93
25.20

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)

2)

1)
2)

PRIMARY

Centre

Port-Alfred
Drummondville

Plessisville
St-Georges O.

Sept—fles.
Cowansville

Sorel
Montmagny

Drummondville
St~Jean

Shawinigan

Sherbrooke

Montréal
Québec

% Change

70714
117.24

-83.33
-73.21

554.08
250.00

-90.67
-51.35

117.24
106.45

-86.57

-32.47

55.61
-20.60



TABLE II.61 (Cont'd.)

SECONDARY

Centre

Highest
1) Maniwaki
2) Terrebonne

Lowest
1) Malartic
2) Amos

Highest
1) Sept-Iles
2) Pointe~-Gatineau

Lowest
1) Noranda
2) Matane

Highest
1) Drummondville
2) Granby

Lowest_
1) Valleyfield
2) Shawinigan

Highest
1) Montréal
2) Québec

% Change

107.14
31.70

-48.64
-27.U5

299.41
53.37

-40.93

-34.50 .

41.62
11.13

~24.17
-13.38

18.88
0.54

TERTIARY

Centre

Class II

Port-Alfred
Terrebonne

Mont=Joli
Lac-Mégantic

Class III

Sept—fles
Gatineau

Noranda
St-Hyacinthe

Class IV

Drummondville
Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Trois-Riviéres
St-Jean

Class V

Montréal
Québec

79

% Change

166.03
142.64

8.56
21.48

811.07
276.56

15.00
19.84

101.29
77.62

17.01
33.32

49,26
39.41



RELATIVE GROWTH

TABLE II.63

SUMMARY OF TWO HIGHEST AND TWO LOWEST CENTRES

NET MIGRATION

POPULATION SHIFT

IN EACH POPULATION CLASS FOR VARIQUS CRITERIA CONTAINED

POPULATION SHIFT

- 80

POTENTIAL LABOUR
FORCE (1961-1966

CLASS 1961 -~ 1966 INDICES 1961-66 1961 - 1966 1966 - 1970 % CHANGE OF SECTOR)
II. | Highest
1) Chibougamau 1) Chibougamau { 1) Chibougamau 1) Lac-Mégantic 1) Port-Alfred
2) St-Georges 2) Tracy 2) St-Georges- 2) Mont Laurier 2) Chibougamau
Lowest
1) Malartic 1) Malartic 1) Malartic 1) Buckingham 1) Malartic
2) Buckingham 2) St-Félicien | 2) Buckingham 2) Terrebonne 2) Windsor and
Farnham
IIT. Highest
1) Chambly 1) Chambly 1) Chambly 1) val-d'or 1) Chambly
2) Hauterive 2) Montmagny 2) Hauterive 2) Shawinigan S. 2) Hauterive
Lowest
1) Asbestos 1) Kénogami 1) Asbestos 1) Ste-Thérése 1) Asbestos
2) ShawiniganS. | 2) Asbestos 2) Shawinigan S. | 2) Chambly and 2) Noranda
Victoriaville
Iv. Highest i
1) Sherbrooke 1) Sherbrooke 1) Trois-Riviéres|l) St-Jean 1) valleyfield
2) Cap-de-la- 2) Cap-de-la- 2) Jonquiére 2) Trois-Riviéres | 2) Sherbrooke
Madeleine Madeleing
Lowest
1) Shawinigan 1) Shawinigan 1) Chicoutimi 1) Jonquiere 1) Shawinigan
2) Chicoutimi 2) Chicoutimi 2) Shawinigan 2) Cap-de-la- 2) Chicoutimi
Madeleine
V. |Highest
1) Québec 1) Québec 1) Québec 1) Montréal 1) Montréal

2) Montréal

2) Montréal

2) Montréal

2) Québec

2) Québec



CLASS

LABOUR FORCE BY
OCCUPATION
C.S.VALUES~1951

TABLE II.63 (Cont'd.)

LABOUR FORCE BY
OCCUPATION
C.S.VALUES~1961

- 81

INDUSTRY SECTORS % CHANGE 1951 to 1961

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

TERTIARY

II.

III.

Iv.

Highest
1) Windsor
2) Malartic

Lowest_
1) St-Félicien
2) Lac-Mégantic

Highest
1) Gatineau
2) Cowansville

Lowest_
1) Noranda )
2) Thetford Mines

Highest
1) Valleyfield

2) Cap-de-la-
Madeleine

Lowest_
1) Chicoutimi
2) Trois-Riviéres

Highest
1) Montréal
2) Québec

1) Coaticook
2) Malartic

1) Dolbéau

2) Buckingham

1) Noranda
2) Magog

1) Chambly
2) Joliette

1) Cap-de-la-
Madeleine

2) Drummondville

1) Sherbrooke
2) Chicoutimi

1) Québec
2) Montréal

1) Port-Alfred
2) Drummondville

1) Plessisville
2) St-Georges O.

1) Sept—iles
2) Cowansville

1) Sorel
2) Montmagny

1) Drummondville

2) St-Jean

1) Shawinigan
2) Sherbrooke -

1) Montréal
2) Québec

1) Maniwaki
2) Terrebonne

1) Mont-Joll
2) Lac-Mégantic

1) Sept-Iles
2) Gatineau

1) Noranda
2) Matane

1) Drummondville
2) Granby

1) valleyfield
2) Shawinigan .

1) Montréal
2) Québec

1) Port~Alfred
2) Terrebonne

1) Mont-Joli
2) Lac-Mégantic

1) Sept-fles
2) Gatineau

1) Noranda
2) St-Hyacinthe

1) Drummondville
2) Cap-de-la-

Madeleine

1) Trois-Riviéres
2) St-Jean

1) Montréal
2) Québec
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to 1966. Percentage changes between 1951 and 1961 in thé three industrial
sectors show a trend towards secondary and tertiary activities, The primary
sector decreased 43 percent while the secondary and tertiary sectors increased
37 and Si percent, respectively. Therefore, Chambly is experiencing a rapidly
growing population and potential labour force which appears to be concentrated

in the secondary and tertiary industrial sectors.
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THE DISTANCE DECAY FACTOR AND POPULATION SHIFTS

Population shift values are a basis for categorizing urban centrés.
This classification can then be applied to other demograﬁhiC'measures, fof
example, migration, to determine whether there are common traits among
centres in certain categories of population shift. One measure of increasing
or decreasing populations of centres is the distance decay factor. The
relationship between population shifts and distances to major urban centres
in the Praipies was analysed. Such an analysis is an example of possible
future research with the purpose of determining the growth potential of
urban centres.

The major urban centres in the Prairies ére Edmonton, Calgary,
Regina, Saskatoon and Winnipeg. For each of these centres, population
shifts are discussed for 1961 to 1966 and for 1966 to 1970. The relation-
ship between provincial population shifts and distances to the nearest
major urban centre within each Prairie province was analysed. For Alberta,
the distance was that of all selected centres nearest to Edmonton as
compared to Calgary. For Saskatchewan, nearness to Regina as compared to

Saskatoon was the determining distance factor.

Alberta: Distance to Edmonton

a) Population Shift for 1961 to 1966: The population shift is positive

near Edmonton only to a distance of seventy-five miles from the city. This
measure may be an indication of the area of demographic influence of Edmon-
ton, for example, that no city within seventy-five miles of it and that is over

2,500 population has a growth rate less than the provincial rate of growth.

From seventy-five to one-hundred miles, the population shifts are équally
positive and negative in value. The largest negative population shifts are
found in this distance. The frontier towns form anomalies of very high
population shift ratios, for example, Grande Prairie, Fort McMurray and
Peace River. Negative population shifts past one-hundred miles are relativesx
ly small and positive population shifts past this distance are relatively

high. Perhaps 'out' migration and other possible causes related to -
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population decline are less influential in this area than in the area between

seventy-five and one-hundred miles.

b) Population Shift for 1966 to 1970: The declines in population shift
have formed a denser pattern such that a gradual declining trend is visible.
With increasing distance from Edmonton,the population shift decreases or
increases negatively. There are more centres growing at a rate less than the

provincial rate of growth. Exceptions are the same frontier towns.

Alberta: Distance to Calgary

a) Population Shift for 1961 to 1966: There seems to be a pattern of a

decreasing positive population shift and increasing negative shift of population
with increasing distance from Calgary. Thus towns farther from Calgary are

more likely to have a growth rate that is less than the provinclal rate of
growth.

b) Population Shift for 1966 to 1970: The trend is essentially the same

although there are fewer positive population shift values since the latter have
decreased. There are only a few towns with a middle position positive popula-
tion shift. The essential trend is more gradual. Towns farther from Calgary

have a growth rate that is less than the provincial rate of growth.

Saskatchewan: Distance to Regina

a) Population Shift for 1961 to 1966: With increasing distance from

Regina, the populatién shift becomes a higher positive value. In other words,
the growth rates of centres farther away are more likely to be higher than

the provincial rate of population growth. Kamsack is an anomaly to this trend.

b) Population Shift for 1961 to 1970: The trend is much less dramatic if

visible at all. All centres experience a decline in their population shift.
Several decline a great deal such as Canora, Esterhazy, and Assiniboia and thus

the same trend is absent.
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Saskatchewan: Distance to Saskatoon

a) Population Shift for 1961 to 1966: A gradual trend of an increasing

positive population shift with increasing distance from Saskatoon is present.
Two exceptions are Nipawin and Meadow Lake. An absence of negative population
shifts in centres of 2,500 and over nearest to Saskatoon is noteworthy (up. to

fifty-five miles). All growth is above the provincial rate of growth.

b) Population Shift for 1966 to 1970: A more intensified form of this

trend occurs with the population shifts from 1966 to 1970. There is also a
decline in shift values, as in the centres in the vicinity of Regina,such that
fairly large negative population shifts occur in centres quite near to Saskatoon,
for example, Biggar. The trend is still one of increasing pbsitive population

shifts and decreasing negative ones.

Manitoba: Distance to Winnipeg

a) Population Shift for 1961 to 1966: There is no trend at all that is

related to distance. Shifts are positive except for Winkler, Neepawa, Flin Flon

and Lynn Lake.

b) Population Shift for 1966 to 1970: There is still no trend related to

distance. Shifts have declined and are similar,such that there is a clustering
effect. Between 0.0 to 5.0 and 0.0 to -5.,0, shifts occur regardless of distance.

Frontier towns are major anomalies with high positive shifts, for example, The

Pas, Lynn Lake and Thompson.




POPULATION PROJECTIONS

Methodology

The method used in deriving the projections was to extrapolatg
1976 figures from 1951, 1961, 1966 and 1971 figures for each centre. See Table
TI.64 for actual population values. The 1971 data are taken from 'Preliminary
Bulletins 1971 Census of Canada', Statistics Canada, Bulletins 1-5." By using
irregular curves and graphic representation, the 1951 through 1971 figures

were recorded and extrapolated to 1976.

1976 Projected Populations

Some general observations concerning these projections are as follows:

a) the purpose of the 1976 values is to show thé likely trend of
population growth or decline per centre. Only total population figures were
derived and the width of a pencil line can cause a variance in projected values.

b) for such centres as Drayton Valley and Lachute where the population
increased from 1951 to 1961, decreased from 1961 to 1966 and increased from 1966
to 1971, it is difficult to predict an increase or decrease in the 1976 popula-
tion based solely on graphic techniques.

¢) because of time and manpower restraints, only graphic extra-
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polation could be used. Rough graphs are contained in the Appendix to Chapter IT.

Ideally, several methodologies should be utilized when projecting populations
in order to test results under varying assumptions. Where projections are the

same, the validity of the projection is reaffirmed.

Recommendations

a) More detailed population projections should be undertaken for a
number of selected centres.

b) Population projections are useful in trend analyses if such factors
as age groups, sex, fertility rates, and migration rates can be projected.

Single figures of total populations have a very limited application.




c) The derivation of total population projection figures via graphic
extrapolation is comparable to more sophisticated mathematical techniques. For
example, figures derived by the ManitobavDepartment of Health and Social
Development via mathematical techniques closely approximated the graphically

extrapolated figures. Examples are:

Centre Graphic Manitoba Health
Lynn Lake 4,475 3,636
Steinbach 5,525 5,114
Dauphin 9,050 9,288
Selkirk 9,200 9,611
Portage la Prairie 12,470 13,148
Brandon 31,650 32,761
Winnipeg 558,000 565,071

d) The "component method"lof projecting populations encorporates
‘each component of population change such as fertility, mortality and migration.
Each component is treated separately and the resulting population figures are’
aggregated.

This method has four stages. First, a base population year is
chosen.

Second, " ... projected survival rates by age groups and sex are
applied to the base year population for successive years and the surviving
population at the end of the required period is summed up into the appropriate
age groups."

Third, projected age-specific fertility rates are applied to the
appropriate age groups to obtain the number of births per year. . These births
are then subjected to specific survival rates.

Fourth, net migration is introduced to which fertility and survival
rates are applied. The net migration and natural increase from migration
are added to the population by age groups and sex.

Therefore, the "component method" incorporates anticipated size,
grqwth rate, and age and sex distribution of a population. Such a method will

facilitate economic and social planning.

1. Ontario Government, Dept. of Treasury and Economics, "Preliminary Population
Projections for Ontario, 1971 - 1991", Dec. 1968, pp. 7.



Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Prov.)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Prov.)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks
Calgary
Camrose

* Cardston

Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

T———————— .

* Denotes boundary change since 1966

TABLE II.64

ACTUAL POPULATION FIGURES FOR 1951, 1961,
1966 AND 1971 AND PROJECTED POPULATION FIGURES FOR 1976

1951

20,598
6,007
9,899
1,862
2,895
8,511
6,218
2,155
2,290
3,376
1,746
1,331

356,813

776,541

1,938
2,214
1,568

652
3,935
2,135
2,327
1,755
3,938
1,956
2,919
4,458

214,355
3,050
7,473

17,149

71,319
1,865

53,268
7,458
2,141
7,148
7,074

831,728

1,243
1,648
129,060
4,131
2,487
1,608
806

66
2,601

1961

28,166
7,589
10,546
2,118
2,793
3,197
12,388
8,576
4,145
3,163
4,671
3,449
2,708
2,529
-1475,989

921,686

2,491
2,702
2,177
1,133
7,728
3,215
2,968
2,990
2,723
3,226
4,039
5,191
33,320

3,836
11,230
24,174

112,141

2,450
95,526
12,192

2,402

9,101

9,995

925,181

2,286
2,827
278,975
6,993
2,801
2,516
2,592
3,862
2,931

1966

29,981
8,655
9,674
2,189
3,097
3,229

13,012
9,157
I,648
3,470
5,031
8,989
2,933
2,570

508,759

963,066

2,872
2,755
2,734
3,190
9,062
3,979
2,982
3,534

. 3,304
3,375
4,386
5,690

33,417
3,963

12,262

26,269

131,127
2,658

115,892

14,485
2,914
9,000

12,645

955,344

2,592
3,354
330,575
8,362
2,721
2,569
2,541
3,352
3,574

1971

30,832%
8 ,860:
9,307
3,035
3,276
3,216

12,722
9,158
5,161

3,487
6,072%

16,219
2,778
2,942

534,685

2,609
2,598
2,612
2,886
8,930
3,889
2,779
3,402
3,889
3,426
4,740%
5,243%
31,284%
4,060
12,453
27,613
138,956
2,543
125,079
15 ,048%
2,789%
8,576%
13,149

2,786%
3,999%
400,154
8 ,6L8%
2, 7ul%
2,957%
2,795%
3,916%
5,428%

1976

31,650
9,050
9,125
4,475
3,400
3,300

12,470
9,200
5,525
3,500
7,050

22,400
2,510
3,490

558,000

2,390
1,390
2,350
2,500
8,775

3,900
2,500
3,300
4,400
3,500
5,210
4,975

30,100
4,100
12,600

© 28,700

143,400
2,400

135,000

15,700
2,525
7,800
13,450

2,900
L, u25

475,000"

8,900
2,800
3,600
2,725
3,725
9,100

88



© Alberta - (Continued) ;g5

Edmonton 176,782
Edson 1,956
Ft. Macleod 1,860
Ft. McMurray 621
Ft. Saskatchewan 1,076
Grande Prairie 2,664
Hanna 2,027
Hinton 203
Innisfail 1,417
Lacombe 2,277
Leduc ‘ 1,842
Lethbridge 22,947
Lloydminster " 3,938
Medicine Hat 16,364
Olds 1,617
Peace River 1,672
Pincher Creek 1,456
Ponoka 2,574
Red Deer 7,575
Rocky Mtn. House 1,147
St. Albert 1,129
St. Faul 1,407
Stettler 2,442
Taber 3,042
Vegreville 2,223
Vermilion 1,982
Wainwright 1,996
Westlock 1,111
Wetaskiwin 3,824
Whitecourt 397
TOTAL (Prov.) 939,501

TABLE II.64 (Cont'd.)

1961

337,568
3,215
2,490
1,186
2,979
8,48k
2,645
3,529
2,270
3,029
2,357

35,594
2,944

24,484

2,521
2,730
2,961
3,980
19,612
2,360
4,059
2,908
3,638
3,951
2,910
2,449
3,577
2,092
5,314
1,054

1,331,944

1966

401,299

3,788

2,709
2,614
4,152

11,417
2,633
4,307
2,531
3,085
2,856

37,186
3,767

25,574 -

2,999
4,087
2,882
4,421
26,161
2,446
9,736
3,543
3,988
4,584
3,598
2,685
3,867
2,685
6,008
2,279

1,463,203

- 1971

490,811
3,817
2,725
6,749
5,743

12,797%
2,561
4,916
2,468%
3,407
3,99uk

40,706%
4,653

26,058%
3,378%
4,951%
3,231%
W 422%

27 ,428%
2,975

11,800
4,171
4,106%
4,790%
3,696
2,900%
3,791%
3,265%
6,266
3,200

1976

564,000
3,890
2,800
9,125
7,600

13,650
2,250
5,725
2,300
3,890
5,300

42,350
5,390

26,300
3,790
5,450
3.,900
4,400

27,950

3,600

12,900
4,725
4,325
4,800
3,790
3,125
3,500
3,990
6,350
3,950
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ACTUAL POPULATION FIGURES FOR 1951, 1961,

TABLE II.64 (Cont'd.)

1966 AND 1971 AND PROJECTED POPULATION FIGURES FOR 1976

Quéﬁec 1951
Alma 7,975
Amos 4,265
Arvida 11 R 078
Asbestos 8,190
Aylmer 4,375
Bagotville 1,136
Baie-Comeau 3,972
Beauharnois 5,694
Bécancour . 312
Beloeil 2,992
Buckingham 6,129
Cap-de-la-Madeleine 18,667
Chambly 2,160
Chibougamau -

Chicoutimi 23,216
Chicoutimi N. 3,966
Coaticook 6,341
Cowansville 4,431
Dolbeau 4,307
Drummondville 14,341
Drummondville S. -

Farnham 4,926
Gatineau 5,771
Granby 21,989
Grand'Mére 11,089
Hauterive 283
Hull 43,483
Iberville 5,185
Joliette 16,064
Jonquiére 21,618
Kénogami 9,895
Lachute 6,179
Lag-Mégantic 6,164
La Tuque 9,538
Magog 12,423
Malartic 5,983
Maniwaki 3,835
Matane 6,345
Mont-Joli 4,938
Mont-Laurier 4,701
Mon tmagny 5,844
Montréal 1,471,851
Noranda 9,672
Plessisville 5,094
Pointe-Gatineau 3,874
Port-Alfred 3,937
Québec 276,242
Rimouski 11,565
Rividre-du-Loup 9,425

1961

20,124
6,080
14,789
11,083
6,286
5,629
7,956
8 ,70u
716
7,069
7,121
26,925
3,737
4,765
31,657
11,229
6,906
7,050
6,052
27,909
7,305
6,354
13,022
31,463
15,806
5,908
56,929
7 4588
18,446
28,588
11,871
10,517
7,015
13,023
13,139
6,998
6,349
10,962
6,178
5,859
6,850
2,110,679
11,477
6,570
8,854
9,066
357,568
19,057
10,835

1966

22,195
6,838
15,342
10,534
7,231
5,876
12,236
8,810
8,336
10,152
7,227
29,113
10,798
8,902
32,526
12,814
6,984
10,692
6,630
29,216

8,725

6,752
17,727
314,349
16,1407
11,366
60,176

8,100
19,188
29,663
11,534
10,215

6,958
13,554
13,797

6,606

6,40
11,109

6,366

6,140
12,241

2,436,817
11,521

7,238
11,053

9,551

118,397
20,330
11,637

% Denotes boundary change since 1966

1971

22,353
6,845
18,433
9,760%
7,160
6,019
12,108
8,141
8,163
12,248
7 ,267%
31,120
11,466
9,741
32,990
14,058%
6,566
11,906
7,656
31,537%
9,003
6,U462%
22,356%
33,958%
17 ,1hb%
13,204
62,842%
9,300%
19,497%
28,080%
10,955
11,789
6,756
13,071
13,280
5,357%
6,U457%
11,826
6,707
8,196%
12,378
2,720,413
10,670
7 ,22u%
15,607%
9,191
‘476,232
26 ,546%
12,423

1976

22,400
6,900
19,800
8,350
7,000
6,225
12,025
7,400
7,900
14,100
7,300
32,400
11,825
10,300
33,225
15,000
5,700
13,025
8,725
34,200
9,250
6,075
25,400
34,600
17,400
14,000
65,200
9,900
19,700
27,000
10,400
12,100
6,550
12,200
12,925
3,950
6,500
15,220
7,200
10,025
12,400
2,987,000
11,875
7,125
17,275
8,600
515,000
29,800
13,100



Québec - (Continued)

1951

Roberval 4._897
Rouyn 14,633
Ste-Agathe 5,169
St-Félicien 2,656
St-Georges 2,657
St-Georges O. 2,691
St-Hyacinthe 20,236
St-Jean 19,305
St~Jérdme 17,685
Ste-Thérdse 7,038
Sept- Iles 1,866
Shawinigan .26,903
Shawinigan S. 6,637
Sherbrooke 50,543
Sorel 14,961
Terrebonne 3,200
Thetford Mines 15,095
Tracy ' -

Trois-Rividres 46,074
Val-d'Or 8,685
Valleyfield 22,41k
Victoriaville 13,124
Windsor B 71k
TOTAL  (Prov.) 4,055,681

TABLE II.64 (Cont'd.)

196l

7,739
18,716
5,725
5,133
5,365
4,755
22,763
27,006
24,546
11,771
14,196
32,169
12,683
66,554
17,147
6,207
21,618
8,171
56,413
10,983
27,297
18,084
6,589

5,259,211

1966

8,552
18,581
6,010
5,104
6,680
5,538
28,781
27,784
26,511
15,628
18,950
30,777
12,250
75,690
19,021
7,480
21,614
10,918
57,540
12,147
29,111
23,683
6,496

6,371,032

1971

8,286
17,804
5,525%
4,955
7,570
6,002
24 ,192%
32,48u%
26,131%
17,161%
24,289%
27,502
11,452
80,457
19,317
9,208
21,662%
11,845
55,240
17 ,419%
29,776%
22,088%
6,047

1976

8,000
17,500

5,300

4,610

8,450

6,275
24,400
35,600
26,025
17,900
27,500
23,600
10,350
85,600
19,425
11,300
21,800
12,590
52,950
19,400
30,200
20,200

5,530
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TABLE II.1

Population 1961, 1966, 1970 and Percentage Change (Growth Rate) 1961 to 1966

and 1966 to 1970,

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

1961

Population

28,166
7,589
10,546
2,118
2,793
3,197
12,388
8,576
4,145
3,163
4,671
3,449
2,708
2,529
475,989

921,686

2,491
2,702
2,117
1,133
7,728
3,245
2,968
2,990
2,723
3,226
4,089
5,191
33,320

3,836
11,230
2,174

112,141

2,450
95,526
12,192

2,402

9,101

9,995

925,181

2,286
2,827
278,975
6,993
2,801
2,516
2,592
3,862

2,931

1966
Pop.

29,981
8,655
9,874
2,189
3,097
3,229

13,012
9,157
4,648
3,470
5,031
8,989
2,933
2,570

508,759

963,066

2,872
2,755
2,734
3,190
9,062
3,979

2,982 .

3,534
3,304
3,375
4,386
5,690
33,417
3,963
12,262
26,269
181,127
2,658
115,892
14,485
2,914
9,000
12,645

955,344

2,592
3,354
330,575
8,362
2,721
2,569
2,514
3,352
3,574

13870 -
Pop.

31,573
9,096
9,918
3,266
3,281
3,272

12,757
9,298
4,890
3,611
7,249

18,769
2,927
3,057

540,377

1,000,069

2,603
2,568
2,431
3,301
9,247
3,929
2,696
3,196
3,857
3,408
4,903
5,375

32,051

4,179
12,679
27,487

141,020
2,493
125,598
15,288

2,727

8,525
13,440

948,370

2,718
3,743
385,436
8,892
2,721
3,350
2,541
3,471

5,240

Per Cent Per Cent

Change Change
1961 to 1966 to
1966 1970
6.4 5.3
i4.1 5.1

- 8.2 2.5

3.4 49.1
10.1 5.9
1.0 1.3
5.0 - 1.9 —
6.8 1.5
12.1 5.2
9.7 h.1
7.7 Hu .l
160.6 108.8
8.3 - 0.2
1.6 18.9
6.8 6.2
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TABLE II.1 (Cont'd.)

1961
Population

Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer
Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Province)

337,568
3,215
2,490
1,186
2,979
8,u8u
2,6U5
3,529
2,270
3,029
2,357
35,594
2,944
2U , 48l
2,521
2,730
2,961
3,980
19,612
2,360
4,059
2,908
3,638
3,951
2,910
2,449
3,577
2,092
5,314
1,054

1966
Pop.

401,299
3,788
2,709
2,614
4,152

11,471
2,633
4,307
2,531
3,035
2,856

37,186
3,767

25,5704
2,999
4,087
2,882
4,421

26,171
2,446
9,736
3,543
3,988
4,584
3,598
2,685

3,867
2,685
6,008
2,279

1,331,944 1,463,203

1970
Pop.

422,418
3,872
2,640
6,132

5,302
12,054
2,539
L,461
2,350

3,228 -

3,779
39,552
4,318
25,713
3,405
5,384
3,223
4,554
26,907
2,802
10,530
4,051
4,381
4,691
3,776
2,685
3,735
3,103
6,156
2,894

1,576,549

Per Cent Per Cent
Change
1966 to

Change
1961 to

1966
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T

TABLE II.2 95

Population by Specified Age Groups, for Centres, 1961 |

Manitoba 04 5-14 15-24  25-64 >6U Total
Brandon 2,943 5,097 3,751 12,908 3,467 28,166
Dauphin 777 1,452 1,093 3,204 848 7,374
Flin Flon : 1,270 1,103 1,664 6,209 300 10,546
Lynn Lake 343 42U 362 976 13 2,118
Morden 285 56L 42U 1,154 366 2,793
Neepawa 275 642 -363 1,357 560 3,197
Portage la Prairie 1,507 2,362 2,132 5,234 1,153 12,388
Selkirk 96U 1,712 1,157 3,919 82U 8,576
Steinbach 512 821 634 1,441 331 3,739
Swan River 419 685 4u9 1,306 304 3,163
The Pas 699 1,103 638 1,915 316 4,671
Thompson 391 465 U6 1,637 10 3,449
Virden 305 548 344 1,158 353 2,708
Winklerp 272 537 403 960 357 2,529
Winnipeg 52,872 90,489 66,856 222,870 42,902 475,989
TOTAL (Centres) 63,834 108,004 81,216 266,248 52,104 571,406
Saskatchewan

Assiniboia 281 HU6 323 989 u52 2,491
Biggar 371 563 306 1,118 344 2,702
Canora 201 348 309 939 320 2,117
Esterhazy 130 216 131 503 134 1,114
Estevan 1,231 1,562 1,150 3,209 576 7,728
Humboldt 462 . 652 476 1,291 364 3,245
Kamsack 297 61l 325 1,303 429 2,968
Kindersley . 396 580 420 1,220 374 2,990
Lloydminster , 352 60U 361 1,065 341 2,723
Meadow Lake 381 675 373 1,086 288 2,803
Melfort 436 796 630 1,6u46 531 4,039
Melville 631 1,135 606 2,269 550 5,191
Moose Jaw 3,918 6,629 4,543 14,178 3,938 33,206
Nipawin 4u46 786 542 1,949 113 3,836
Battleford 1,482 2,285 1,761 4,680 1,022 11,230
Prince Albert 3,181 5,140 3,536 10,251 2,060 24,168
Regina 14,255 21,077 18,256 50,198 8,355 112,14l
Rosetown 29y 520 381 1,006 249 2,450
Saskatoon 12,448 18,071 15,002 41,321 8,684 . 95,526
Swift Current 1,508 2,477 1,757 5,189 1,255 12,186
Tisdale 274 468 359 993 308 2,402
Weyburn 932 1,471 1,232 4,204 1,262 9,101
Yorkton 1,101 1,868 1,646 4,355 1,025 9,995
TOTAL (Centres) 45,008 68,983 54,425 154,962 32,974 356,352
Alberta

Barrhead 279 w72 333 964 238 2,286
Brooks 376 602 418 1,165 266 2,827
Calgary 33,426 47,695 33,575 116,554 18,391 249,641
Camrose 760 1,239 1,038 2,661 1,241 6,939
Cardston 365 658 u56 1,000 322 2,801
Claresholm 225 u37 282 967 232 2,143
Coaldale 290 555 384 1,106 257 2,592
Drayton Valley 852 859 570 1,5u2 31 3,854

Drumheller 331 529 392 1,314 367 2,931



Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler
Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Centres)

0-1

36,919
421
314
196
401

1,313
327
651
271
317
302

4,183
388

2,866
331
403
459
523

2,619
384
827
uyl
L8y
436
306
291
Y7y
225
674
183

94,790

TABLE II.2 (Cont'd.)

5-14

55,640
742
497
310
655

1,836
573
g2l
465
618
590

7,482
671

4,856
477
562
587
880

L,22u
180
927
653
772
987
562

457
723
380

1,085

215

142,621

15-24

41,630
uL7
327
158
Lou

1,347
326

543"

357
433
315

L,827
1§21

3,387
113
401
uu3
537

3,348 .

337
L25
L03
516
538

393"

368
544
269
710
183

101,822

25-64

128,791
1,375
1,034

456
1,367
3,374
1,112
1,477

931

1255

998

15,751
1,215
10,791
1,457
1,060
1,220
1,645
8,333
951
1,633
1,055
1,472
1,663
1,575
967
1,276
737
2,210
L3

325,332

? 6y

18,047
213
318

66
145
ug2
307

31
2u6
Lo6
151

3,211
© o 2u9
2,584

55
117
252
353

1,088
208
2u7

271

394
327

72
366
334
2217
621

30

52,603

Total

281,027
3,198
2,490
1,186
2,972
8,352
2,645
3,529
2,270
3,029
2,356

35,454
29U
2l , 48L
2,433
2,543
2,961
3,938
19,612
2,360
4,059
2,823
3,638
3,951
2,908
2,149
3,351
1,838
5,300
1,054

717,168
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Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (centres)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Centres)
Alberta
Barrhead

Brooks

Calgavy
Camrose

" Cardston

Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumhealler

R

e

TABLE II.3

FOR CENTRES, 1961

0-4 - 5-1L

5 18.1

.5 19.7
.0 10.5
6.2 20.0
0.2 20.2
8.6 20.1
2.2 19.1
1.2 20.0
3.7 22.0
3.3 21.7
5.0 23.6
1.3 13.5
1.3 20.2
0.8 21.2
1.1 19,0
11.2 18.9
11.3 17.9
13.7 20.8
9.5 16.4
11.7 19.4
15.9 20.2
4.2 20.1
10.0 20.7
13.2 19.4
12.9 22.2
13.6 2u.1
10.8 19.7
12.2 21.9
11.8 20.0
11.6 20.5
13.2 20.4
13.2 21.3
12.7 18.8
12.0 . 21.2
13.0 18.9
12.4 20.3
11.4 19.5
10.2 16.2
11.0 18.7
12.6 19.4
2 20.7
13.3 21.3
13.4 - 19.1
11.0 17.9
13.0 28.5
10.5 - 20.4
11.2 21.4
22.1 22.3
11.8 18.0

PER CENT BY SPECIFIED AGE GROUP,

15-24

13.3
lu4.8
15.8
17.1
15.2
11.4
17.2
13.5
17.0
4.2
13.7
27.4
12.7
15.9
4.1

14,2

13.0
11.3
14.6
11.8
1.9
4.7

L 11.0

u.1
13.3
13.3
15.6
11.7
13.7
4.1
15.7
14.6
16.3
15.6
15.7
1h.4
15.0
13.5

.16.5

15.3

14.8
13.5
4.9
16.3
13.2
1.8
14.8
13.4

25-64

us5.8
43.5
58.9
46.1
41.3
u2.4
b42.2
45.7
38.4
41.2
40.9
47.5
42.8
38.0

46.8

46.6
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Aiberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Centres)

TABLE II.3 (Cont'd.)

(N

13.1
13.2
12.6
16.5
13.5
15.7
12.4
18.5
11.9
10.5
12.8
11.8
13.2
11.7
13.6
15.9
15.5
13.3
13.4
16.3
20.4
15.6
13.3

11.0
©10.5

11.9
4.2
12.2

12.7

17.4

13.2

=
o

15-2U
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25-64 > B4
45.9 6.
42.9 6.
41.5 12
38.5 5.
46.0 Y,
40 .4 5
42.0 11.
41.8 0.
41.1 10,
U1.4 13.
42,4 6.
uh. 4 9.
41.2 8.
44,1 10.
59.9 2.
41.6 T
41,2 8.
41.7 9.
42,4 5.
40.3 8.
40,2 6.
37.4 9.
40.5 10.
42.1 8.
54,2 2.
39.5 14,
38.0 10
40.1 12.
41.7 11.
41.9 2.
45.3 7.4
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TABLE II.u

Population by Specified Age Groups, for Centres, 1966

Manitoba .
R o-4 5-14 15-24 25-
Brandon 2,822 5,509 4,874 13,
Dauphin 855 - 1,789 1,342 3,
Flin Flon 1,009 2,207 1,642 4,
Lynn Lake N/A

Morden ' 306 613 485 1,
Neepawa 258 522 188 1,
Portage la Prairie 1,238 2,670 2,353 5,
Selkirk oLy 1,968 1,467 3,
Steinbach 545 1,053 860 1,
Swan River 361 737 577 1,
The Pas 628 1,203 748 2,
Thompson N/A

Virden 2U2 591 432 1,
Winkler 234 499 yiy
Winnipeg 50,552 99,016 83,996 228,
TOTAL (Centres) 59,994 118,377 99,678 269,
Saskatchewan

Assiniboia 266 555 430 1,
Biggar 251 636 - 36u 1,
Canora 268 477 386 1,
Esterhazy 488 667 596 1,
Estevan L, 2u1 2,087 1,489 3,
Humboldt 486 812 652 1,
Kamsack 233 574 394 1,
Kindersley 403 . 739 631 1,
Lloydminster 386 704 612 1,
Meadow [Lake 431 794 531 1,
Melfort' 458 816 704 1,
Melville 514 1,217 8ul 2,
Moose Jaw 3,331 6,805 5,186 13,
Nipawin 392 779 559 1,
Battleford 1,464 2,549 2,061 5,
Prince Albert 3,073 '5,785 4,267 10,
Regina 15,713 26,449 23,217 55,
Rosetown 281 521 501 1,
Saskatoon 13,657 23,478 21,044 47,
Swift Current 1,613 2,981 2,406 5,
Tisdale 272 546 521 1,
Weyburn 1,015 1,714 1,427 3,
Yorkton ‘ 1,329 2,374 2,060 4,
TOTAL  (Centres) 47,565 84,059 70,879 171,
Alberta

Barrhead A . 255 48l Lu8

Brooks 384 686 552 1,
Calgary 39,419 72,438 51,339 145,
Camrose 857 1,617 1,215 3,
Cardston 253 682 Y
Claresholm 196 400 355 1,
Coaldale 229 604 362 -1,
Drayton Valley 542 952 529 1,
Drumheller 345 707 541 1,

6L

121
668
390

227
312
Y2
962
720
387
013

206.

985
646

079

085
116
1987
238
5981
501
276
359
24y
227
745
408
901
616
005
690
840
067
686
969
182

896

419

368

989
383
367
192
942
128
029
283
498

> 64

3,655
1,001
426

466
6U9
1,309
816
470
408
439

462
438
46 ,5uU9

57,088

526
388
406
201

654

528
505
102
358
392
663
710
4,194
. 817
1,183
2,454
9,908
288
10,027
1,516

393 .

9u8
1,363

38,624

419
349
22,012
1,481
397
490
317

146

483

99

Total

29,981
8,655
9,674

3,097
3,229
13,012
9,157
4,6L8 '
3,470
5,031

2,933
2,570
508,759

604,216

2,872
2,755
2,734
3,190
9,062
3,979
2,982
3,534
3,304
3,375
4,386
5,690
33,417
3,963
12,262
26,269
131,127
2,658
115,892
14,485
2,914
9,000
12,645

412,495

2,592
3,354
330,575
8,362
2,721
2,569
2,541
3,352
3,574




0-4

Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
rt. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
01ds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Centres)

45,0u6
480
299
423

415
1,553

265
666
285
297
334

3,685
459

2, 54U
325
607
319
459

3,081

346
1,646
503
4u3
e
356
290
uyl
306
636
368

109,801

TABLE TT.4 (Cont'd.)

5-14

82,117
95
622
595
853

2,679
566
1,174
540
577
680
7,818
806
5,212
683
889
671
993
6,099
557

2,844

865
881
1,060
667
520
873
554
1,280
551

203,668

15-24

64,052
579
386
457
808

2,054
386
653
396
u76
397

5,937
6L0

3,877
w71
797
nu7
672

4,864
369

1,022
508
657
763

Buo

uy2
580
466
893
374

150,653

. 25-64

163,0L5
1,513
1,045
1,062
1,870
4,383
1,068
1,761
1,028
1,211
1,192
15,980
1,479
11,0865
1,239

- 1,618
1,282
1,803
10,688
- 950
3,928
1,282
1,592
1,835
1,769
1,069
1,535
1,064
2,494
938

399,599

> 64

22,665

271

357
77
206
718
3ug
53
282
u7u
253
3,766
383
2,876
281
176
163

noy -

1,489
221
296
385
485
432
36k
364
1438
295
705

ug

65,392

Total

376,925
3,788
2,709
2,614
4,152

11,417
2,633
4,307
2,531
3,035
2,856

37,186

3,767

25,574
2,999
4,087
2,882
021

26,171
2 ,LU6
9,736
3,543
3,988
4,584
3,598
2,685
3,867
2,685
6,008
2,279

929,113 .

- 100




TABLE II.5 | o | 101

PER CENT BY SPECIFIED AGE GROUP,
FOR CENTRES, 1966

Manitoba o-U 5-14 15-2y 25-64 > 64
Brandon 9.4 18.4 16.3 43.7 12.2
Dauphin 9.9 20.7 15.5 2.3 11.6
Flin Flon 10.4 22.8 17.0 5.4 h.h
Lynn Lake N/A
Morden 9.9 19.8 15.7 39.5 15.1
Neepawa 8.0 16.2 15.1 40.6 20.1
Portage la Prairie 9.5 20.5 18.1 41.8 10.1
Selkirk 10.3 21.5 16.0 43.3 8.9
Steinbach 11.7 22.7 "18.5 37.0 10.1
Swan River 10.4 21.2 16.6 40.0 11.8
The Pas 12.5 23.9. in.9 0.0 8.7
Thompson N/A
Virden 8.3 20.2 4.7 41.0 15,8
Winkler 9.1 19.4 16.1 38.u 17.0
Winnipeg 9.9 19.5 16.5 44,9 9.2
TOTAL (Centres) 9.9 - 19.6 16.5 44,5 9.5
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia 9.3 19.3 15.0 38.1 18.3
Biggar 9.1 23.1 13.2 40.5 1.1 '
Canora 9.8 17.5 14,1 43,7 4.9
Esterhazy 15.3 20.9 18.7 38.8 6.3
Estevan 13.7 23.0 16.4 39.7 7.2
Humboldt 12.2 20.4 16.4 37.7 13.3
Kamsack 7.8 19.3 13.2 42.8 16.9
Kindersley 11.4 20.9 17.9 38.4 11.4
Lloydminster 11.7 21.3 18.5 37.7 10.8
Meadow Lake 12.8 23.5 15.7 36.4 11.6
Melfort 10.4 18.6 16.1 39.8 15.1
Melville 9.0 21.4 14.8 42.3 12.5
Moose Jaw 10.0 20.4 15.5 41.5 12.6
Nipawin 9.9 19.7 4.1 40.7 15.6
Battleford 11.9 20.8 16.8 40.8 9.7
Prince Albert 1.7 22.0 16.2 40.8 9.3
Regina 12.0 20.2 17.7 42.5 7.6
Rosetown 10.6 19.6 18.9 40.1 10.8
Saskatoon 11.8 20.2 18.2 41.1 8.7
Swift Current 11.1 20.6 16.6 41,2 10.5
Tisdale 9.3 18.7 17.9 40.6 13.5
Weyburn 11.3° 19.0 15.9 43.3 - 10.5
Yorkton 10.5 18.8 16.3 43.6 10.8
ToTAL (Centres) 11.5 20,4 17.2 41.5 9.4
© Alberta
Barrhead 9.8 18.6 17.3 38.1 16.2
Brooks 11.5 20.5 16.5 41.1 10.4
Calgary 11.9 21.9 15.5 . 44,0 6.7
Camrose 10.3 19.3 m.5 38.2 17.7
Cardston 9.3 25.1 6.4 34.6 14.6
Claresholm 7.6 15.6 13.8 43.9 19.1
Coaldale 9.0 23.8 14.3 4o.4 12.5
Drayton Valley 16.2 28.4 15.8 38.2 1.4
9.7 19.8 15.1 41.9 13.5

Drumheller




Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Centres)
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TABLE II.5 (Cont'd.)

22.5
23.3
22.8
29.2
24 .4
20.3

23.1
18.5
19.4
22.6
20.6
21.3
24,2

21.9

15-24

17.0
15.3

< 1n.3

17.5
19.5
18.0
4.7
15.2
15.7
15.7
13.9
16.0
17.0
15.2
15.7
19.5
15.5
15.2
18.6
15.1
10.5
14.3
16.5
16.6
2.3
16.5
15.0
17.4
14.9
16.4

16.2
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TABLE II.6

Population by Specified Age Groups, for Centres, 1970

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Centfes)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboila
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Centres)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

0-4

2,482
698
795
u8Y
257
205

1,088
761
541
302
785

2,729
225
303

41,527

53,182

182
172
179
u37
921
366
185
305
108
322
458
103
2,516
340
1,177
2,714
13,867
229
12,307
1,430
222
779
1,245

41,264

5-14

6,074
1,862
2,062
678
608
525
2,780
2,048
1,063

765

1,659
3,370
533
620
97,387

122,034

198
596
431
762
2,255
881
166
732
827
8l
995
1,058
6,669
8ou
2,854
6,331

29,770

542
26,330
3,203
513
1,813
2,737

91,928

15-24

5,817
1,437
2,060
707
517
497
2,266
1,659
979
639
1,401
5,501
u91
542
95,587

120,100

398
Lou
319
505
1,582
625
425
566
783
576
810
882
5,709
654
2,272
4,789
26,371
437
21,136
2,791
y77
1,504
2,211

79,246

25-64

13,673
3,869
4,409
1,356
1,337
1,343
5,234
4,020
1,814
1,443
2,894
7,065
1,210
1,162

215,194

266,023

999
1,048
. 1,060
1,333
3,758
1,472
1,105
1,281
1,460
1,150
1,963
2,227
13,028
1,669
5,013
11,090
59,915
1,013
52,295
6,256
1,104
3,784
5,712

179,735

> 64

3,527
1,230
592
b1
562
702
1,389
810
193
462
510
104
168
430
50,183

61,503

526
u18
Bu2
261
731
585
515
312
379
119
677
805
1,129
692
1,363
2,563
11,097
272
10,530
1,608
u1l

SESE

1,535

40,918

PRy -

Total

31,573
9,096
9,918
3,266
3,281
3,272

12,757
9,298
4,890
3,611
7,249

18,769
2,927
3,057

199,878

622,842

2,603
2,658
2,431
3,301
9,247
3,929
2,696
3,196
3,857
3,408
4,903
5,375
32,051

4,179
12,679
27,487

141,020
2,493

125,598

15,288
2,727
8,525

13,440

433,091

. .103
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13.4

76.1
31.

2.6
18.7

34.5

1.9

2.1
17.3

Barrhead
Brooks

18.6

2

32.1

1u4.0

24,7 19.7 32.4
©20.5

52.9

51.9

Calgary
Camrose

30.5 17.1 20.0 19.3

12.8
"8007

~-2.0 -5.8 23.3 -2.9
16.7 111.2

3.7
~-8.5

Cardston

Claresholm
Coaldale

19.9

18.8

-12.9
-21.0

-2.0
-1350‘

-5.7 =7.0 23.4
-16.8

8.8
10.8

~36. 1 -7.2 ug . u

Drayton Valley
Drumheller

38.0 14.0 31.6 21.9

34.2

.2




TABLE II.7 (Cont'd.)

Alberta - (Continued) Q< 5-1k

Edmonton 22.0 47.6
Edson 14.0 27.4
Ft. Macleod 4.8 '125.2
Ft. McMurray 115.8 91.¢
Ft. Saskatchewan 3.5 30.2
Grande Prairie 18.3 45.9
Hanna -19.0 -1.2
Hinton 1.8 42,5
Innisfail 5.2 16.1
Lacombe 9.6 24.1
Leduc 10.6 15.3
Lethbridge -11.9 4.5
Lloydminster 18.3 = 20.1
Medicine Hat -11.2 7.3
01ds -1.8 Lu3,2
Peace River 50.6 58.2
Pincher Creek -30.5 14.3
Ponoka 12.2 12.8
Red Deer 15.7 Ly,
Rocky Mtn. House -9.9 16.0
St. Albert 9c.0 206.8
St. Paul 14,1 32.5
Stettler -8.5 5.1
Taber 13.3 7.4
Vegreville 16.3 18.7
Vermilion -0.3 13.8
Wainwright -7.0 20.8
Westlock 36.0 45.8
Wetaskiwin -5.6 18.0
Whitecourt 101.1 156.3
TOTAL (Centres) 88.4  u2.8

15-24

53.9
29.5
18.0
89.2
100.0
52.5
18.4
20.3
10.9
33.3
26.0
23.0
52.0
14.5
316.8
98.8
0.9
25.1
45,3
9.5
140.5
'26.0
27.3
41.8
12.5
20.1
6.6
73.2
25.8
104.4

48.0

25-64

26.6
10.0
1.1
132.9
36.8
29.9
4.0
19.2
10.4
-28.3
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22.8

> 64

25.6
27.2

12.

16.7
42.1
55.2
13.4

71.

14.6

92,
.6
17.
53.
11.
410.
50.
-35.
39.
36.
7.
20,
u2,
23,
32.
105,
.6

65

-0

31.
30.
13.
60.

24,

3
8
3
9
n
3
9
9
7
7

1

1
1

7

1
0
5
0

3

105 .-



’

Relative Growth by Age Group 1961 to 1966 and 1966 to 1970,

0

1961

to
Manitoba 1966
Brandon 95.9
Dauphin 110.0
Flin Flon 79.4
Lynn Lake : N/A
Morden 107.4
Neepawa . 93.8
Portage la Prairie 82.2
Selkirk 97.9
Steinbach 106.4
Swan River 86.2
The Pas 89.8
Thompson N/A
Virden 79.3
Winkler 86.0
Winnipeg 95.6
TOTAL (Centres) 94.0
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia ay. 7
Biggar 67.7
Canora 133.3
Esterhazy 375.4
Estevan 100.8
Humboldt 105.2
Kamsack ' 78.5
Kindersley 101.8
Lloydminster 109.7
Meadow @ake 113.1
Melfort 105.0
Melville 81.5
Moose Jaw 85.0
Nipawin 87.9
Battleford . 98.8
Prince Albert 96.6
Regina 110.2
Rosetown 95.6
Saskatoon 109.7
Swift Current 107.0
Tisdale 99,3
Weyburn 108.9
Yorkton . 120.7
TOTAL (Centres) 105.7
Alberta
Barrhead 231, 8
Brooks 102.1
Calgary 117.9
Camrose 1i2,8
Cardston 69.3
Claresholm 87.1
Coaldale 79.0
Drayton Valley 63.6
Drumheller 104.2

TABLE II.8

In

1966
to
1970

88.0
81.6
78'8

84.0
79.5
87.9
80.6
99.3
83.7
125.0

93.0
129.5
82.2

88.6

68.4
68.5
66.8
89.5
Tl 2
75.3
79.4
75.7

105.7
97.9

100.0
78.4
75.5
86.7
80. 4
88.3
88.3
81.5
90.1
88.7
81.6
76,7
93.7

86.8

5 - 1u
1961 1966
to to
1966 1970
108.1  110.3
123.2 1041
200.1  93.4
108.7 99.2
81.3 100.6
113.0 04,1
115.0 104.1
128.3 100.9
107.6 103.8
©109.0 138.0
107.8 30.2 .
92.9 124.2
109.4 - 98.4
109.6 103.1
124,14 89.7
113.0 93.7
137.1 90.4
313.14 114,2
133.6 108.0
124.5 108.5
93.5 81.2
127 .4 99.1
116.6 117.5
117.6 105.9
102.5 121.9
107.2 86.9
102.7 98.0
99.1 105.8
111.6 112.0
112.5 109.4
125.5 112.6
100.2 104.0
129.9 112.1
120.3 107.4
116.7 9u.0
116.5 105.8
127.1 115.3
121.9 109.4
101.9
114.0
151.9
130.5
103.6
91.5
108.8
110.8
134, 2

15 - 24
1961 1966
to to
1966 1970
129.9 . 119.3
122.8 107.1
98.7 125.5
114 .4 106.6
134, 4 101.8
110.4 96.3
126.8 113.1
135.6 113.8
128.5 110.7
117.2 187.3
125.6 113.7
102.7 130.9
125.6 113.8
122.7 114.3
133.1 92.6
119.0 116.5
124.9 82.6
455.0 84,7
129.5 106.2
137.0 95.9
121.2 107.9
150.2 '89.7
169.5 127.9
12,4 108.5
111.7 115.1
137.8 106.3
114.2 110.1
103.1 117.0
117.0 110.2
120.7 112.2
127.2 110.4
131.5 87.2
140.3 114.7
136.9 116.0
145.1 91.6
115.8 105.4
125.2 .107.3
130.2 111.8
134.5
132.1
152.9
117.1
98.0
125.9
94,3
92.8
138.0




Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
0lds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westloc%
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Centres)

1961
to
1966

122.
11k,

TABLE II.8 (Cont'd.)

1966
to
1970

5 - 14

1961
to
1966.

147.6
127.4
125.2
191.9
130.2
145.9
98.8
142.5
116.1
124,1
115.1
104.5
120.1
107.3
143.2
158.2
114.3
112.8
JRTUT Ty
116.0
306.8
132.5
105.1
107.4
118.7 -
113.8
120.7
145.8
118.0
256.3

142.8

1966
to
1970

107 |

15 - 24

1961
to
1966

153.9
129.5
118.0
289.2
200.0
152.5
118.4
120.3
110.9
133.3
126.0
123.0
152.0
114.5
416.8
198.8
101.0
125.1
145.3
109.5
240.5
126.1

127.3

141.8
112.5
120.1
106.6
173.2
125.8
204 .4

148.0

1966
to
1970




TABLE II.8 (Cont'd:) - . 108 -

Relative Growth by Age Group 1961 +to 1966 and 1966 to 1970

25 - Bl L Total
1961 1966 1961 1966 1961 1966.

. to to to to to to. - -
¥enltoba - 1966 1970 1966 1970 1966 1970
Brandon 101.7  104.2 105.4 96.5 106.4  105.3
Dauphin 114.5  105.5 118.0  122.9 117.4  105.1
Flin Flon 70.7  100.2 142.0  139.0 91.7  102.5
Lynn Lake N/A .
Morden 106.3  109.0 127.3 - 120.6 110.6  105.9
Neepawa 96.7  102.4 . Iis5.9 = 108.2 101.0  101.3
Portage la Prairie 104.0 96.2 113.5  106.1 105.0 . 98.0
Selkirk 101.1  101.5 99.0 99.3 106.8  101.5
Steinbach . 119.4  105.5 142,0  104.9 124.3  105.2
Swan River ©106.2  104.0 184,2  118.2 109.7  1o04.1
The Pas 105.1  143.8 138.9 .  116.2 107.7 . 1u4.1
Thompson N/A - '
Virden 104.1  100.3 130.9  101.3 108.3 99.8
Winkler 102.6  118.0 L 122.7 98.2 101.6  118.9
Winnipeg 102.6 9.1 108.5  107.8 106.9 98.3
TOTAL (Centres) =~ 101.6 95.7 109.6  107.5 105.7 . 99.4
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia 110.7 91.2 S 116.4 100.0 115.3 90.6
Biggar ' 99.8 93.9 112.8 107.7 102.0 96.5
Canora 127.5 88.6 126.9 . 108.9 129.1 88.9
Esterhazy - 246.1  107.7 150.0  131.3 286.4  103.5
Estevan , 111.9 104.7 113.5 111.8 117.3 102.0
Humboldt 116.3 98.1 145.1 110.8 122.6 1 98.7
Kamsack 97.9 86.6 117.7  102.0 . 100.5  90.4
Kindersley . 111.4 gy, 3 107.5 77 .6 118.2 90.4
Lloydminster 116.8  117.4 105.0  105.9 121.3  116.7
Meadow Lake 113.0 93.7- 136.1  106.9 120.4  101.0
Melfort 106.0 112.5 124.9 102.1 108.6 111.9
Melville 106.1 92.5 129.1  113.4 109.6 9.5
Moose Jaw : 98.1 93.7 106.5 '98.5 . 100.6 95.9
Nipawin 82.9  103.3 546.0  112.2 103.3  105.5
Battleford 106.9  100.2 115.8  115.2 109.2  103.4
Prince Albert 104.3 103.7 119.1  104.4 108.7 104.6
Regina 111.2 - 107.3 118.6°  112.0 116.9  107.5
Rosetown 106.1 . 94.9 115.7  94.h 108.5 93.8
Saskatoon 115.4  109.7 115.5  105.0 - 121.3  108.4
Swift Current 115.0  104.8 120.8 ~ 106.1 118.9 - 105.5
Tisdale ’ 119.0 93. 4 127.6  104.6 121.3 '93.6
Weyburn 92.7 97.1 75.1 68.0 98.9 94.7
Yorkton 126.7  103.5 133.0  112.6 126.5  106.3
TOTAL (Centres) 110.6  104.9 117.1 . 105.9 115.8  105.0
Alberta
Barrhead : 102.6 176.1 113.4
Brooks 118.7 131.2 . 118.6
Calgary 124.,7 119.7 132.4
Camrose 120.0 119.3 120.5
Cardston ‘ 94,2 123.3 ‘ 97,1
Claresholm . 116.6 _ 211.2 _ 119.9
Coaldale: ©93.0 123.3 98.0
Drayton Valley - T .83.2 148.4 87.0
Drumheller 1140 : 131.6 - 121.9°
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TABLE II.8 (Cont'd.) |

25 - 64 : > 64 Total
1961 1966 1961 1966 1961 . 1966
to to - to ~ to to - to
Alberta - (Continued) 1966 1970 1966 = 1970 1966 1970
Edmonton ' 126.8 125.6 134.1
Edson 110.0 ‘ 127.2 \ 118.4
Ft. Macleod. 101.1 112.3 ‘ 108.8
Ft. McMurray 232.9 116.7 220.4
Ft. Saskatchewan 136.8 2.1 139.7
Grande Prairie 129.9 155.2 ‘ 136.7
Hanna _ 96.0 o 113.4 : 98.5
Hinton : 18.2 171.0 122.0
Innisfail ©110.4 o 114.6 - 111.5
Lacombe 71.7 0 192.7 100.2
Leduc 119.4 167.5 121.2
Lethbridge 101.5 _ 117.3 104.9
Lloydminsterx 121.7 153.8 I 128.0
Medicine Hat 102.5 ‘ 111.3 104.5
Olds 85.0 _ 510.9 o ©123.3
Peace River . 152.6 - 150.4 ‘ 160.7
Pincher Creek 105.1 - : 64,7 97.3
Ponoka - ' 109.6 : 139.9 B 112.8°
Red Deer : .128.3 136.9 133.4
Rocky Mtn. House 99.9 ' 107.7 - 103.6
St. Albert 240.5 - 119.8 : 239.9
St. Paul . ‘ 121.5 : , 142.1 125.5
Stettler : ~108.2 o 123.1 109.6
Taber 110.3 N 132.1 116.0
Vegreville 112.3 505.6 " 123.7
Vermilion o - 110.6 : 79.5 109.6
Wainwright , 120.3 131.1 , 115.4
Westlock a4y 130.0 146.1
Wetaskiwin 112.9 - 113.5 \ 113.4
- Whitecourt 211.7 160.0 L 216.2
TOTAL (Centres) - 122.8 124.3 129.6




TABLE II.10° ' ‘ S 110

Percentage Change and Population Shift

For 1961 to 1966 - Census Divisions

CENSUS DIVISIONS

3961 1966 % Change Population
Population ‘Population 1961 to 1966 © Shift
MANT TOBA . .
1. 28,734 29,870 4.0 - 0.5
2. 36,105 34,951 © - 8.8 - 7.7
3. 21,980 - 20,718 . 5.7 -10.2
4. 14,217 13,743 - 3.3 - 7.8 °
5. 31,402 32,284 2.8 - 1.7
6. 30,929 30,648 - 0.9 - 5.4
7. 49,536 52,526 6.0 1.6
8. 21,617 21,810 0.9 - 3.6
9. 11,832 11,752 © = 0.7 - 5.2
10. 19,296 - 18,820 S - 2.5 - 7.0
11, 13,447 12,643 - 6.0 -10.5
12, 28,686 29,436 2.6 - - 1.9
13. 12,880 12,602 - 2.2 - 6.6
iy, 6,702 B ,U55 - 3.7 - 8.2
15. © 14,906 14,542 - 2.4 - 6.9
16. , 46,781 54,389 © 16.3 11.8
17. 21,323 21,611 1.y - 3.1
18. 15,403 15,011 -.2.5 - 7.0
19. 19,921 20,516 3.0 - 1.5
20. : 475,989 508,759 6.9 2.4 )
SASKATCHEWAN
1. 38,875 - 39,441 1.5 - 1.8
2. 33,760 32,489 - 3.8 - 7.0
3. 28,2L5 . 26,622 - 5.8 . - 9.0
L, 17,925 - 17,511 - 2.3 - 5.6
5. 45,396 19,120 8.2 4.9 '
6. 154,400 170,819 10-.6 7.4
7. 61,340 59,481 . - 3.0 - 6.3
8. 41,328 . 41,717 0.9 " - 2.3
g. 50,021 50,303 0.6 - 2.7
10. 33,977 32,291 - 5.0 ° - 8.2
11. 125,846 145,133 15.3 12.1
12. 28,283 26,842 - 5.1 - 8.4
13. 32,994 33,260 0.8 - 2.5
1y, 54,564 52,477 -.3.8 - 7.
15, 83,669 84,027 0.4 - 2.8
16. 45,020 43,550 - 3.3 - 6.5
17. 28,830 29,135 1.1 - 2.2
18. 20,708 21,126 2.0 - 1.2
|

ALBERTA :
;‘ 39,140 . 38,858 - 0.7 - -10.6
3 83,306 82,719 -+ - 0.7 -10.6
L 30,967 29,592 . - 4. -14,3
5 15,020 14,224 - 5.3 -15.2
& 38,115 35,987 - 5.6 -15.4
7 317,989 369,140 T 16.1 6.2
8 40,837 40,833 -0.1 - 9.9
9 76,533 - . 83,912 ' " 9.6 - 0.2
10 20,274 - 18,195 -10.3 - 9.9
11 70,177 70,211 0.1 - 9.8
1p 410,679 476 ,053 - 15.9 6.1
15, 47,310 50,635 7.0 - 2.8
10 45,431 - By, 142 2.8 -12.7
15 19,282 20,358 5.6 - 4.3 E

: 76,884 . 88,3uy 14.9 5.1




TABLE II.11 : B 111

Vital Statistics - Births, Deaths and Natural Increase Data, 1961 - 1966

1961 © 1962 . 1963

Manitoba . Births Deaths Births Deaths .Births Deaths
Brandon 684 271 Ll 264 666 - 274
Dauphin 168 79 200 78 150 95
Flin Flon 274 CoLy 245 51 253 .39
Lynn Lake N/A
Morden 61 29 85 32 72 23
Neepawa 64 40 66 36 71 47
Portage la Prairie 367 . 96 359 93 301 97
Selkirk 209 73 216 80 214 70
Steinbach 123 31 104 31 110 42
Swan River 113 23 9l 31 96 28
The Pas 195 uy 154 49 1u3 i
Thompson ' N/A ’
Virden ' 72 33 62 34. 65 38
Winkler 71 -33 n . 28 56 40
Winnipeg 10,671 3,800 11,396 3,931 11,215 4,223 -
_ TOTAL (Province) 23,288 7,369 22,918 7,453 22,751 7,928
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia : 50 " 30 56 42 " 57 " 35
Biggar ' 74 26 69 30 , 68 38
Canora ) 'y 21 .47 18 " 61 32
Esterhazy N/A 34 11 56 21
Estevan , 299 65 . 280 55 308 71
Humboldt - 102 .21 118 32 112 -33
Kamsack 52 43 : 42 23 72 Ly
Kindersley 101 .28 89 31 92 25
Lloydminster 85 40 106 38 93 . 29
Meadow Lake 128 25 138 sy - 126 30
Melfort 119 43 127 . 53 134 Y
Melville 133 ¢ W2 112 - 38 112 59
Moose Jaw | 821 342 850 308 805 L4
Nipawin 117 51 114 42 103 38
Battleford 349 81 354 . 95 361 107
Prince Albert 770 178 724 209 743 . 163
Regina 3,233 750 3,346 733 3,379 889
Rosetown 72 Co2y 71 26 61 18
Saskatoon 2,905 735 2,832 772 2,869 770
Swift Current 359 114 326 129 346 108
Tisdale 89 39 75 - .33 77 - 28
Weyburn 207 85 230 87 . 223 75 -
Yorkton - 283 92 287 96 301 103 oA
TOTAL _ 23,994 7,107 23,341 7,004 23,543 7,441
Alberta
Barrhead - : 74 20 80 31 76 32
Briooks - 79 33 .76 30 76 29
Calgary : 8,261 1,794 8,412 1,982 8,471 1,989
Camrose 184 180 195 188 219 . 191
Cardston 81 - 23 90 28 98 27
Claresholm : 37 21 uy 22 39 24
Coaldale ' 57 18 49 13 54 32
Drayton Valley ' 206 o 188 10 143 9
Drumheller 103 37 © 125 46 129 - 48

¥




Alberta - (Continued) .

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
rt. McMurray
Pt. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Ol1ds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL. (Province)

R 112

TABLE II.11 (Cont'd.)

1961 ‘ 1962 1963
Births Deaths  Births ° Deaths ‘Births Deaths
10,044 1,864 10,188 1,927 9,927 2,070

116 35 141 42 108 22
68 .25 61 - 27 65 27
19 8 29 10 30 6
9l 16 92 ~ 20 87 15

363 7L 388 T 54 372 58
73 29 70 30 65 85

N/A : 133 18 132 6
81 31 88 33 98 36 . ,
97 ul 67 36 102° u5 “
67 25 87 23 76 20

839 . 243 926 . 275 906 323

118 19 118 25 C117 18

BLUS 286 eul 229 602 258.
86 32 89 - 2n ' 87 -39

153 2L 173 -2n 165 ©18

123 © 33 129 37 91 23

138 4y TS 41 143 45

648 131 688 133 - 736 137

115 18 ©119 23 1o 38

193 . Bl 187 70 281 72

116 - . 34 116 27 127 2L

115 31 124 41 140 31
98 24 92 33 98 37
52 - 29 \ 76 29 81 42
65 30 © 70 33 59 28

.108 33 108 49 121 37
81 17 72 C2u 83 .28 .

153 . 62 149 76 87 61

N/A o 82 5 ; 97 8

38,914 8,863 38,804 - 9,264 38,467 9,444




TABLE II.11 (Cont'd.) R 0113

Vital Statistics - Births, Deaths and Natural Increase Data, 1961 - 1966

. 1964 , 1965 . 1966
Manitoba “Births  Deaths Births Deaths -  Births Deaths
Brandon 639 307 533 260 501 292
Dauphin 169 9 164 78 153 88
Flin Flon ‘ 238 . 51 196 u7 1865 )
Lynn Lake ' N/A ' , : A
Morden 66 ul 50 28 . 58 3
Neepawa 60 w7 51 i3 55 1o
Portage la Prairie 270 103 235 99 235 108
Selkirk 190 L8 - 183 63 176 68
Steinbach © 123 36 110 43 108 31
Swan River 93 36 83 32 79 33
The Pas : 153 n7 140 . 57 -118. - 45
Thompson N/A o
Virden 56 38 52 2o ug 39
Winkler 61 29 70 23 51 - 38
Winnipeg 10,758 4,034 9,973 4,126 9,069 4,124
TOTAL 21,754 7,721 19,976  -7,716 18,007 7,938
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia 50 45 54 b1 63 32
Biggar 57 22 u5 30 49 39
Canora 52 2n - w7 38 52 29
Esterhazy 76 : 17 90 18 119 26
Estevan . _ 305 - 73 261 70 . 2u8 76
Humboldt 17 28 92 41 95 .38
Kamsack 51 - 35 53 - 50 . -+ 57 u1
Kindersley . 9L . 36 97 34 .78 30
Lloydminster 98 .30 ‘ 85 55 70 - 31
Meadow Lake 99 35 120 31 .9y 36
Melfort : 113 Ly 193. 50 108 . 57
Melville : 105 . 63 82 62 101 61
Moose Jaw 757 333 677 340 567 u03
Nipawin 119 T 76 n7 76 u3
Battleford 329 111 311 90 ‘ 253 99
Prince Albert 699 167 604 211 508 190
Regina 3,329 - 908 - 3,038 - 821 2,988 922
Rosetown 78 16 52 22 65 20
Saskatoon 2,684 760 2,562 807 2,655 867
Swift Currvent 339 125 298 136 323 132
Tisdale gL 37 60 33 B9 36
Weyburn _ 216 - 90 211 - 100 193 84
Yorkton 341 11 302 95 273 96
TOTAL 22,682 7,373 20,494 7,417 19,037 7,427
Alberta
Barrhead - 56 38 70 B2 71 3
Brooks 85 33 77 33 91 . 31
Ccalgary 7,874 2,128 7,396 2,117 7,129 2,252
Camros e 202 175 o152 171 - le4 177
Cardston 58 23 70 - 28 70 30
Claresholm- ' 38 .80 ‘ 27 27 - 38 33 .
' Coaldale 61 1y i 22 50 21
Drayton Valley 136 1 132 5 98 .10
: 105 61 75 55 .98 w2

Drumheller




Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer
Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt -

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE II.11 (Cont'd.)

1964
Births Deaths Births |
9,544 2,026 8,819
97 25 109
68 no .56
34 12 : 58
91 14 85
384 66 304
52 36 53
140 13 : 82
71 25 3
80 38 67
66 16 - 75
768 287 666
110 25 96
541 255 417
93 30 yin
172 3y 159
76 29 52
98 n7 106
683 137 62k
117 32 103
288 60 n1
124 36 95
123 39 96
98 32 116
83 29 71
62 36 55
101 2L 70
60 21 62
137 . 81 113
103 19 93
36,169 9,482 32,66L

1965 .
Deaths’

2,185
29
7
14
13
56
36
26
26
52
31
281
. 31
250

36

25
32
61
151
3y
53
26
41

31

33
39
39
21
6h

6

9,534

1966

Births Deaths
8,519 . 2,142
123 27
52 36 -
93 10
75 20
1300 83
51 35
93 17
nl1 34
55 - 42
67 21
652 276
100 29
425 290
Bl 39
142 27
62 33
83 53
557 158
97 36
20U 36
92 40
78 35 .
87 38
70 ug
58 1u0
62 27
59° 24
101 80
83 15
30,592

- 9,677

AT




Vital Statistics - Births, Deaths and Natural Increase Data, 1961 < 196&

. Manitoba

Brandon
Daupliin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL

Saskatchewanv‘

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melvilile
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL

 Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston.
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

TABLE II.11 (Cont'd.)

Total Total
Births Deaths
1961 to 1961 to 1961 to
1966 - 1966 1966
3,727 1,668 2,059
1,004 514 490
1,371 298 1,073
N/A
392 199 193"
367 253 114
1,767 596 1,171
1,188 402 786
678 224 454
558 183 375
903 289 614
N/A _
355 222 133
373 191 182
© 63,082 24,238 38,8ulL
128,694 46,125 82,569
330 225 105
362 185 177
306 162 14l
375 93 282
1,701 410 - 1,291
636 191 o uus
327 236 91
551 184 367
537 223 314
705 191 514
694 204 . 400
6u5 325 320
4,477 2,070 2,470
605 267 338
1,957 583 1,374
4,0u8 1,118 2,930
19,313. 5,023 14,290
399 126 273
16,507 4,711 11,796
1,991 yam 1,247
431 206 225
1,280 - 501 779
1,787 593 1,194
138,091 36,352 96,739
427 197 230
48l 189 295
47,543 12,262 35,281
1,116 1,082 3y
467 159 308
223 - 157 66
315, 120 195
903 . 62 8Ll
633 289 344

A

Natural Increase .

Rate Per
1,000
Population,
1961

0.41
0.09
0.23

0.03
0.02
0.27
0.14
0.09
0.09
0.15

© 0.05
0.05
6.47
0.04
0.06
0.02
0.04
0.19
0.07

Rate Per
1,000

Population,
1966

0.25
0.07
©0.10

0.01
0.02
0.13
0.11
0.07
. 0.05
0.07

115



Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton

Edson

Ft. Macleod

Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert '
St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL

Total Total
Births Deaths
1961 to 1961 to
1966 1966
57,041 12,214

694 180
370 202
263 60
521 98
2,111 388
374 201
580 80
443 185
168 254
438 135
4,857 1,685
659 147
3,271 1,568
493 200
96L 152
533" 187
712 291
3,936 847
675 181
1,394 355
670 187
676 218
589 195
433 210
369 206
570 209
417 135
704 uoL
458 53
215,610 | 56,264

TABLE II.11 (Cont'd.)

1961 to

1966

4y ,827

514 .

168
203
423
1,723
173
500
258
21y
303
3,172
512
1,703
293
812
346
421

3,089

49y
1,039
483
458
394
223
163
361

282
1316

405

159,346

Natural Increase

Rate Per Rate Per
1,000 1,000
Population, Population,

© 1961 1966
8.18 6.38
0.08 0.10
0.0y 0.02
0.01 0.08
0.08 0.06
0.29 0.22
0.04 0.02
N/A 0.08
0.05 . 0.01

. 0.06 0.01
0.04 0.05
0.70 0.38
0.10 0.07
0.36 0.14 "
0.05 0.03
- 0.13 0.12
~0.09 0.03
0.09 - 0.03
0.52 0.40
0.10 0.06
0.13 0.17
0.08 0.05
0.08 0.04
0.07 0.05
0.02 - 0.02
0.04 0.02
0.08 0.04
'0.06 0.04
0.09 0.02
N/A 0.07
30.05 20,92

- 116 -
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TABLE II.12 :

NET MIGRATION PER CENTRE, 1961-1966

1961

2,931

3,574

Net

1966 A
Population Population Migration
Manitoba ’ '
Brandon $ 28,166 29,981 ~2U4
Dauphin 7,589 8,655 576
Flin Flon 10,546 9,674 ~1,945
Lynn Lake 2,118 2,189 -—
Morden 2,793 3,097 92
Neepawa 3,197 - 3,229 -82
Portage la Prairie 12,388 13,012 -547
Selkirk 8,576 9,157 -205
Steinbach - 4,145 4,648 . 49
Swan River 3,163 3,470 -68
The Pas 4,671 5,031 -25i
Thompson 3,449 8,989 ——
Virden 2,708 2,933 92.
Winkler 2,529 2,570 ~-137
Winnipeg 475,989 508,759 -6,074
TOTAL (Province) 921,686 963,066 -41,189
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia 2,491 . 2,872 276
Biggar 2,702 2,755 ~124
Canora 2,117 2,734 73
Esterhazy 1,133 3,190 1,775
Estevan 7,728 - 9,062 43
Humboldt 3,245 3,979 289
Kamsack 2,968 2,982 -77
Kindersley 2,990 3,534 177
Lloydminster 2,723 3,304 267 .
Meadow Lake 3,226 3,375 -365
Melfort 4,039 4,386 -53
Melville 5,191 5,690 179
Moose Jaw 33,320 33,417 -2,310
Nipawin 3,836 - 3,963 -211
Battleford - 11,230 12,262 -3u2
Prince Albert 24,174 26,269 -835-
Regina 112,141 131,127 h,661
Rosetown 2,450 2,658 . -65
- Saskatoon 95,526 115,892 8,570
Swift Current 12,192 14,485 1,046
Tisdale 2,402 12,914 - - 277
Weyburn 9,101 9,000 -880
Yorkton 9,995 12,645 1,456
TOTAL (Province) 925,181 . 955 ,34U -66,576
Alberta
Barrhead 2,286 2,592 - 76
Brooks 2,827 3,354 232
Calgary 278,975 330,575 16,319
Camrosa 6,993 8,362 1,335
Cardston 2,801 2,721 -388
Claresholm 2,516, 2,569 - =13
Coaldale 2,592 2,541 -2u6
Drayton Valley 3,862 3,352 -1,351
Drumheller. 299




Alberta - (Continued)

" Edmonton

Edson

Ft. Macleod

Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert -
St. Paul
tetller

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion

Wainwright

Westlock

Wetaskiwin

Whitecourt

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE II.12 (Cont'd:) .

1961

Population.

337,568
3,215
2,490
1,186
2,979
8,u8L
2,6U5
3,529
2,270
3,029
2,357

35,594
2,944 -

24,484

2,521

2,730

2,961

3,980
19,612
2,360
4,059
2,908

3,638
3,951

2,910
2,449
3,577
2,092

5,314

1,05

1,331,944

' 1966

Population

401,299
. 3,788
2,709

2,614

4,152
11,471
2,633
14,307
2,531

3,085

2,856

37,186 -
3,767

25,574
2,999
4,087

- 2,882
4,421

26,171
2,446
9,736
3,543
3,988
4,584
3,598

2,685 °

3,867

2,685

6,008
2,279

1,463,203

118

Net

‘ Migration

. 9,907
59
51
1,225
750
1,264
-185
278
3
-208
196
-1,580
- 311
-613
185
545
-425
20
3,470
-408
4,638
152
- -108
239
465 -
73
-71 -
311
378
820

~28,087



Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort |
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albenrt
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swifi Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrosc
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumhecller

TABLE II.12 (Cont'd.)

Net Migration

Population

Change 1966 minus 1961

~13. 44
54,03
- -223.05
32.28
~256,25
~87.66
-35.28
-9.7Y -
22,14
'~70.55.

40.88

-304 ., 4}
- 18.53

-99.53

72. 4k
-233.96
76.66
86.29
3.22
39.37
 ~550,00
32.53
45,95
-244, 96
~15.27
35.87
2,381 . 44
~166.14
-33.,13
~39.85
214, 59
=31.25
42,07
45,61
54,10
-871.28
54,94

1

-220,72

2L, 83
4,02
31.62
97.51

~1485 .00

-2l 52

-482,35

-264,90
46.50

x 100%"

A

Net-Migration

P
i

~0.86
| 7.58
T -18.44
3.27
-2.56
-l 41
-2.39
1.18
2.14

“5.43.

3.39
-5,142
1.27

-1y 46

11.07
-4,58
22,34

156.66
0.55
8.90

-2:59
5,91
9.80
-11.31
-1.31
3.uk
-6,93
-5.50
~3.04
~-3.45
4,15
-2.65
. 8.97
8.57
11,53
-9.66
14,56

1!

-7.19

3.32
8.20
5.8M4
19.09
-13.85
-0.51
-9.149
-34.98
10.20

% 100%

;;ﬁBI Population -
i A

I

119
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TABLE II.12 (Cont'd.)

Net Migrétion
1961 Population

Net Migration
Population
Change 1966 minus 1961

x 100% x 100%

Alberta - (Continued)

2.93

Edmonton 15.55
Edson 10.29 1.83
Ft. Macleod 23.28 2.04
Ft. McMurray 85.78 103.28
Ft. Saskatchewan 63.93 25.17
Grande Prairie 42,31 14.89
' Hanna -1541.66 -6.99
Hinton 35.73 7.87
Innisfail 1.1k4 0.13
Lacombe -3H66.66 -6.86
Leduc _ 39.27 8.31
Lethbridge -99,24 =, u3
Lloydminster 37.78 10.56
Medicine Hat -56.23 -2.50
0Olds 38.70 7.33
Peace River 40.16 19.96
Pincher Creek ~-537.97 -14.35
Ponoka 4,53 0.50
Red Deer 52.90 17.69
Rocky Mtn. House ~47u,u1 17.28
St. Albert 81.69 114.26
St. Paul 23.93° 5.22
Stettler  -30.85 -2.96
Taber 37.75 6.04
Vegreville 67.58 15.97
Vermilion 30.93 2.98
Wainwright -24.,48 -1.98
Westlock 52.44 14.86
Wetaskiwin 54,46 7.11
Whitecourt 66.93 77.79
TOTAL  (Province) -21.39 -2.10



Population Change and Population Shift for 1961 to 1966 and 19866 to 1970.

Manitobd

Brandon
Dauphin

Flin Flon

Lynn Lake
Morden T
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach

Swan River

The Pas
Thompson
Virden

Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province) .

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

. Calgary

Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

TABLE TII.1k4

Population
- Change
1961 to 1966

1,815
1,066
- 872
71

285

32

624
581
503
307
360
5,540
225
ul
32,770

141,380

381
53
617
2,057
1,334
734
Sy
g
581
149
347
499’
97
127
1,032
2,095
18,986
208
20,366
2,293
T 512
- 101
2,650

30,163

306
527
51,600
1,369

53

- 510
643

Population

Change

3

3

5

1966 to 1970

1,594
4yl

244 -

1,077
184
43
253
1ul
242

- 1ul
2,218
9,782
6
187
1,618

7,003

269
22
303
111
185
50
286
338

553.

33
517
315
1,366

216 .

417
1,218
9,893

165
9,706

803

187

475

795

6,974

126
389
4,861
530

781

119

1,666

Population .
Shift ,
1961 to 1966 1966 to 1970.
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TABLE II.14 (Cont'd.)

Population Population 'Populafion ‘ Population
Change ~ Change Shift - Shift

1961 to 1966 1966 to 1970. 1961 to 1966 1966 to- 1970
Alberta - (Continued) . ' '

<
N

Edmonton ~ _ 63,731 - - 21,119 . 10.6 1.0
Edson 1 573 8l 11.s - 2.0
Ft. Macleod 219 - 89 " 2.4 - 6.8
Ft. McMurray 1,428 3,518 . 114.0 130.4
Ft. Saskatchewan 1,173 1,150 33.0 23.5
Grande Prairie 5,497 583 28.8 0.9
Hanna - 12 - oy - 6.8 - 7.8
Hinton , 778 154 15.7 - 0.7
Innisfail ' . 261 .- 181 5.1 ~11.4
Lacombe I - £ 193 . - 6.2 2.1
Leduc 499 923 14,8 - 28.1
Lethbridge 1,592 2,366 - 1.9 2.1
Lloydminster ' , 823 . 551 21.6 10. 4
Medicine Hat 1,090 139 - 1.9 - 3.7
01ds . 478 406 12.6 9.3
Peace River ; 1,357 1,297 u3.3 27.5
Pincher Creek - 79 ©34l - 9.0 7:6
Ponoka E uyyl 133 n,7 - 1.2
Red Deer ' 6,559 736 27.1 -1
Rocky  Mtn. House 86 356 - 2.7 10.3
St. Albert - 5,677 ' 794 133.5 3.9 ,
St. Paul 635 508 15.5 10.1
Stettler . 350 ' 393 3.3 5.6
Taber ' 633 107 9.7 - 1.9
Vegreville - 688 178 ° 17.3 0.7
Vermilion 236 - -0 3.3 - 4.2
Wainwright 290 - 132 1.7 -.7.6
Westlock . 593 . uls 22.0 11.3
Wetaskiwin 69k L8 6.7 3.2
Whitecourt 1,225 . 615 109.9 22.8
TOTAL (Province) 131,259 113,346 3.5 3.5




 TABLE II.16

PER CENT CHANGE IN 15 TO 64 YEARS AGE GROUP (POTENTIAL LABOUR

FORCE), 1961 - 1966

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden ' -
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach -
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskaloon
-Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn

"Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

Total
1961

16,659
4,297
7,873

1,338
1,578
1,720
7,366
5,076

2,075

1,755
2,553
2,583
1,502
1,363
289,726

346,050

1,312

1,424
1,248
63k

4,359
1,767
1,628
1,640
1,426
1,459
2,276
2,875
18,721
2,491
6,441
13,787
68,454
1,387

56,328

6,946
1,352
8,136
6,001

209,387

1,297

1,583
150,129
3,699
1,456
1,249
1,490

2,112

1,706

Total
1966

17,995
5,010
6,032
1,428
1,712
1,800
7,795

5,129

2,580
1,964
2,761
5,496
1,638

1,399.

312,642

. 368,757

1,525
1,480
1,583
1,834
5,080
2,153
1,670
1,990
1,856
1,758
2,ul9
3,249

19,087
2,175
7,066

14,957

79,057
1,568

68,730
8,375
1,703
5,323
7,579

249,787

1,437
1,935

196,706 -

4,807
1,389
1,483
1,391
1,812
2,039

Per Cent Per Cent
Distribution Distribution
1961 1966
% %
59.15 60.02
58.27 57.89
74,65 62.35
63.17 65,24
56.50 55,28
53.80 55.74
59,46 59,90
59.19 59.29
55.50 55.51
55.u49 56.60
54.66 54.88
" 74,89 61.14
55,47 55.85
53.89 54,44
60.87 61.45
60.56 61.03
52.67 53.10
52.70 53,72
58.95 57.90
56.91 57.49
56.41 . 83.80
5L.45 54,11
54.85 56,00
54,85 56.31
52.37 56.17
52.05 52,09
56.35 55.84
55.38 57.10
56.38 57.12
6l . 0L 54,88
57.36 57.63
57.05 56.94
61.04 60.29
56.61 58.99
58.96 59.31
57.00 57.82
56.29 58. 44
59.73 59,14
60.0u 59.94
58.76 60.56
59. 74 55. 41
56.00 57.69
60. 14 59.50
53.31 52.70
51.98 51.05
" 58.28 57.73
57 .48 54,74 .
54,80 54,06
58.21

57.05

123 .

Per Cent
Change
1961-1966

0
0

0.87
-0.38
-12.30 .
2.07 -
-1.22
1.94
0.4y
0.10
0.01
1.11 .
0.22 -
-13.75
0.38
0.55
0:58

0.47

0.43
1.02
-1.05
0.58
27.39
-0.34
1.15
1.46
3.80 °

“0,0u
-0.51
1.72
0.74
-10.06
0.27
-0.11
-0.75
2.38
0.35

" 0.82
2.15
-0.59
-0.10

1.80

-4.30

1:69
-0.64
-0..61
-0.93
-0.55
-2.74
-0.74
~1.16




Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat °
0lds

Peace River
Pincher Creek -
Ponoka

Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler
Taber
Vegraville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE II.16 (Cont'd.)

Alberta - (Continued)

Total

1961 1966
170,421 227,097
1,822 2,092
1,361 1,431
614 1,519
1,771 2,678
4,721 6,437
1,438 1,u54
2,020 2,414
1,288 1,u0u
2,047 1,687
. 1,813 1,589
20,578 21,917
1,636 2,119
14,178 14,942
1,570 1,710
1,461 2,415
1,663 1,729
2,182 2,475
11,681 15,552
1,288 - 1,319
2,058 4,950
1,458 1,790
1,988 . 2,2u9
2,201 2,598
1,968 2,211
1,335 1,511
1,820 2,115
1,006 . 1,530
2,920 3,387

626 1,312

426,341 550,433

Total

Per Cent

Distribution

1961
A
(]

60.64
56.97
54,66
51.77
59.59
56.53
54,37
57.24
56.74
67.58
55.73
58.0u4
55.57 ..
57.91
64.53
57.45
56.16
55.41
59,56
54,58
50.70
51.65
54.65

« 55,71
67.68
54.51
54.31
54,73
55.09°
34,06

59.52

Per Cent .
Distribution
1966 ‘
[

°

60.25
55.23
-52.82
58.11
64.50
56.38
55.22
56.05
56.26
55.58
55.6L
58.94
56.25
58,43
57.02
59,09
59.99
55.98
59,42
53.92
' 50.84
50.52
56.39
56.68
61.45
56.28
54,69
56.98
56.37
57.57

59.24

.12y f

Per Cent
Change
1961-1966

9
°

-0.39
-1.74
-1.84
6.34
4.91
-0.15
0.85
-1.19
-0.48
~12.00
" -0.09
0.90
0.68
0.52
-7.51
1.64
3.83
0.57
-0.1u4
-0.66
0.14
~1.18 -
1.74
0.97
-6.23
1.77
0.38
2.25
1.28
23.51

-0.28



Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa .
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk

Steinbach

Swan River

The Pas

Thompson

Virden

Winkler

Winnipeg

A

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford =
Prince Albert .
Regina '
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
qukton

TOTAL (Province)
Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrogse
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

'TABLE II.16 (Cont'd.)

Per Cent Per Cent
Change Of
Sector | Sector
(1966 minus 1961) As Quotient
N\ 1961 /7 Oof Province
%
8.02 ' 0.611
16.59 1.265
-23.38 , -1.782
6.73 ' " 0.513
8.u49 0.647
4,65 0.355
5.82 - . 0.uuy
6.95 . 0.530
24,34 - 1.855°
11.91 0.910
8.15 _ 0.621
112.78 " 8.600
9.05 0.690
2.64 0.201
o 7.91 . 0.603
6.56 0.500
16,23 | 0.842
3.93 0.204
26, 84 1.392
189,27 9.812
16,54 0.857
21.84 1.132
2.60 0.134
21,34 1.106
30.15 1.563
20,49 1.062
7.60 0.394
13.01 0.674
1.96 . 0.102
-12.69 -0.658
9.70 0.503
8.49 . ©0.440
15,49 0.803
13.05 0.677
22,03 1.142
20.57 1.067
25.96 1.346
-2.08 -0.108
26.30 .1.363
19.29 1:000
10.79 0.371
22,24 0.764
31.02 1.066
S 19.1u 0.658
-4.60 -0.158
18.73 0.6u44
<6,64 . =Q.288
3.46 0.119
19.52 0.671

Per Cent

As Quotient
Of Province

0.977
0.962
1.233 -
1.043
0.933
0.888
0.982
0.977
0.916
0.916
0.903 °
1.237
0.916
0.890
1.005

1.000

0.896
0.897
1.003
0.969
0.960.
0.927
0.933

0.933
0.891 "

0.886
0.959
0.943
0.959
1.105
0.976
0.971
1.039
0.963
1.003
0.970
0.958
1.017
1.022

1.000

0.953
0.9u1
1.010
0.896
10.873
0.979
0.966
0.921
0.978 -

o125

Per Cent

Change Of Distribution 1961 Distribution 1966

As Quotient
Of Province

1 0.983.
0,9u8
1.022
1,069
0.906
0.913
.0.982
0.971
0.910
0.927
0.899
1.002
0.915
0.892
. 1.007

1.000

0,877
0.887
'0.956
0.949
1.384
'0.893
0.925-
0.930
0.928
0.860
10.922 -
0.943
0.943

0.906
0.951
0.940 .
~-0.012
0.974
0.979
-0.955
0.965
0.977
0.990-

1.000 .

0.936
0.974
1.004
0.890
0.862
0.974 =
0.924
0.913
0.963



(

Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson .

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka '
Red Deer

Rocky Mtn. House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler

Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Province).

TABLE II.16 (Cont'd.)

Per Cent

Change of

Sector

1966 minus 1961

1961

9
0

33.26
14%.82
5.14
147.39
51.21
36.35

1.11.

19.50
10.56
-17.59
21.02
6.51
29,52
5,30
8.92
65.30
3.97
13.43
33,14
2.41
140,52
22.77
13.13
18.04
12.35
13.18
16.21
52.09
15.99
109.58

29,11

Per Cent

Change of

Sector

As Quotient
0f Province

1.142
0.509
0.177
5.063
1.759
1.249
0.038
0.870
0.363

-0.604

0.722
0.224

1.014
0.185
0.306
2,243
0.136
0.461
1.138
0.083
4.827
0.782

0.451
0.620
0.u24
0.u453
0.557
1.789
0.549
3.674

1.000

Per Cent

Distribution

1961 -

As Quotienf
- Of Province

_1.01¢9
0.957
0.918
0.870
1.001
0.950
0.913
0.962
0.953

-1.185
0.936
0,975
0,934
0.973
1.08L
0.965

- 0.94L
0.931
1.001
0.917
0.852
0.868
0.918
0.936
1.137
0.916
0.913
0.920

0.926

0.572

-1.000

Per Cent

"Distribution

1966

- As Quotient
Of Province

1.017
'0.932
0.892
© 0,981
1.089
0.952
0.932
0.946
0.950
0.938
0,939
0.995
0.950

 0.986:

0.963
0.997
1.013
0.945
- 1.003
0.910.
0.858
0.853
0.952
0.957
1.037
0.950
0.923
0,982
0.952
0,972

1.000

126




TABLE II.18

LABOUR FORCE, 14 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY OCCUPATION, 1951 - NUMBER OF
PERSONS PER CATEGORY :

N]
Manitoba’
Brandon 7,764
Dauphin 2,166
Flin Flon 4,007
Lynn Lake N/A
Morden 588
Neepawa 1,115
Portage la Prairie 2,862
Selkirk 2,089
Steinbach 688
Swan River 788
The Pas 1,287
Thompson - N/A
Virden 534
Winkler . . b1l
Winnipeg . 109,227

TOTAL (Province) 341,030

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina-
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
.Yorkton

743
832
637
N/A

1,417

917

809
696
1,558
611

1,110
1,539

9,685
982
3,028
6,418
31,824

818

21,497
2,868
8ug
2,150
2,822

TOTAL (Province) 342,889

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
‘Camrose
‘Cardston
Claresholm
‘Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

409
703
56,380
1,328
742
579
N/A
N/A

1,055

1,328

wou

547

131

217

510
354
133
191

269

131
92
118,170

42,529

177
12y

162.

279
198
163
158
353

176,

2140
286
1,818
222

726

1,360
6,258
208
4,815
610
196
U5l
636

40,777

123
139
11,237
330
1202
132

278

%3

1,922

492
472

97
2148
540
305
136
143
218

101
Bl
31,805

64,002

154
109
116

256
180
107
108
311
128
262
257
2,239
161
691
1,450
10,820
176
6,105
701
177
381
787

46,044

65

155
15,833
274
109

99

19y

sy

2,43l
623
562

124
316
834
177
142
203

373

. 187 |

100
23,252

80 ,6U5 °

197
418
i8h

364
266
259
183
337
129

310 °

613
2,790
197
926
1,756
7,731
191
5,007
667
204
650
654

69,7uk4

101
1148
- 13,321
304
139
132

239

%5

159
79
1,162

- 50
56

- Ak
81
55
78

71

b6 -

35
1,0uh

79,008

105
45
48

153
51
53

106
91
52
79
19

306 -

160
112
1181
461
86
508
164
95
108
8l

150,521

11
83
934
74
86
65

-139

g

1,356

350
956

121
205

541

652 .
188

142
208

102
85
25,785

55,633

75
85
105

231

134

124

.98

313 .

101
176
213

1,684
186

419 -

1,174
1,670

127

3,479
492
127
291
461

25,388

84

103
11,725

251
154
125

151

- 127

L %7

565
218
308

65
73
293
220
3n
31
148
27
35
9,171

19,213

35
51
22

134
78
103
43
153
25
43
151
8u8
56
154
497
1,884
33.
1,583
234 .
g
263
200

110,415

25
75
3,941
95
26

54
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- TABLE I1.18 (Cont'd.)

W] %0 %3 sl ®"5 %6 : f7
Alberta - (Continued)
Edmonton 67,711 13,488 18,572 15,099 1,426 15,487 5,507
Edson » 777 153. 123 291 . 28 . 134 u8
Ft. Macleod 6u8 - 118 111 . 233 - 29 123 34
Ft. McMurray N/A I
Ft. Saskatchewan 252 T u9 16 79 17 39 52
Grande Prairie . 1,045 262 240 213 32 215 83
Hanna , 787 166 153 272 42 9y - 60
Hinton - N/A " R : ‘ A
Innisfail - 502 112 115 118 16 100 u1
Lacombe 888 245’ 200 212 81 143 27 -
Leduc 749 126 91 209 91 .au7 o o 85
Lethbridge 9,414 1,803 . 2,395 . 2,223 54 1,746 . 703
Lloydminster See Saskatchewan ' _ o
Medicine Hat 6,023 1,006 1,220 1,610 .379 1,321 ug7
0lds 627 173 144 137 57 95 21
Pincher Creek 508 129 87 . 113 33 . 119 27
Ponoka 912 200 145 - 255 . 70 187 - 55
Red Deer 2,829 632 684 ~ 709 - 81 553 . 170
Rocky Mtn.House 413 116 , 8 - - 93 7 . .68 43
St. Albert ‘ 324 86 34 87 3y : 48 . 35
St. Paul ; 522 14y 110~ 130 1y . 106 18
Stettler , 886 237 164 169 88 . 187 61 °
Taber 1,064 218 134 233 115 243 121
Vegreville 812 2U41 159 . 199 32 153 28
Wainwright 746 150 117 233 40 . 134 72
Wes+tlock Lug -130 79 119 160 84 .20
Wetaskiwin , 1,485 - 3uy 277 364 108 - 239 153
Whitecourt - N/A '

ToTAL (Province) 404,288 50,390 65,197 92,912 12,5851 51,496 18,442

%1, All Occupations

%2, Managerial and Professional

%3, Clerical and Salgs

*4, Service Recreation, Tran3portatioh and:dbmmunicatiQﬁ
*5. Farmers, Loggers, Fishéfman, Trappers, Miners.

%6, Cfaftsmen -

%7. Labourers and Not Stated.




LABOUR FORCE, 14 YEARS OF AGE AN

PERCENT PER CATEGORY

Manitoba

Brandon
bauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

ToTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin -
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon .
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL {(Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholnm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

17.10
18.65
13.65
N/A
22,28
19.u46
17.82
16.95
19.33
24,24
20.90
N/A
22,05
22.38

16.64-

12.47

23,82
14,90
25.43
N/A
19.69
21.59
21.15
22,70
22.66
28.81
21.62
18.58
18.77
22.61
23,98
21.19

-.19.66

25.15
22.40
21.27
23.11

21,12
22.54

11.89

30.07
19.77
19.73
24,85
27.22
22.80
N/A
N/A
26.35

TABLE TIT.19

24,76
22.71
11.78

16.50
22,24
18.87
14.60
19.77

18.15°

16.94

17.00

15:57

29.12

18.76

20.73

- 13.10

18.21

18.07
20.72
13.23

~15.52

19.96
20.95
23.60
16.70
23.12
16.40
22.82
22.59
34,00

.21.49

28.40
24,44
20.87
17.72
27.89

13.43

15.89
22.05
27.83
20.63

14,869 -

17,10

18.39

31.35
28,76
14.03

21.09
28.34
29.14
22,83

20.64

25.76
28.98

31.48
24,33

21.29 - -

23.65

26.51
50.24
28.89

25.69

29.01 -

32.01
26.29
21.63
21.11
27.93
39.83
28.81
20.06
30.58
27.36
24,29
23,32
23.29
23.26
24,06

30,23

23.18

20.34

24,69
21.05
23.60
22.89
18.73
22.80

22,865

14,13
5.41
7.54

10.80
5.56
6.55

15.23
5.84
8.51

7,12
1.23

3.16
16.29

-.3.70
- 2.82

1.45
10.50
2.36
5,72
11.20
5.02
2.98

43.90

2.69
11.81

1.70 .

5.57
11.59
11.23

13.18

D OVER, BY OCCUPATION, 1951 -

17.47
16.15
23.86

20.59
18.39
18.90
31.21
27.33
18,02
16.16

17.17

20.68

23.61

16.31

10.09
10,22
16.48

16. 30
14,61

15.33.

14.08

20.09

16.53
15.86

"13.84

17.39
18.94
13.84
18.29
14,67
15.51
16.18
17.15
14.98
13.67

- 16.34

7.40

20.54
14.65
20.31
18.90

20.75 .

21.59

14.31

\
i)

7.27
10.06
7.69

11.05

" 6.55

10.24

10.53.

4,94
*3.93
11.50

4,55

8.52

8.40

5.63

4,71
6.13
3.45

9,146

8.51
12.73
6.18

©.9.82
4,09

3.87
9.81
8.76
5.70
5.09
7.74%
5.92
4,03
©7.36
8.16
5.78
12.23

. 7.09

3.0

6.11 -

10.67
6.83
7.15
7.01
4,49

129 .

Y

100

"
1"

. 100
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TABLE II.19 (Cont'd.)

Alberta - (antinued)

Edmonton 19,24 26 .84 22,30 2,24 21.66 7.Q7 100
Edson : 19.69 15.83 37.45 3.60 17.25 6.18. "
Ft. Macleod 18.21  17.13 35,96 4,48 18.98 5.25 o
Ft. McMurray N/A ‘

Ft, Saskatchewan 19.44 6.35 31.35 . 6.75 15.48 20.63 "
Grande Prairie 25,07 22.97 20.38 .  3.06 20.57 7.94 u
Hanna . 21.09 19 .44 34,56 5.34 11.94 ' 7.62 .om
Hinton - N/A :

Innisfail o 22,31 22.91 * 23.51 - ° 3.19 19.92 " 8.17 "
Lacombe ©27.59 22.52 23.87 6.87 16.10 3.04 n
Leduc 16.82 12.15 27.90 12.15 ©19.:63 11.35 "
Lethbridge : 19.15 25 . Ltk 23.61 5.78 18,55 7.7
Lloydminster See Saskatchewan : : _
Medicine Hat 16.70 20.26 26.73 6.29 21.93 8.09 fr
0lds 27.59 22.97 21.85 9.09 15.15 - 3.35 n
Peace River . - 28.88 22.06 26.07 3.61 12,17 7.22 "
Pincher Creek 25,39 17.13 22.24 . 6.50 23.43 5.31 "
‘Ponoka 21.93 15.90 27.96 7.68 20.50 6.03 "
Red Deer 22.34 24,18 25,06 2.86 19.55 6,01 "
Rocky Mtn.House 28.09 20.82 22,52 1.69 16,46 10.41

St. Albert’ 26, 54 10.49 - 26.85 10.49 14,81 10.82 "
St. Paul 27.59 21.07 24.90 2.68 20.31 3.45 - "o
Stettler 26.75 - 18.51 19.07 9,93 18.85 6.88 "o
Taber , . 20.49 12.59 21.90 10.81 22.84 11.37 "
Vegreville 29.68 19.58 24,51 3.94 18.84 - 3.45 1
Vermilion 23.90 21.19 26.88 5.26 16.93 5.83 "o
Wainwright 20.11  15.68 31.23  '5.36 17.96 9.65 "
Westlock 29.02 17.63 26.56 3.57 18.75 4,46 "
Wetaskiwin 23.16 i8.65 24,51 .7.27 16.09 10.30 om
Whitecourt N/A '

ToTaL (Province)  12.46 16.13 22.98 31.13 12,74 4,56 100

%1, Managérial and Professional

%2, Clefical and Sales

*3, Service Recreation; Transportation and Commuhication
%4, Farmers, Loggers, Fisherman, Tfappers,‘Miners

*5; Craftsmen

%6, Labourers and Not Stated

®*7. All Occupations




LABOUR FORCE, 15 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY OCCUPATION, 1861 -

PERSONS PER CATEGORY

Manitdha

Brandan
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa
Partage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thempson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

ToTAL, (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Cainrose
Cardston
Claresholm"
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

w1

10,179
2,611
4,198

893

956
1,057
4,129
2,683
1,254
1,055
1,612
2,091

888

723
194,320

225,665

v

823

832

769
320
2,693
1,098
900
1,114
1,980
8L0
1,402

1,530

12,110
1,159
I, 3ul

8,627

46,672

923 .

35,593
4,493
866
3,026
3,615

135,729

806
1,050
109,256
2,425

880

796

819

" 1,374

1,064

TABLE II.20

2,060
558
662

132

207
266
750
ug2
264
260
347
227
223
110
36,659

u2,858

203
169
166
81
620
256
187
261
512
214
345
276
2,510
272
1,141
2,049
+10,356
230
8,693
1,044
235
828
870

131,518

205
261
25,164
' 576.
‘2u3
1390
132
279
293

®3

2,382
579
580
104
141

182
706

377 .

251

201
285"

145
14k
107

53,545 -

59,490

152
138
130

4g
531
210

. 154 .

214
s
132
'276
2U7
2,535
186

952

1,933
14,u28

193~

8,937
1,024
174

549

883

34 ,4u2

154
197
29,758
513
136
1115
107
218

216

175
271
188
58
552
254
251
203
419
223
331
L8y
3,442
200
1,098
2,048
9,735
179
7,956
1,027
185
776
773

30,828

165
214
23,283
© 'B19
181
is1
152
191
187

NUMBER OF
%5 &6
217 1,919
56« 479
923 1,117,
322 225
67 231
61 234
130 725
71 818
ou 380
68 214
29 281 .
669 482
68 176
67 207
2,313 46,046
4,094 52,827
105 137
89 112
89 138
122 75
165 596
88 199
76 149
136 196
85 390
60 150
76 255
45 320
347 . 2,339
188 224
178 659
274 1,645
703 8,575
74 181
7u8 6,678
U5 868
67 158
159 522
105 707
4,124 25,273
57 159
89 203,
1,761 21,788 .
109 469
76 178
65 190
158 267
266 - ..256
56 191

18

yiy
231
99
8uU
127
403
84
82

13,774

16,228

51
52
58
35
229
- 91
83
104
160
61
119

158 .

837

83
316
678

2,875.

66
2,581
285

U7
192

277

9,5ul .

66

86

7,502

139
66
55

103

164

121




Alberta -. (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
0lds

Peace River
Pincher Creek

‘Ponoka

Red Deer
Rocky Mtn.House
St. Albert
St. Paul
Stettler
Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL

(Province)

TABLE II. 20 (Cont'd.)

*1. All Occupations

%l 2 23
131,576 28,975 33,959
1,174 270 177
802 17 127
330 56. 3y
939 237 133
3,145 716 734
910 199 106
1,317 275 196
788 197 137
1,005 224 195
_7u8 154 126
13,454 3,185 3,229
With Saskatchewan
8,548  1,7L0. 1,682 .
853 201 167
953 255 221
1,052 253 152
1,479 416 267
7,124 1,608 1,501
8oL 17 112
1,279 331 252
906 235 172
1,295 328 282
1,340 3uy 215
996 286 210
885 201 182
1,162 236 199
BlUL - 194 127
1,821 400 373
432 77 58 °
306,366 69,234

76,739

%2, Managerial and Professional

*3, Clerical and Sales

28,596
265
2ul

111

148
615
268
255
180

221
155
2,909

1,883

136

221
190
388

1,999
160
278
237
284
219
226
211
398
148
386
122

66,633

2,546

63
18
11

25
129.

38
113
28
59
68
500

u27
92
21
107

40

188
71
43

19

107
142
38
Iy
Bl
32
85
42

7,774

28,272
274
185
100
342
717
158
358
151

171

181 .

2,685

2,130
140
172
254
261
1,319
178
291
180
221
265
173
180
213
119
422
90

63,903

*4, Service and Regreation, Transportation and Communication

*5, Farmers, Loggers, Fishermen, Trappers, Miners

*B6, Craftsmen

%7, Labourers and Not Stated.

234
1u1
120

132

95

132
Bl
9L6

686

117
60
96

107

509

11y

8y
63
73

155.

63
67
75
24

155
43

22,083.




LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION, 1961 ~ PER CENT PER CATEGORY

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River -
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Proovince)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster.
Meadow Lake
Me lfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
.Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

R\

%7

20,23
21.37
15.76
14.78
21.65
25.16
18.16
18.33
21.05

| 26.24

21.52
10.86
25.11
15.21
18.86

18.99

24,66
20.31
21.58
25,81
23,02
23.31
20.77
23.42
25.85
25.47
24,60
18.03
20.72
23.46
26.26
23.75
22.11
24,91

24,42
123,23

27.13
27.36

24.06

23.22

25.43
24,85
23.03
23.75
27.61
23.87
14,36
20.31
27.54

TABLE II.21 .

%0

23,40
22.17
13.81
11.64
14,74
17.21
17.09
14,05
© 20.01
19.05
©18.30
6.93
16.21
14.79
27.55

26.36

18.46
16.70
16.90
15.31
19.71
19,12
17.11
19.21
"20.90
15.71
19.68
16.14
20.93
16.04
21.91
22,40
30.91
20.91
25,10
22.79
20.09
18.1Y4
2L, 42

25.37

19.10
18.76
27.23
21.15
15.46
14,48
11.64
15.87
20.30

Hd
w

28.93
27.46
15.57

~10.64

20.39
22.32
34,00
25.86
18.81
21.61
33.06

7.89
21.73
20.74

21.60

22.23

21.26°

32.57
U, 4k
18.12
20.49
23.13
27.88
18.22
21.16
26,54
23,60
31.63

28.42 -

17.25
25.27

23.73.

20.85
19.39

22,35

22.85
21.36
25.64
21,38

22.71

20,47

20.38

21.31
25.53
20.57

22,74

16.54
13.90

17.58

2.13
2.14
21.98
36.06
7.00
5.77
3.14
2.64
1.91
6. Ll
1.79
31.99
7.65
9.26
1.19

1.81

12.75
10.69
11.57
6.87
6.12
8.01
8.44
12.20
4,29
7.14
5.42
2.94
2.86
16.22
4,09
3.17
1.50
8.01
2.10
5.45
7.73
5.25
2.90

3.03

7.07
8.47
1.61
4.50
8.64
8.17

17.19

19.36
5.26

n5

18.85

'18.34
26.60

25,20
24,16
21.13
17.75
30.48
30.30
20.28
17.43

23.05 -

19.81

28.63

23.69

23.40

16.64
13,46
17.94

23.43

22.13
18.12
16.55
17.59
19.69
17.85
18.18
20.91
19.31
19.32
15.17
19.06
18.37
19.60
18.76
19.31
18.24
17.25
19.55

18.62

19.72
19.33
19.94
19.34
20.23
23,87
29.05
18.63
17.95

© 8,18

8.19
6.86

5.73

7.50
6.91

11.21
11.94

11.37.

. 183

100

100

100




TABLE II.21 (Cont'd.)

All-Occupations

Managerial and Professional

{#lerical and Sales

%1 1]
Alberta - {(Continued)
Edmonton 22.02 25.81
Edson ‘ 22.00 15.08
Ft. Macleod 21.70 15,84
Ft. McMurray 16.97 10.30
Ft. Saskatchewan 25.24 .16
Grande Prairie 22.77 23.34
Hanna 21.87 11.65
Hinton 20.88 14,88
Innisfail 25.00 17 .39
Lacombe 22.29 19.40
Leduc 20.59 16.84
Lethbridge - 23.67 24,00
Lloydminster With Saskatchewan
Medicine Hat . 20.36 $19.68
0lds 23.56 19.58
Peace River . 26.76 23.19
Pincher Creek ou, 05 14,45
"Ponoka 28,13 18.05
Red Deer 22,57 21.07
Rocky Mtn.House 21.64 13,93
St. Albert 25.88 19.70
St. Paul 25,94 18.98
Stettler 25,33 21.78
Taber 25,67 16.04
Vegreville’ 28.71 21.08
Vermilion 22,71 20.56
Wainwright. © 920,31 17.13
Westlock 30.12 19.72
Wetaskiwin 21.97 20.48
Whitecourt 17.82 13.43
TOTAL (Province) 22.60

25.05

%3

21,73

22.57
30.42
33.64
15.87
19.55
29 .45
19.36
22.84
22,29

20.72

21.62

22,03
15.94
23.50

18.06

26.23

$28.06
.19.90
21.74%

26.16
21.93
16.34
22.69
23.84
34,25
22.98
21.20
28.24

21,75

1.94
5.37
2.24
3.33
2.66
4,10
4,18
8.58
3.55
5.87

9.08.

3.72

5.00

10,79

2.20
10.17
2.70
2.6k
.83

@

.10
.26
.60
.82
97
.53
.97
.67
72

N

.54

.36

21.49
23.34
23,07
30.30
36.42
22.80

17.36

27.18
19.16
17.01
24,20

19.96

214,92 .
16.41
18,05 .

ou, 1
. 17.65

18.51
21.14
22,75

19.87

17.07

19,78

17.37
20.33
18.33
18.48
23.17
20.83

20,86

7.01

10.65
6.73

5,145
5.64
v

15.50

9.11
12.06
13.18

8.56
7.03

- 8.03

13.72

6.30
9.13

7.23"

7.14

‘14,18

6.57

. 6.95
. 5.64

11.57
6.33
7.57
6.45
3,73
8.51
9.95

7.21

Service and Recreation, Transportation and Communication

Farmers, Loggers, Fishermen, Trappers, Miners

Craftsmen

Labourers and Not Stated
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TABLE II.22

LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION - PER CENT CHANGE PER CATEGORY BETWEEN

1951 AND 1961

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TO0TAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholn
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumhellor

(Province)

sl

31.11
20,54
4,77
N/A
62.59

- 5.20

hy, 27
28.43
82.27
33.88
25,25

N/A
49.49
75.91
77.90

-33.83

. 10.77

0.00
20.72
- N/A
90.05
19.74
11.25
60.06
27.09
37.u48
26.31

- 0.58

25.04
18.02
43.46
34.42
46.66

12.70 .

65.57
56.66

2.12
Lo.74
28.10

-60.42

97.07
49.36
89.22

.82.61

18.60
37.48
N/A
N/A
0.85

55.12
38.12
21.02

58.02

- 22,58

47.06
38.98
98.50
36.13

29.00

70.23

©19.57
101.76

0.77

14.69
36.29
2.47

© 122,22

29.29

14.72

65.19

45,04
21.59
43.75

3.50

38.06
22,52
57.16
50.66
65.u48
11.65
80.5L
71.15
19.90
82.38 .
36.72

~22.71

66.67
87.77

120.83

74,55

20,30

43.94

%3 %
23,93 25,69
17.68 15.09
22.88 . 16.37
45,36 ~ 57.26

-26.61 -25.32
30.74 68.35
23.61 45,49
8L.56 66.20
40,56 12.32
35.32 42,90
L2.57 3.21
67.19 50.00
68.35 80.56

- 7.05 -37.79

- 1.30 -11.17
27.52 -35.17
12.07 2.17
107.42 51.65
10.53 - 4.51
43.93 - 3.09
98.15 10.93
33.12 24,33

3.13 72 .87

5.34 6.77

- 3.89 -21.04
13.22 = 23.37
15.53 1.592
37.77 18.57
33.31 16.63
33.35 25.92
9.66 - 6.28

46,39 58,90
46,08 53,97

- 1.69 - 9.31
44,09 19.38
12.20 18.20

~25.20 -55,80 "

136.92 . 63.37

27.10 ° 44,54
-85.20 70.83
87.23 103.62
24,77 30.22
16-16 37.12 .
11.34 +-21.,76

e
%5

36.48
-29.11
-20.57

34.00

8.93
- 9,72
-12.35

-56.36"
-12.82

-59.15

47,83
91,43
121.55

-94.82

0.00
97.78
181.63

7 .84
72.55
43.40
28.30

- .6.59

15,38
- 3.80 .
136.84

13.40
17.50
58.93

51.38°

52.49°

-13.95

47,24
49.39
~29.47
47,22
25.00

-37.26

418.18

7.28-

79.15
47.30
-11.63
0.00

59,71

41,52

36.86
16.84

90.91
14,15
34.01
25.46

102.13

'50.70
35.10

72.55

143.53

78.58

- 5.04

82.67
31.76
31.43

158.01

48,51
16.13

100.00

24,60
48.51
4y, 89
50.23
38.90
20,43
57.28
40,12
83.62
42,52
91.95
76 .42
24 .41
77.55
53.36

-'0.45

'89.29

97.09
85.83

86.85
15.58

52.00

26,49

135

&7

16.11
—2“"38
-5.76 -

106.12
-29,17
50.55

-22.5M

191.18
170.97
=14.19

211.11
134.29 .
50.19

-15.54

us.71"
-34.78
163.64

70.90
16.67
~19.u92
141.86
4.58
144,00
176.74
4,64
10.50
58.93"
113.51
36.42
52.60
100.00
63.04
21.79
~ 4.08
-27.00
38.50

- 8.36

164.00
‘14,87
90.36
u6.32"
126,92
111.54 |

124,07



Edmonton' .
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray

Ft. Saskatchewan

Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
0Olds

Peace River
Pincher Creek

‘Ponoka

Red Deer
Rocky Mtn.House
St. Albert
St. Paul
Stettler
Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL

(Province)

TABLE IT.22 (Cont'd.)

Alberta - (Continued)

84.06 1
51.09
23.77
N/A
272.62 3
200.96 1
15.63
N/A
56.97
13.18 -
- 0.13 '
42.91
See Saskatch
41.92
36.04
27 .41
107.09
62.17 1
151.82 1
94,67
294,75 2
73.56
L6,16
25.94
22.66
25.89
55.76
L3.75
22.63
N/A

~-24,22

All Occupations

%2

1Q.62
76 .47
47 .46

83.67
73.28
19.88

75.89
8.57
22.22
76.65
ewan

- 72.96

16.18
18.06
96.12
08.00
54.43
50.00
84,88
63.19

-+ 38.40

57.28
18.67
19.64
57.33
49.23
16.28

37.40

.. 76,997
. 43.90
1,041

731.25
205,83
-30.72

19.13

L= 2,50
38.46

34,82

37.87

15.97

33,94
74.71
84, 14
119.44
- 30.23
641.18
56.36
71.95
60,45
32.08
22.15
70 .09
60.76

© 34.66

17.70

Managerial and Professional

Clerical and Sales

79.32

- 8.93
b,72

88.61
188.73
- 1.47

52.54
- 5.66
-25.84

30.86

16.96
- 0.73
14,87
68.14
52.16

181.95

72:04
219.54
82.31
68.05
- 6.01
13.57
11l.64
70.82

24,37
6.04

-28.28

59,22
125,00
-37.93

- 47.06
303.13
- 9.52

75.00
- 3.28
-25.27
- 8.09

12.66
61.40
-22,22

224,24 .
-42.86
132.10
°gl4,29

26,47
35.71

21.59

23.48
©18.75
18.92
2.50
100.00
-21.30

93.82

82,55
104,48
50.41

776.92
233.49
68,09

51.00
19.58
23.13
52,21

B1l.24

47.38,

89.01
113.45
39.57
138.52
161.76
506.25
69.81
32.34
. 9.05
13,07
51.26
58.96
41.67
76,57

24,09

Service and Recreation, Transportation and Communication,

Farmers, Loggers, Fishermen, Trappers, Miners

Craftsmen

Labourers and Not Stated.

136

67.57"

160.42

58.82

1.92
181.93

135.00

131.71
388.89

=24,71°
34,57

40,86

457,14
11.11.

255.56

825,45
199.41

165,12
©33.33
- 250,00

19.67
28,10
125,00
- 63,41

u.,17-

'20.00

1.30

19.74 -
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TABLE II.23

LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION, 1951 AND 1961 - COEFFICIENTS OF SPECIALIZATION

\

1951 1961

COEFFICIENTS COEFFICIENTS
Manitoba
Brandon .306 .068
Da?phln o +290 .067
Flin Flon .163 .250
Lynn Lake ' N/A .376
Morden . 247 - .125
Neepawa . <173 .083 . .
Portage la Prairie : .162 .100
Selkirk .276 iy
Steinbach .261 .098
Swan River T .217 . . .080
The Pas 165 ' 117
Thompson _ N/A - 435
Virden 3 .187 ' - U112
Winkler - .226 .18y
Winnipeg .328 ' ©.oun
TOTAL (Province) .095 ~ .031
Saskatchewan
Assiniboia : C 206 B . .135
Biggar : .322 - .188
Canora ' ‘ .261 : .120
Esterhazy - N/A J142
Estevan .219 , .075
Humboldt 271 ' .096
Kamsack .290 . .139
Kindersley .180 ’ .139
Lloydminster .276 . .072
Meadow &ake 277 _ .133
Melfort - 261 - .o089.
Melville 731u ' 132
Moose Jaw +295 : 074
Nipawin .187 ~ .163
Battleford -290 ' - 097
Prince Albert -298 : , .053
Regina ©.812 .060
Rosetown ' -226 . .090
Saskatoon .303 : .032
Swift Current - « 269 S ©.055
Tisdale ) . 215 : 110
Weyburn .276 .123
Yorkton ' 297 ‘ .036
ToTAL (Province) J112 .030
Alberta
Barrhead ' : .302 ' 096
Brooks R .222 o .105
Calgary .310 032
Camrose _ 221 .078
Cardston _ _ ©.261 ‘ 127
Claresholm 214 . ‘ 1k
Coaldale N/A ' .266
Drayton Valley N/A 217

Drumhellenr ' . .185 131
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TABLE II.23 (Cont'd.)

1951 . : ' 1961
COEFFICIENTS COEFFICIENTS

Alberta - (Continued) ' '
Edmonton .305 .001
Edson .293 .105
Ft. Macleod .282 .103
Ft. McMurray N/A .215
Ft. Saskatchewan «357 192
Grande Prairie .316 .0ou8
Hanna .276 .178
Hinton N/A 141
Innisfail .295 .103
Lacombe 272 .Jlou
Leduc . 245 .110
Lethbridge 269 . .035
Lloydminster See . Saskatchewan
Medicine Hat . 264 © . .071
0lds .252 .170
Peace River .291 .073
Pincher Creek .263 .152
Ponoka .252 11
Red Deer .298 .073
Rocky Mtn. House .310 <142
St. Albert .330 .068
St. Paul .310 .085
Stettler . 260 . 097
Taber .‘258 .168
Vegreville <297 .092
Vermilion 274 .059
Wainwright 277 -133
Westlock .291 121
Wetaskiwin .« 254 .060
Whitecourt N/A -163
TOTAL (Province) - 015 .013




LABOUR FORCE, 14 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY INDUSTRY,

PER SECTOR

Maniteba

Brandor
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Szlkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

POTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

ToTAL(Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks
Calgary -
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Draylon Valley
Drumheller

TOTAL

5,682

2,166

4,010
N/A

588

1,115
2,862
2,089
688
788

1,287

N/A

590 -

ni1

‘154,731

298,501

743
832
639

N/A

1,417 .

917
809
696
1,558
614
1,088
1,539
9,685
985
3,028
6,418
31,824
819

21,497

2,868

833
2,150
2,822

302,112

109
1703
59,808

1,328

742
579
N/A

N/A
1,055 °

- TABLE IT.25

PRIMARY
SECTOR

129
90
2,167

83
73
14k
96 .
61
81
85

6L -
33
2,335

80,757

109
52
49

205
56
58

107

- 179,
54
88 -
19

319

160
99

186

602
98

479

238

‘98

106
80

151,563

11
147
3,032
128
107 -
67

- 212

SECONDARY
SECTOR

1,435
1488
675

162
249
560
882
228
188
255

116
109
43,090

66,075

104
. 93
. 128

296
41
141

89
524

136

172

L. 192
2,508
© 21Uy
516
1,657
5,807
153
4,593

652
152
279
668

30,231

124
131
16,134
- 265
168
105

127

TERTIARY
SECTOR

4,082
1,576
1,145

- 327
786
2,136
1,087
380
515
939

406
251
102,309

149,232

522
682
457

911
711
589
499
842
422
823

. 1,306
6,813
605
2,406
4,555
25,173
566
16,290
1,959
578
1,757
2,066

118,544

268
415
40,340
908
456
398

705

1951 - NUMBER OF PERSQNS

 NOT -

STATED

36
12
23

16
7
22
14

19
i
8

8 .
18

997

2,437

242

135
19

o o Ut

1,774

- 10
302

1

27.

139




353,898

TABLE II.25 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY

SECONDARY
TOTAL.. SECTOR SECTOR

Alberta - (Continued)
Edmonton 72,241 3,221 16,692
Edson ' 777 . 54 ‘ 140
Ft. Macleod . Bu8 31 149
Ft. McMurray ’ N/A
Ft. Saskatchewan . 252 21 87
Grande Prairie 1,045 nl 303
Hanna - 787 66 126
Hinton . N/A -
Innisfail : 502 13 143
Lacombe -. * - 888 .96 203
Leduc- - 749 178 209
Lethbridge © 9,41y \ 643 2,281
Lloydminster See Saskatchewan '
Medicine Hat . 6,023 u57 1,894
0lds : - 627 88 . 118
Peace River : ' 748 - 9l 126
Pincher Creek - "~ 508 uuy S13h
‘Ponoka _ 912 70 179
Red Deer 2,829 75 710
Rocky Mtn.House 413 - 9 131
St. Albert - 324 . 39 60
St. Paul 522 18 141
Stettler - - 868 123 192
Taber i 1,064 139 noo6
Vegreville 812 38 18y
Vermilion ' 703 80 114
Westlock Lu8 27 110
Wetaskiwin 1,485 218 309
Whitecourt N/A-
ToTAI, (Province)- 133,435

61,297

" 51,720
-~ 580

_.TERTIARY

SECTOR

159
160
689
591

- 325

588

361
B, ULl

3,641

416

530
328
649 .

2,021
266
218
361
546
516
588
527

.59y

310
9ul -

156,827

140

NOT
STATED

N w

NHENNONWNINN INW RN OT

[

" 2,339



LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY, 1951 - PER CENT PER SECTOR .

Mianitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden -
Neepawa
Portage la Prairie
Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOoTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead

Brooks

Calgary

Camrose
Cardston.
Claresholm
Coaldale
Draytori Valley .
Drumheller

1]

PRIMARY -
SECTOR

2.27
4,16
54,04
N/A
14,12
6.55
5.03
4,60
8.87
10.28
6.61
N/A
10.77
8,03
1.51

27.05

14,67
6.25
7.67
N/A -

14,47
6.11

7.X7.
15.37

11.u49
8.79
8.09
1.23
3.29
16.24
3.27
2.90

1.89

11.97
2.23
8.30

11.76
4,93

2.83

50.17

2.69
20,92
5.07
- 9.6U
14,42
11.57
N/A
N/A

20.10

SECONDARY
SECTOR

25,
22.
16.

27.
22.
19.
42,
33.
23.
19.

19.
26,
31.

22,

14,
11,
20.

20.
15.
17,
12.
33.
22.
15.
12,
25.
21.
17.
25,
18.
18.
21.
.73
.25
.98
23.

22
18
- 12

10

30.
18.
.98

19.
- 22.
“18.

26

12.

26

53
83

56
33
57
22
14
86
81

53
52
73

14

00
18
03

89
38
43
79

63.

15
81
48
90
73
o
82
25
68
37

67

.00 |

32
63

96
Bl

o4

HETO

- TABLE II.26

TERTIARY
SECTOR

71.84
72.76
28.56

55.61
70.49
74.63
52.51
55.23
65.36
72.96

68.35

61.07

66.12 .

50.00

70.26 .

81.97
71.52

64,29
77.54
72.80

71.70 -
54,04

68.73
75.64
84, 86
70,35
BL.U2
79.46
70.97
79.10
69.11
75.78
68.31

69.39 .

81.72
73.22

39.24

65.53
59,03

B7.45 -

- 68.37

61.46
.68, 74

66.82

NOT

. .STATED .

0.63
0.55
0.57

2.71

0.63
0.77
0.67
2.76
0.50
0.62

'1.35

4.38

'0.64

- 0.81

1.07
0.60
0.78

0.35
0.97
2.60
0.14

0.84

0.33

" 0,46

1.48
0.46
0.61

'0.23

0.31
0.76
0.24
0.62
0.66

0.60

0.37
0.28

~l.04

| 141: .
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TABLE II.26 (Cont'd.)

1

PRIMARY SECONDARY - TERTIARY NOT

SECTOR SECTOR SECTOR STATED
Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton h.ue 23.11 71,59 0.84
Edson : 6.95 18.01 74,65 0.39
Ft. Macleod 4,78 22.99 70.83 1.40 -
Ft. McMurray - N/A ‘ v

Ft. Saskatchewan 8.33 1 26.59 - 63.49 1.59
Grande Prairie : 3.92 29.00 65.93 1.15°
Hanna 8.39 ° 16,01 75.10 0.50 "
Hinton ' N/A .
Innisfail . 2.59 28,49 64,74 4,18
Lacombe 10.81  22.86 66.22 0.11
Leduc o 23.77 27.90 48,20 0.13
Lethbridge 6.83 24,23 68.13 0.81
Lloydminster = See Saskatchewan

Medicine Hat - 7.59 . 81.u5 60.45 0.51
0lds ' : 14.04 18.81 66 .35 0.80
Peace River ' 12.17 16.85 70.86 0.12 -
Pincher Creek 8.66 26.38 64.57 0.39
“Ponoka 7.68 ©19.63 71.16 1,53
Red Deer ' 2.65 25.10 7144 0.81°
Rocky Mtn.House 2.18 31.72 ' 6L, 4D, 1.70
St. Albert © 12,04 18.52 67.28 2.16.
St. Paul 3.45 '27.01 69.16 0.38
Stettler: 14,17 22,12 - 62.90 0.81
Taber : 13.06 38.16 48,50 0.28
Vegreville - - 4,68 . 22.B6 72.41 0.25
Vermilion 8.54 16.22 - 74,96 - 0.28
Wainwright - 5.50 14,61 79.62 ©0.27
Westlock " 6.03 24,55 . 69,20 . 0.22
Wetaskiwin 14.68 20,81 - 63.37 1.14
Whitecourt N/A - .
TOTAL (Province) 37.70 : 17.32 4,32 0.66




LABOUR FORCE, 15 YEARS OF AGE AND

PER SECTOR

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAI{Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia

‘Biggar

Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville -
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

ToTAL ( Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

TOTAL

10,179
2,611

4,198.

648
956
1,057
4,129
2,683
1,163
1,055
1,612
2,091
888

723
194,320

342,642

823

822
769
320

2,693

1,098

900 .

1,114

1,980

8u46
1,401

1,530

12,110
1,159

I, 3Lk

8,645

46,672
933

35,593

4,493

866
3,026
3,615

325,589

806
1,050

. 109,256

2,425
880
796

919

1,374
1,064

© TABLE II.27

PRIMARY
SECTOR .

153
77
2,300
412.
47
111
129
67
26
67
50
1,138
129
70 .
2,094

67,533

111
75
88
61

383
85
78

157

119
67
89
45

314

199

179

273

816
85

709

248
72

200

102

125,512

73
96
8,028
131
82
71
160
497
77

!

SECONDARY
SECTOR

1,767
357
220

19.

290
143
565
870
367
163
178
570
119
214

51,166

67,613

Bl
Ly
130
54
377
138
151

- 107
413
106
169

270 .

2,245
229
534

1,663

8,363

95

6,634
634
105
326
629

32,515

108

118

23,677
360
137

146
2L5
208

82

TERTIARY
SECTOR

8,065

2,114

1,604
214
605
774

3,296

1,679

733

793
1,323
362

604
411
136,680

199,874

627"

680
540
190

1,857
851
BLUL
800

1,398

634

1,101

1,140

9,168
698

3,506

6,504

36,358
717

27,188

3,464

667
2,433
2,795

160,054

‘583
814
74,854
1,903
B2u

555
496 .

61l
855

OVER, BY INDUSTRY, 1961 - NUMBER OF PERSONS

NOT

STATED

194
63
74

3
14
29

139
67
37
32

6l
21
36

28 -

4,380

7,622

21
23
11
15
76
24

27

50
50
39
42
75

383

33 -

126
205

1,135

36
1,062
147
22
67

. 89

. 7,508

y2
.22

2,697

31

37

24

55
50

A8 .

143
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- TABLE II.27 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY SECONﬁAFY TERTIARY NOT -

TOTAL 'SECTOR SECTOR SECTOR STATED
Alberta - (Continued)
Edmonton 131,576 4,337 297,919 94,104 3,216
Edson 1,174 97 212 829 36
Ft. Macleod 802 27 121 633 21
F't. McMurray 330 33 38 253 6
Ft. Saskatchewan 939 22 YUY 5 51 : 21
Grande Prairie 3,145 167 694 2,215 69
Hanna - 910 43 88 742 37
Hinton - : 1,317 143 547 581 46
Innisfail . 788 66 -~ 130 . 565 27
Lacombe 1,005 97 ' 151 729 o 28
Leduc 748 ' 90 148 . 497 13
Lethbridge 13,u454 554 2,601 10,003 296 -
Lloydminster . See Saskatchewan .
Medicine Hat . 8,548 Cuhy 2,362 5,528 214
Olds ' 853 126 : 107 600 ' 20
Peace River _ 953 38 135 752 : 28
Pincher Creek 1,052 214 238 572 ' 28
‘Ponoka 1,479 54 182 1,213 30 -
Red Deer 75124 321 1,217 5,403 183
Rocky Mtn.House 804 91 217 460 .36
St. Albert 1,279 76 267 906 ' 30
St. Paul 906 25 » 140 726 15
Stettler A 1,295 163 170 gug - 13
Taber ‘ - 1,340 148 276 865 51
Vegreville . 996 L1 125 819 11
Vermilion 885 32 104 720 29
Wainwright 1,162 43 114 992 13
Westlock Ul 3y : 69- 524 - 17
Wetaskiwin 1,821 129 . 260 1,376 56
Whitecourt 432 66 124 230" 12
TOTAL (Province) . 489,511 124,5u6 79,577 274,277 11,111



- TABLE II.28 -

LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY, 1961 - PER CENT PER SECTOR

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flomn
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt

"~ Kamsack

Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow  Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

fgberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

‘PRIMARY
SECTOR

1.50
2.95
54,79
63.58
h.92
10.50
3.12
2.50
2,24
6.35
3.10
54,42

- 1h,53.

9.68,
©1.08

19.71

13.49
9.12
11,40
19.06
14,22
7.74
8.67
14,09
6.01
7.92
6.35
2.94
2.59
17.17
4,12
3.16
1.75
9.11
1.99
5.52
8.31.
6.61
2.82

38.55

9.06-
9.14
7.35 -

" 5.140

9.32
8.92
17.41

'36.17

7.2

- SECONDARY

SECTOR

17.36
13.67
5.24
2.93
30.33
13.53
13.68
32.43
31.56
15,45
“11l.04
27.26
13,40
29,60
"26.33

19.73

7.78
5.35
16.91
16.88
14,00
12,57
16.78
9.61 -
20.86 -
12,53
12.06
17.65
18,54
19.76
12.29
19,24
17.92
10.18
18.64
14,11
12,12
10.77
17.40

-9.99

13.40
11.24
21.67
14,85
15.57
18.34
26.66
15.14
7.71

TERTIARY
SECTOR

79.23

'80.97
©38.21

33.02
63.28
73.23
79.83
62.58
63.03

75,17

82.07

- 17.31

68.02-
56,85
70.34

58.383

76.18
82.73
70.22
59.38

'68.96

77.50
71.56

- 71.81

70.61
74,94
78.59
74,51
75.71
60.22 .
80.69
75.23
77.90
76.85
76.39 -
77.10
77.02
80.40
77.32

hg.,16

72.33
77.52
68.51

78,47

70.91
69.72
53.97
Wiy, 69
80, 36

NOT
STATED

1.91 -

2.41

1.76 -

0.46
1.46
2.74
3.37

- 2.50 -
3.18

3.03
3.78
.1.00
L.,05
3.87
2.25

2,22

2.55

2.80
1.u43
4,89
2.82
2.19
3.00
4,19
2.53
4,61

. 3,00

4,90
3.16
2.85
2.90
2.37
2.43
3.86
2.98
3.27
2.54
2,21
2.46

2.31

5.21
2,10

. 2,17

1.28

- b, 20

3.02

©1.96

.00
-4.70
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Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton.
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray
Ft. Saskatchewan
Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe

Leduc
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
0Olds )
Peace River
Pincher Creek
Ponoka

Red Deer
Rocky Mtn.House
St. Albert

St. Paul
Stettler
Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL(Province)

TABLE II.28 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY SECONDARY
SECTOR SECTOR
3.30 22.74
8.26 18.06
3.37 - 15,09
10.00 11.52
2.34 " 47.39
5.31 22.07
4,73 - 9.67
10.86 41.53
8.38 16.50.
9.65 15.02
12.03 19.79
4,12 19.33
With Saskatchewan
5.19 27.63
14,77 12.54
3.99 14,17
20.34 22.62
3.65 12.31
4,51 17.08
11.32 26.99
5.94 20.88
2.76 . 15.45
12.59 13.13
11.04 20.60
4,12 12.55
3.62 11.75
3.70 . 2.81
5.28 10.71
7.08 14.28
15,28 28.70
25.44 - 16.26

TERTIARY
SECTOR

71.52
70.61
78.93
76.67
48,03
70.43
81.54 -
44,12
71.70 °
72,54

" 66 4L
74.35

6l4.67
70. 34
78.91
54.37
82.01
75.8
57.21
70 .84
80.13
73.28
BL4.55
82.23
81.36
85.37
81.37
75.56
53.24

56.03

NOT
STATED

2.4
3.07
2.62
1.82
2.24
2.19
0,07
3.49
3.43
2.79
1.74
2.20

2.50
2.34

2.94
2.66
2.03"
2.57
4,48
2.35
1.66
1.00

.3.81

1.10
3.28
1.12
2.64
3.08
2.78

2,27
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TABLE ITI.Z29

147

LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY - PER CENT CHANGE PER SECTOR BETWEEN 1951 AND 1951

Manitoba

Brandon
Dauphin
Flin Flon
Lynn Lake
Morden
Neepawa

Portage la Prairie

Selkirk
Steinbach
Swan River
The Pas
Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

TOTAL

79.14
20.54
4.68
N/A
62.58
~5.20
L4, 26
28,43
69.04
33,88
25.25
N/A
49,49
75.91
25.58

14.78

10.76
- 1.20
20.34
N/A
90.04
19.73
11.24
60.05
27.08
37.79
28.76

- 0.58

25.03
17.66
43.46
34.69
46.66
13.92
65.57
56.65
13.96
40,74
28.10

7.77

97.06

49.35

82.67
82.60
18.59
37.47
N/A
N/A
0.85

PRIMARY
SECTOR

18.60
- 1h, 4y
6.13

-43,37
52.05
-10.41
-30.20 -
-57.37
-17.28
-41.17

.101.56
112,12
-10.82

-16.37

1.83
4n,23
79.59

86,82
51.78
34.48
46,72

. —-33.51
24,07
1.13
136.84
- 1.56
24,37
80.80
46,77
35.55
-13.26
48,01
b.20
-26.53
88.67 .
27.50

~17.18

563,63
- 34,69
T1e4.77
2.34

- 23,36
5,97

- 68,67

SECONDARY  TERTTIARY ~ NOT

SECTOR SECTOR 'STATED
23,13 '97.57 438,88
-26.84 " 34,13 425 .00
-67.40 40,08 221.73
79.01 85,01 - 12.50
-42,57 - 1.53 314.29

0.89" 54,30 531.81

- 1.36"° 54,69 378.57
. 60.96 92.89 94,73
-13.29 53.98 . 700.00
-30.19 40 .89 © 662.50
2.58 48.76 350.00
96,33 63,74 . 55,55
4,22 33.59 339,31
2.32 33,93 . 212,76

- 38,46 © 20,11 162.50
-52.68 - 0.29 360.00
1.56 18,16 120.00
27.36 103.84 1,420.00
- 2,12 19.69 , 166.66
7.09 9.33 28.57
20.22 60.32 4,900.00
-21.18 66.03 © 284,61
-22.05 50.283 1,850.00
- 1.74 33.77 740 .00
40.62 -12.30 240,90
-10.48 34.56 751,11
7.00 15,37 . 450,00
3.48 45.67 1,700.00
0.36 42,78 925.00.
44,02 Lh, 43 369.01
-37.90 26.67 1,700,00
Ll 43 66.89 686.66
- .2.76 76.82 673.68
-30.92 15.39 340,00
©16.84 38.47 737.50
- 5,83 35.28 1,012.50
7.55 35,01 . 323.22
-12.90 117.53 600.00
- 9.92 96.14 120.00
© LB.75 . 85.55 793.04
35,84 109.58 14,81
-~ 18,45 ' 36.84 236,36
~ 39.04 21,71 166.66
- 35,43 C21.27° 354, 54
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TABLE IT.29 (Cont'd.).

PRIMARY SECONDARY TERTIARY  NOT

_ TOTAL SECTOR SECTOR SECTOR STATED
Alberta - (Continued)
Edmonton 82.13 34,64 79,24 81.94% . 1428.94
Edson o 51.09 79.62 . 51.42 12,93 1,100.00
Ft. Macleod 23.76 - =12.90 ~18.79 37.90 133.33
Ft. McMurray N/A .
Ft. Saskatchewan 272.61 4.76 564,17 181.87 425.00
Grande Prairie 200.95 307.81 129.04 221.48 475,00
Hanna . 15.62 ~ 3L, 84 -30.15 25.54 ' 825.00
Hinton 56,97 407.69 - 9.09 73.84 28.57
Innisfail . N/A - : )
Lacombe 13.17 1.04 -25.61 23.97 2,700,00
Leduc - 0.13 - 49,43 -29.18 37.67 1,200.00
Lethbridge 42,91 = -13.84 14,02 55.95 289,47
Lloydminster See Saskatchewan . :
Medicine Hat 41,92 - 2.84 24,70 51.82 590.32
0lds 36,04 43,18 - 9.32 - 4y, 28 800.00
Peace River 27.40 -58.24 7.14 141,88 2,700.00
Pincher Creek ©107.08 386.36 77.61 74.39 1,300.00
"Ponoka 62,17 °  -22.85 1.67 86.90 114,28
Red Deer . 151.82 328.00 71.40 167.34 695.65
Rocky Mtn.House 94.67 911.00 65.64 72.983 414,28
St. Albert 294,75 . 94,87 345,00 315.59 - - 328.57
St. Paul 73.56° . 38.88 = 0.70 101.10 - 650,00
Stettler : 46.16 32.52 -11.45 74.76 £ 85,71
Taber - 25,93 6.47 . -32.01 67.63 1,600.00
Vegreville 22,66 26,31 -32.06 39.28 450.00
Vermilion 25,88 - 46,66 - 8.77 36.62 1,350.00
Wainwright 57.76 4.87 4.58 67.00 550.00
Westlock 43,75 25,92 -37.27 69.03 - .1,600.00
Wetaskiwin 22.62 -40.82 -15.85 46.22 229.41°
Whitecourt N/A ' ’ :

TOTAL (Province) 38.31 - 6.66 : 29.82 74.89 . 875.08 |



LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY, 1951 AN
OF EACH RESPECTIVE PROVINCE. -

Manitoba

Brandon

Dauphin

Flin Flon

Lynn Lake

Morden

Neepawa

Portage la Prairie
Selkirk

Steinbach

Swan River

" The Pas

Thompson
Virden
Winkler
Winnipeg'

TOTAL (Province)

Saskatchewan

Assiniboia
Biggar
Canora
Esterhazy
Estevan
Humboldt
Kamsack
Kindersley
Lloydminster
Meadow Lake
Melfort
Melville
Moose Jaw’
Nipawin
Battleford
Prince Albert
Regina
Rosetown
Saskatoon
Swift Current
Tisdale
Weyburn
Yorkton

TOTAL (Province)

Alberta

Barrhead
Brooks

Calgary
Camrose
Cardston
Claresholm
Coaldale
Drayton Valley
Drumheller

TOTAL

5.355
1.390
0.317
N/A
L,234

0.352.

3.000
1.924
4.671
2.292
1.708
N/A
3.348
5.136
1.731

1.000

1.385
0.154
2.618
N/A
11.588
2.539
1.447
7.728
3.485

4,864

3.701

0.075

3.221
2.273
5.593
L, 465
6.005

1.792

8.439
7.291
0.510
5.243
3.616

1.000

2.534
1.288
2.158
2.156
0.485

0.978

N/A
‘N/A

0.022

TABLE IT.31

PRIMARY
. SECTOR

- 1.136
0.882
- 0.374

2.650
- 3.180
*0.636
1.845
3.505
1.056
2.515

- 6.204
~ 6,849
0.630

1.000

- 0.107
- 2.575
- h:633

- 5.054
- 3.014
- 2.007
- 2,719

1.951
- 1.401
- 0.066
- 7.965

0.091
--1.419
- 4,703
- 2,722
- 2,069

0.772
- 2.795
- 0,244

1.544
- 5.161
--1.601

1.000

. -8h.629

5.209
- 24,7480
- 0.351

3.508 "
- 0.896

9.560

.SECONDARY
SECTOR

9.970
11.569
29.052

34.056
18.349

0.384
©0.586
26.276

5.728
13.013

1.112
41.522
1.819

1.000

5.094
6.978
0.207

3.624
0.281
0.939
- 2.878
12.805
2.921
0.230
5.380
1.388
0.927
0.461
0.048
5.831
5.020
5.885
0.366
4,095

- 2.230

0.772

1.000

0.433
0.333
1.568
1.202
0.619
1.309

1.188

TERTTARY -

SECTOR

2.876
1.006
1.18%

2.505
0.001
1.600
1.612
2.738
1.591
1.205

1.437
1.879

-0.990

1.000

0.574
0.008

0.519

2.966
0.562
0.266
1.723

. 1.886 ¢

1.435
0.965
0.351
0.987
0.439
1.304-

©1.222

1.269
0.762.
1.911
2.194
0,440
1.099
1.008

.~ 1.000

1.569
1.284
1,142

1.463 .

. 0.492

©0.290 .

0.284

D 1961, - EACH SECTOR EXPRESSED AS A QUOTIENT

~ NOT

STATED

2.068
1 2.002
1.045

0.059
1.477
2.505
1.784

149

0.4

3.300
3.121

1.649
0.262
1,599

1.002

0.503

-1.114

0,371

L.393

0.516 .
0.088 .
15.160

. 0.881
5.724 .

©2.290
0.745
2.324

1.392
5.260
2.862
1.142
5.260
2.124
2.084
1.052
2.282

3.133

1.000

1.600
0.320
2.115

- .0.039

0.630
e

10,945




Alberta - (Continued)

Edmonton
Edson

Ft. Macleod
Ft. McMurray

Ft. Saskatchewan

Grande Prairie
Hanna

Hinton
Innisfail
Lacombe
Leduc -
Lethbridge
Lloydminster
Medicine Hat
0lds

Peace River
Pincher Creek

‘Ponoka

Red Deer
Rocky Mtn.House
St. Albert
St. Paul
Stettler
Taber
Vegreville
Vermilion
Wainwright
Westlock
Wetaskiwin
Whitecourt

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE II.31 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY
TOTAL . SECTOR
2.144u - 5,201
.1.334 -11.855
0.620 - 1.837
N/A
7.116 - 0.715
5.245 -46.143
0.408 5.231
1.487 -61.215
N/A
0.344L - 0,156
0.003 7.422
1.120 2.078
- See Saskatchewan
1.084 - 0,426
0.941 - 6,483
0.715 8.745
2.795 -58.012
1.623 3,431
3,963 -49.249
2.471 -136,803
7.694 -14,245
1.920 - - 5,838
1.205 - 4,883
0.677 - 0.971
0.591 - 3.950
0.676 7.006
1.455 - 0.731
1.142 - 3.832
0.5%80 - 6.129
N/A
1.000 1.000

SECONDARY
SECTOR

2,857
1.724
- 0.630

18.919
4,327

- 1.011
- 0.305

. - 0.859

- 0.979
0.470

0.828

- 0.313
0.239
2.603
0.056
2.394
2.201
11.569
- 0.023
- 0.384
-~ 1.073
- 1.076
- 0.294
0.154

- 1.250
- 0.532

1.000

TERTIARY
SECTOR

1.084
0,573
0.506

2.248

- 2.957

0,341
0.986

0.320
0.503
0.747

0.692
0.591
0.559
0.993
1.160
2.234
0.974
b, 214
1.350
0.998
0.903
0.525
0.489
0.895
0.928
.0.617

1.000.

NOT
STATED

1.144
2.933
0.356

1.133
1.267

2,200

0.076

7.199
3.200

0.772

1.574
0.800
7.199
3.466°
0,305 .
1.855

'1.105

0.876
1.733
0.229
4,266
1.200
3.600
1.467
4,266
0.612

1.000

..150
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TABLE IT.34

Population by Specified Age Groups,  for Centres, 1961

Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap—de—la—Madeleiﬁe

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville1s.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque »
Magog
Malartic.
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny -
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville

Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

0-L
2,342
908

1,984
1,608

828 .

9u2
1,364
1,176

27

946 -

954

3,533

520
1,053
4,516

2,001 .

883
965
872
3,305
1,075
724
2,269
4,166
2,006

1,232 .

7,934
1,072
2,097
4,338
1,700
918
836
1,844
1,560

1,144

925"
1,260

909

810
_ 791
-2u5,716

1,594

928

1,604

1,483
41,172
2,300

1,224

5-14

3,383
1,362
3,990
2,994
1,683
1,396
1,635
2,076

61
1,517
1,799
1,620

923
1,009
7,754
3,340
1,578
1,593
1,562
6,691
2,2LL

1,354
3,430
7,202
3,859
1,411

12,554

1,814
3,816
7,471
3,155

. 1,656
1,895
3,021
3,054
1,841
1,692
2,287
1,452
1,464

1,554

403,956
2,876
1,622

2,381

2,403
72,483
4,323
2,528

14-24

2,538
1,190
2,555
2,062
928
989
1,460
1,462
38
763
1,185
4,458
457
873
5,962
1,742
1,180
1,275
1,176
4,798
1,196
882
1,955
5,298
2,575
981
9,268
1,120
3,250
5,164
2,176
1,202
1,190
2,217
2,291
1,221
1,039
1,553
997
1,037
1,158
307,017
1,887
1,129
1,368
1,661
59,756
3,499
1,832 .

25-614

4,696
2,353
5,681
4,056
2,546
2,112
3,393
3,508

150
2,774
3,003

11,139
1,614
1,814

12,331
3,918
2,702
2,811
2,275

11,606
2,532
2,796
5,033

13,128

6,572
2,304

24,400
3,178
7,747

10,753
451437
3,235
2,709
5,401

5,459

2,648
2,859
3,619
2,254
2,231
2,892
989,262
4,863
2,527
3,242
. 3,228
162,934
6,893
4,471

> 64

350
267
250
363
301
190
104
382
uy
283

480

1,175
223
16
1,094
228
563
406
167
1,509
258
598
335
1,669
794
52

2,773:

Loy
1,178
862
348
549
385
540
775
14y

334 .

521
566
317
455
163,558
257

364

259

291
21,223
72y
780

Total

13,309

6,080
14,460
11,083

6,286

5,629
7,956
8,704

320

6,283

7,421

26,925

3,737
. 4,765
' 31,657
11,229

6,906
7,050

6,052
27,909
7,305
6,354
13,022
31,463
15,806
5,980
56,929

7,588 .

18,088
28,588
11,816
7,560
7,015
13,023
13,139
6,998
6,349
9,190
6,178
5,859

6,850

2,109,509
11,477
6,570
8,854
9,066
357,568

17,739

10,835
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Québéc - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St~Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
8t-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept-Tles
Shawinigan .
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Centres)

0-1

996 -

2,794
671
883
535
650

2,059

3,228

3,111

1,541

2,672

3,919

1,825

8,286

1,878
88

2,927

1,283

6,076

1,612

3,389

2,352

1,021

420,950

TABLE II 34 (Cont'd)

5-14 15-20
1,582 1,494
4,636 3,378
1,261 999
1,343 886

958 723
1,191 904
4,189 3,787
5,641 4,929
5,606 4,463
2,748 1,958
2,996 2,525
7,596 5,720
3,492 . 1,990

14,491 11,114
3,842 2,791

1,547 86L
5,096 3,449
2,251 1,141

11,044 9,571
2,711 1,847
5,980 4,588
4,140 3,355
1,568 1,080

709,623

25-64

3,256
7,303
2,119
1,858
1,68l
1,784

. 10,069

11,735
10,209
4,971

5,838.

13,558
4,991
28,247
7,551
2,586
9,230
3,305
23,557
4,497
10,418
7,700
2,581

536,566 1,556,839

> 6l

411
605
375
163

$182

226
2,250
1,455
1,157

553

165
1,376

385
4,416
1,085

326

916 .

191
3,229
316
2,922
1,173
336

Total

7,739
18,716
5,725
5,133
1,082
4,755
22,354
26,988

" 2L,546

11,771
14,196

132,169

12,683
66,554
17,147

6,207
21,618

8,171
53,477
10,983
27,297
18,720
‘6,589

233,921 3,457,899
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guébec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer _
Bagotville
Baie~Comeau .
. Beauharnois’
Bécancour
Beloell
Buckingham

Cap-de~-la-Madeleine

- Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby
Grand'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquidre
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque ‘
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville

Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouskil
Rividre-du-Loup
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TABLE II.35
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23.9
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PER CENT BY SPECIFIED. AGE GROUP,
FOR CENTRES - 1961

15-24

12.1 .

25-bl

4O 4

41.3
43.2
38.1

38.9

35.0
39.1

339.8 -

37.6
41.6
34.7
4.0
38.7

41.8
41.6

38.5
42,8
u1.9
42.8
37.6
37.6
n2.8
38.6
nl.5
41.6
37.9
37.1
39.4
36.5
38.1
42.3
46.9

42,4

38.5
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38.8
41.3
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Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe’
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St~Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept-Iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbroocke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Centr@s)'
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TABLE II.35 (Cont'd.)

26.2

23.5
25.0
18.7

120.9
22.8
23.3
21.1
23.6
27.5
21.8
22.4
24,9
23.6
27.5
20.7

on.7
21.9
22.1
23.8

20.5

©15-24

19.3
18.0
17.4
17.3

17.7
19,0
16.9
18.3
18.2
16.6

S 17.8
17.8

15.7
16.7

"16.3

13.9
16.0
14.0 -

- 17.9

16.8
16.8
17.9
16.4

©15.5°

25-64

42,1
39.1
42.2
36.1

1.2
37.5

45.1

u3.4
1l1.6
u2.3
nl.1
42,1
39.u
uo.n
L0
nl.7
u2.7
10,5
uh. 0
40.9
38.2
nl.1
39.2
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~ TABLE II.36

Population by Specified Age Gfoups, for Centres, 1966

Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.

_ Coaticook

Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau

Granby
Grand'Mére

Hauterive

Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier,
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére~du-Loup

0-4

2,820
840
1,614

1,041 °

905
781
1,844
899
768
1,270
726
3,050
1,415
1,727
3,757
1,720
747
1,288
8L7
2,862
1,029
660
2,680

3,826

1,509
1,943
7,075

888
1,679

3,442

1,313
1,063
740
1,502
1,518
898

792

1,170
661

765
1,310
249,318

1,343

890
1,716
1,183

42,105

2,105

1,147

5-14

6,550
1,553
4,160
2,863
1,806
1,590
2,824
2,120
1,900
2,664
1,738
7,139
2,769
2,181
8,038
3,925
1,542

12,325
1,703
6,294
2,452
1,405
4,920

" 7,860
4,032
2,788

13,403

. 2,118
3,919
8,053
2,958
2,337
1,653
3,169
2,914
1,823
1,657
2,743
1,528
1,448

2,746

182,479
. 2,985
1,661
3,119
2,635
84,500
4,642
2,534

15-2y4

4,190

1,483
3,100
1,897

1,269 -

1,017
2,279
1,968
1,539
1,513
1,285

5,504

1,521
1,629
6,632
2,405

1,368
2,219

1,348
6,369
1,744

1,088

3,032

‘6,588
3,087 -

2,176
11,216
1,536
3,941
5,881
2,413
1,810
1,424
2,637
2,781
1,251
1,267
2,300
1,270
1,215
2,01
411,629
2,037
1,539

1,814

1,888
77 ,479
L ,527
2,364

25-64

7,992
2,641
6,099
4,268
2,868
2,259
5,165

3,353
3,326

4,252
3,007

12,334
4,591
3,296

12,815
4,484
2,714
4,272
2,482

11,970
3,206
2,609
6,608

14,108
6,883
4,347

25,256
3,409
8,211

11,259

4,403

4,215 .

2,687
5,602
4,701
2,398
2,342
4,173
2,562
2,342

5,024

1,141,978
4,776
2,731
1,082
3,461

184,190
8,086
4,798

>64

643
321
369
465
. 383
229

124

n70
803
453
171
1,406
502

69

1,284
380
613
588
250

1,721

29y
990

487
1,967
896
112
3,226
45y
1,438
1,028
nyu7
790
y5Y

Ul

883

236

3u6
723
345
.370
o747
151,413
380

B17.

322
38y

- 25,123
970

79U

- Total

22,195
6,838
15,342
10,534
7,231
5,876
12,236
8,810
8,336
10,152
7,227
29,433
10,798
8,902
32,526
12,814
6,984
10,692
6,630
29,216
8,725
6,752
17,727
34,349
16,407

11,366

60,176

8,400
19,188
29,663
11,530
10,215

6,958

13,554
18,797

6,606

6,400
11,109
6,366
6,140

12,241 -

2436 ,817

11,521 -

7,238

11,058

9,551
413,397

. 20,330

11,637

10
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Québec - (Continued)

Roberval

‘Rouyn

Ste~Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O,
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept-Tles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy .
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor -

TOTAL (Centres)

0-U

968

2,254
617
665
787
640

1,966

2,556

2,847

1,850

3,091

2,799

1,165

8,280

1,71k

901
2,211

1,272
5,505

1,491
2,885
2,347

765

416,767

TABLE II.36 (Cont'd.)

5-14

1,853
4,636
1,252
1,394
1,501
1,361
4,233
5,820
5,949
3,461
4,578
7,294
3,409
- 16,219
3,967
1,851
5,440
3,033
11,882
2,917
6,277
4,614
1,701
K
830,802

15-24

1,785
3,642
1,147

" 988
1,316

546
u,521
5,869
3,122
3,122
3,444

6,005

2,330
14,571
3,843
1,291
3,674
1,829
11,022
2,524
5,699
4,512
1,102

25-64

3,u28
7,283
2,520
1,860
2,665
2,725

'10,453

11,849
13,857
6,459
7,581
12,976
1,896
31,489
8,295
3,039
9,196
4,498
25,383
4,787

12,533

8,433
2,581

702,791 1,784,420

> 64

518
766

T
197 -

411
266

2,605

1,690
736
736
256

1,703

- 450

5,131

1,202

398.

1,093
286
3,748
428

1,717,

1,414
347

“Total

8,552
18,581
6,010
5,104
6,680
5,538

. 23,781

27,784
26,511
15,628
18,950
30,777
12,250
75,690
19,021

7,480
21,61k
10,918
57,540
12,147
29,111
21,320

6,496

234,696 3,969,476

n
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TABLE II.37 159 .

PER CENT BY SPECIFIED AGE GROUP, - ‘ .
FOR CENTRES - 1966 ‘

Québec 0-U4 5-1l4 "15-24 25-64 >64
Alma 12.7 29.5 . 18.9 36.0 2.9
Amos 12.3 22.7 21.7 38.6 4.7
Arvida 10.5 27.1 20.2 39.8 2.4
Asbestos 9.9 27.2 18.0 _40.5 by
Aylmer 12.5 25.0 17.5 ° 39.7 5.3
‘Bagotville 13.3 27.1 17.3 38.4 3.9
Baie-Comeau 15.1 23.1 18.6 42,2 1.0
Beauharnois 10.2 S 24,1 22.3 38.1 - 5.3
Bécancour 9.2 22.8 18.5 39.9 9.6
Beloeil 12.5 26.2 14,9 41.9 4.5
Buckingham 10.0 24,0 17.8 41.7 6.5
Cap-de-la-Madeleine  10.4 24.3 18.7 41.8 4.8
Chambly 13.1 25.6 .1 - 42,6 4.6
Chibougamau 19.4 24,5  18.3 . 37.0 0.8
Chicoutimi 11.6 24.7 20.4 - 39.4 3.9 -
Chicoutimi N. 13.4 30.6 18.8 . 35.0 2.2
Coaticook 10.7 22.1 19.6 38.8 . 8.8
Cowansville 12,0 21.7 20.8 40.0 5.5 "
Dolbeau 12.8 25.7 120.3 - 37.4 3.8
Drummondville 9.8 21.5 21.8 41.0 - 5.9
Drummondville S. 11.8 28,1 20.0 36.7 3.
Farnham 9.8 20.8 16.1 - -38.6 4.7
Gatineau 15.1 . 27.8 17.1 37.3 2.7 -
Granby 11.1 1 22.9 19,2 41.1 5.7
Grand 'M&re 9.2 24.6 18.8 41.9 5.5
Hauterive 17.1 24,5 19.1 ' 388.3 1.0
Hull 11.8 22.3 ~  18.6 41.9 5.4
Iberville 10.6 25,2 18.3 40.5 5.4
Joliette 8.8 20.4 . 20.5 42.8 7.5 .
Jonquiére 11.6 27.1 19.8° ,38.0 3.5
Kénogami 11.4 25.6 20.9 38.2 3.9
Lachute 10.4 - 22.9 17.7 41.3 S 7.7
Lag-Mégantic 10.6 23.8 20.5 '38:6 - 6.5
La Tuque - 11.1 23.4 19.5 41.2 4.8
Magog 11.0 21.1  20.2 41.3 6.4
Malartic. 13.6 27.6 18.9 " 36.3 3.6
Maniwaki 12.4 25.9 19.8 136.6 5.4
Matane 10.5 24,7 20,7 35,6 6.5 -
Mont-Joli 0.4 24.0 19.9 40.3 5.4
Mont-Laurier 12.5 23.6 19.8  38.1 6.0
Montmagny 10.7 224 19.7 41.1 6.1
Montréal 10.2 19.8 16.9 46.9 6.2
Noranda 11.7 25.9 17.7 41.4 3.3
Plessisville 12.3 22.9 21.3 37.7 5.8
Pointe-Gatineau - 15.5 28.2 16.4 37.0 - 2.9
Port-Alfred 12.4 27.6 19.8 36.2 RT)
Québec 10.2 20.4 18.7 4y .6 6.1
Rimouski . 10.4 ' 22.8 22.3 - 39.7 4.8
Rividre-du-Loup 9.9 21.8 20.3 41.2 6.8



Québec ~ (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept- Iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne

Thetford Mines

Tracy

Trois-Riviéres

Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Centres)

O O

11.3
12.1
10.3
13.0
11.8
11.6
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TABLE II.37 (Cont'd.):

5-14

21.7

25.0 -

20.8
27.3
22.5
2h.6
17.8

20.9

22.4
22.1
24,2
23.7

27.8

21.4
20.9
24,7
25.2

27.8 .

20.7
24.0
21.6
21.6
26,2

'20.9

15-24

17.7

2564
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TABLE TI.38

Percentage Change by Age Group, 1961 to 1966

Québec -4 5-11 15-21 2564 > 6l Total
Alma 20.4- 93.6 65.1 " 70.2 -83.7 66.8
Amos - 7.5 14.0 24,6 12.2 19.3 - 12.5
Arvida -18.6 4.3 21.3 7.4 47.6 6.1
Asbestos -35.3 - L4 - 8.0 5,2 28.1 - 5.0
Aylmer , 9.3 7.3 36.7 12.6 27.2 15.0
Bagotville 0 -17.1  13.9 2.8 - 7.0 20.5 RN
Baie-Comeau - 35.2 72.7 56.1 52,2 19.2 53.8
Beauharnois -23.6 2.1 34.6 7.1 23.0 1.2
‘Bécancour. ~ 2,7u4.4  3,014.8 3,950.0 2,117.3  1,725.0 25,1
Beloeil ‘ 34,2 . 75.6 98.3 53.3 60.1 61.6
Buckingham -23.9 - 3.4 8.l 0.1 - 1.9 2.6
Cap-de-la-Madeleine  -13.7 ° 7.8 23.5 10.7 19.7 9.4
Chambly ' 172.1° 200.0 232.8 1844 125.1 188.9
Chibougamau - - 64.0 - 116.2 86.6 81 .7 331.3 86.8
Chicoutimi  -16.8 3.7 11.2 3.9 17.4 2.7
Chicoutimi N. -14.,0 17.6 38.1 144 22.8 k.1
Coaticook ~15.4 - 2.3 15.9 0.4 ‘8.9 1.1
Cowansville 33.5 - u5.,0 74.0 52.0 ny.8 51.7
Dolbeau - 2.9 3.0 14.6 - 9.1 09,7 9.6
Drummondville . ~13.4 - 5.9 32.7 - 3.1 14.0 4.7
Drummondville S. - 4.3 9.3 45.8 26.6 14.0 19.4
Farnham , - 8.8 3.8 23.4 - 6.7 65.6 6.3
Gatineau i8.1 43,4 55.1 31.3 45,4 36.1
Granby ' ~ 8.2 9.1 24,3 7.5 17.9 9.2
Grand'Mére -24.8 4.5 19.9 4.7 12.8 3.8
Hauterive 57.7 97.6 121.8 88.7 115.4 '90.1
Hull - 9.6 6.8 21.0 3.5 16.3 5.7
Iberville -17.2 16.5 37.1 7.3 12.4 10.7
Joliette -19.9 2.7 21.2 6.0 22.1 6.1
Jonquidre -20.7 7.8 13.9 h.7 19.3 3.8
Kénogami - -22.8 - 6.2 10.9 = 0.8 28.5 - 2.4
Lachute - . 15.8 41.1 50.6 30.3 43.9 35.1
Lag-Mégantic -11.5 -12.8 19.7 - 0.8 17.9 - 0:8
La Tuque -18.5 4.9 18.9 3.7+ 19.3 . !
Magog ‘ - 2.7 - 4.6 21.4 T 13.9 5.0
Malartic -21.5 - 1.0 2.5 -~ 9.4 63.8 - 5.6
Maniwaki - ~14.4 - 2.1 21.9 ° - 0.7 3.6 0.9
Matane = 7.1 22.6 48.1 15.3 38.8 20.9
Mont-Joli -27.3 5.2 27.4 - 13.7 -39.0 3.0
Mont -Laurier .~ - 5.6 - 1.1 17.2. . 5.0 16.7 4.8
Montmagny - 65.6 76.7 108.5 73.7 64,2 78.7
Montréal 1.5 - 19.4 34,1 15.4 - 7.4 15.5
Noranda -15.7 .. 3.8 7.9 - 1.8 47.9 0.4
Plessisville - 4.1 2.4 36.3 8.1 14.6 - 10.2
Pointe-Gatineau . 7.0 31.0 32.6. 25.9 24.3 24.8
Port-Alfred -20.2 - 9.7 (18,7 7.2 182.0- 5.3
Québec 2.3 16.6 ©30.0 13.0 18,4 15.6
Rimouski - 8.5 7.4 29.4 . 17.3 34.0 14.6
- 6.3 0.2 29.0 3 1.8 L 7.4

S|
.

Rividre-du-Loup




Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-CGeorges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St~Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept-Iles .
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor -

TOTAL (Centres)

TABLE II.38 (Cont'd)

O-U4 514 15-24 25-6U4 . > 64
- 2.8 . 17.1 19.5 5.3 26.0
-19.3 0.0 7.8 - 0.3 26.6
- 8.0 - 0.7 14.8 4.2 26 .4
-2, 7 3.8 11.5 0.1 20.9 .
47.1 56.7 182.0 58.3 125.8
- 1.5 14.3 -39.6 52.7 17.7
- 4.5 1.1 19.5 3.8 15.8
-20.8 3.2 19.1 1.0 16.2
- 8.5 6.1 ~30.0 135.7 -36.4
20.1 25.9 59.4 29.9 33.1
15.7 52.8 36.4 29.9 55.2
-28.6 - 4.0 5.0 - 4.3 23.8
-36.2 - 2.4 17.1 - 1.9 16.9
- 0.1 11.9 31.1 11.5 16.2
- 8.7 3.3 37.7 9.9 10.8
1.9 19.7 49. 4 ©17.5 22.1
-oU.5 6.8 6.5 - 0.3 19.3
- 0.9 34,7 " 60.3 - 5.8 49.7
- 9.4 7.6 15.2 7.8 S16.1 -
7.5 7.6 36.7 6.4 35,4 -
4.9 5.0 on.2 . 20.3 —41.2
0.2 . 1l.4 34.5 © 9.5 20.5
5.1 8.5 2.0 - 0.1 3.3
1.0 17.1

31.0 ~  14.6 0.3

Total
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TABLE II.39

Relative Growth by Age Group, 1961 to 1966

Québec

Alma
Amos.
Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil -
Buckingham .
Cap-de-la-~lMadeleine
Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby
Grand'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montnagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Rividre-du-Loup

o-4

120,
92.5

81l.4

647

109.3
82.9

135.2

76,4

2,844, 0

134.2

76.1 -

86.3
" 272.1
164.0
83.2
86.0
84.6
133.5
97.1
86.6
95.7
91.2

118.1
91.8

75.2
157.7
90.4
82.8
80.1
79.3
77.2
115.8

88.5.

81.5
97.3
78.5
85.6
92.9
72.7
94 4

165.6

101.5
84.3
95.9

107.0

79.8
102.3

g91.5

93.7

5-14

193.6
114.0
~104.3
. 95.6
107.3
113.9
172.7
102.1
3,114.8

175.6

96.6
107.8
300.0
216.2
103.7
117.5

97.7
146.0

'109.0

94,1
109.3
103.8
i43.4

109.1
104.5
197.6
106.8
116.5

102.7

107.8
93.8
141.1
87.2
104.9
95.4
99.0
97.9
122.6

©105.2

198.9
176.7
i18.u
103.8
102.4

- .131.0

109.7
116.6
107.4
100.2

15-24

165.1

124.6

121.3

92.0
136.7

102.8

156.1
134.6
4,050.0

198.3

108.4

123,5 .

332.8
186.6

111.2

138.1

115.9

174.0
114.6
132.7
145.8

123.4 -

155.1
124.3

119.9 -

221.8

121.0

137.1

©121.3 -

113.9
110.9

150.6 -

119.7
118.9
121.4
102.5
121.9
T 1u8.1
127.4
117.2
208.5
134.1
107.9

136.3
132.6
113.7
129.7
129.4
129.0

25-6L
170.2
112.2
107.4
105.2
112.6
107.0
- 152.2

. 92.9

2,217.3
153.3
100.1
110.7

. 2844

. 181.7
103.9
1144
100.4

- 152.0
109.1
103.1
126.6

93.3
131.3
107.5

04,7
188.7
103.5

. 107.3

106.0
104.7

99.2
130.3

99.2
103.7
104.4

90.6
.99.3
115.3
113.7
105.0
173.7

115.4

98.2
108.1
125.9
107.2

©113,0
117.3
107.3

> Bh4

‘183.7

119.3
147.6

128.1

127.2
120.5
119.2
123.0

1,825.0

. 160.1
98.1

119.7

225.1

u31.3

117.4
- 122.8
1108.9
14,8
149.7
114.,0
S11y.0

165.6
5.0

117.9

112.8° .
215.4

. 116.3
112.4
122.1
119.3
128.5
143.9

117.9

119.3
113.9
163.9
103.6
138.8
' 61.0

118.7

164,2

92.6
147.9
114.6
124.3
132.0
118.4
134.0
101.8

_Total

166.8

112.5 -
106.1

95.1
115.0
lou4.4
153.8

101.2°

2,605.0
161.6
97.4

108.3 - ..

288.9

186.8 .

102.7
114.1
101.1
151.7
109.6
104.7
119.4
106.3
136.1
109.2
103.8

190.1

105.7
110.7
106.1

©103.8

97.6
135.1
- 99.2
104.1
105.0
9Lk
100.9
120.9
103.0
104.8
178.7
115.5
100.4
110.2
124.8
105.3
115.6
11L.6
107.4

163 .




guébec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérdse
Sept-Iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel _
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Centres)

97.2 -

80.7
92.0
75.3

147.1 .

98.5
95.5
79.2

91.5 -

120.1
115.7
71.4
63.8
99.9
91.3
101.9
75.5
99.1
90.6
107.5

104.9 -~

100.2
105.1

99.0

TABLE IT.39 (Cont'd)

5-14

100.0

99.3
103.8
156.7
114.3
101.1
103.2
'106.1
125.9
152.8
- 96.0

97.6
111.9
103.3
119.7
106.8
134.7
107.6
107.6
105.0
111.4
108.5

117.1

117.1

15-24

119.5
107.8
114:8
111.5
182.0

60.4
119.5
119.1

70.0
159.4
136.4

©105.0
117.1

131.1
137.7
49,4
106.5
160.3
115.2
136.7
124.2
134.5
102.0

131.0

25-6u4

105.3

99.7
io4.2
100.1
158.3
152.7

103.8

10r.0
135.7
129.9

129.9

95.7
98.1
111.5

109.9
117.5

99.6
136.1
107.8
106.4
120.3
109.5

99.9

114.6

» 64

126.0
126.1
126.4
120.9

1 225.8

117.7
115.8
116.2

63.6
133.1
155.2
123.8
116.9
116.2
110.8
122.1
119.3

149.7

116.1
135.4

58.8
120.5 -

103.3

100.3

Total

110.5

99.3
105.0

99.4
163.6
116.5

- 106.4

102.9

. 108.0

132.8
133.5
95.7

- 96.6 -
- 113.7
. 110.9

120.5
100.0

. 133.6

107.6
110.6
106.6
113.9

98.6

114.8

. 164
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TABLE IT.u1 =~ - | o . 165.

Percentage Change and Population'Shift 1961 to 1966__~ Census ‘Divisions

~

1961 1966 . % Change Population
Population Population 1961 to 1966 Shift.

QUEBEC COUNTIES

Abitibi : 53,841 49,817 -

1 . 7.4 ~17.4
2. Argenteull - 13,811 . 13,608 _ 1.5 ~11.4
3. Arthabaska - 16,2143 16,417 SRS - 8.8
%. Bagot ‘ 12,028 12,274 2.1 - 7.9
5. Beauce ‘ 34,579 31,968 - 7.8 -17.5
6. Beauharnois 9,585 9,502 - 0.9 -10.8
7. Bellechasse ‘ 22 485 20,375 - 9.4 -19.3
8. Berthier ' 19,158 18,437 - 3.8 -13.7
9. Bonaventure 41,942 42,108 1.1 - 8.8
10. Brome 8,080 8,162 " 1.0 - 8.9
1l. Chambly - 5,160 3,395 -34.2 ~44, 1
12. Champlain 32,341 30,280 - - 6.4 -16.3
13. Charlevoix-Est 7,567 6,117 -19.2 =29.1
1l4. Charlevoix-Ouest 9,553 9,372 ~ 1.9 -11.8
15. Chateauguay | 12,547 10,423 -16.9  -26.8
16. Chicoutimi 33,079 31,970 - 3.4 -13.3
17. Compton o 13,946 11,719 -16.0 = -25.9
18. Deux-Montagnes 16,947 19,846 17.1 7.2
19. Dorchester 30,062 28,638 - 4.7 -14.7
20. Drummond 24,714 . 17,567 -28.9 -38.8
21. Frontenac o 19,386 17,422 -10.1 -20.0
22. Gaspé-Est ' 33,488 34,148 2.0 - 7.9
23. Gaspé-Ouest 13,070 11,573 -11.5 ~21.4
24. Gatineau 27,936 32,489 16.3 . 9.9
25. Hull 3,033 3,192 5.2 - .7
26. Huntingdon : 9,841 10,231 4.0 -. 6.0
27. Iberville 8,686 9,312 7.2 - 2.7
28. Ile-de-Montréal 10,937 7,584 -30.7 -40.6
28A.Ile-Jésus “With 28 '
29. Iles-de-la-Madeleine 9,339 9,485 1.6 8,3
30. Joliette. - 23,805 26,441 1.1 1.2
31. Kamouraska . 19,598 18,688 - 4.6 . -14.6
32, Labelle 16,611 16,519 - 0.6 ~10.5
33. Lac-S8t-Jean-Est 13,132 22,917 4.5 64.6
34, Lac-St.-Jean-Ouest 31,217 27,837 -10.8 -20.7
35. Laprairie . 10,664 15,494 45.3 35.4
36. L'Assomption 18,424 - 22,315 21.1 11.2
37. Lévis . , 18,921 19,191 - 1.4 - - 8.5
38, L'Islet 22,798 18,778 - =176 © -27.5
39. Lotbiniére: ' 14,926 20,482 37.2 27.3
40. Maskinongé 18,605 14,877 . =20.0 -30.0
41. Matane 20,498 15,664 - -23.6 -33.5
42, Matapédia 22,599 18,852 . -16.6 -26.5
43, Mégantic - - 10,637 19,076 - 79.3 69 .14
by, Missisquoi ' 14,283 10,773 -2U4.,6" -34.5
45, Montcalm. g 13,885 14,279 , 2.8 . =-7.1
46. Montmagny 19,600 14,510 -26.0 35.9
47. Montmorency No.l . - - 14,703 14,583 - 0.8 -10.7
48. Montmorency No.2 = bued - 4,770 : 6.9, - 3.1
49. Napierville 7,128 17,591 - 6.5 - 3:b
1.1 ° 41,0

50. Nicolet . 19,949 13,738 -3
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TABLE II.u41-(Cont'd.)

1961 1966 % Change Population

Population Population 1961 to 1966 Shift
QUEBEC COUNTIES (Continued)
S1.Papineau 14,284 13,325 - 6.7 ~16.6 o
52.Pontiac 12,980 12,629 - 2.7  -12.6
53.Portneuf . 26,160 26,541 . 1.5 - 8.5
54.Québec = . 32,106 2u,787 -22.8 -32.7
55.Richelieu 8,368 9,759 16.6 6.7
56.Richmond - 13,556 13,447 - 0.8 -10.7
57.Rimouski  ° 36,535 31,446 -13.9 -23.8
58.Riviére-du-Loup 22704 21 475 5.4 - -15.3
. Ly s Tl . T T .

59.Rouville 14,350 14,779 . 3.0 - 6.9 )
60.Saguenay . 28,884 34,351 18.9 9.0
61.5t. Hyacinthe 11,348 12,078 6.4 - 3.5
62.5t.-Jean 10,295 9,079 - -11.8 -21.7
63.5t.-Maurice . 21,039 13,182 -37.3 -47.3"
64.Shefford ' : 14,783 16,521 11.8 1.9
65.8herbrooke. 9,639 12,860 33.4 23.5
gg-gzgﬁz:g:z . R 5,332 5,708 7.0 - 3.0

3 ; ‘ : 8,512 8,791 3.3 - 6.6
68-T§m§scamingpe . 22,807 22,030 - 3.4 13.3
69.Témiscouata o 23,149 20,423 -11.8 -21.7
70.Ter11ebor}n$ 84,865 39,764 4.7 . k.8
71.Vaudreuil ~ © 9,933 8,514 -14.3 -24.2
72 .Vercheres - 11,324 11,676 3.1 -6.8.
73.Wolfe ' 10,931 9,515 -13.0 -22.9..

- 5,2 -15.1

74, Yamaska 11,192 10,608




- TABLE IT,u42

Vital Statistics<Births , Deaths and Natural inérease:Data, 1961 - 1966

Québec

Alma -

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie~-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook”
Cowansville .
Dolbeau
Drummondville

Drummondville S.

Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic -
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier-:
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville

. Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred
Québec

Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

1961
Births Deaths

469 77
217 uly
358 . 37
281 55
221 58
202 .31
326 36
232 69
188 56
216 n
732 154
115 39
319 23
997 179
383 ue
181 56
219 52
203 38
690 163
154 58
501 6L
925 204
398 103
320 28
1,705 430
278 ug
486 183
870" 136
367 51
2u9 59
175 52
355 80
311 96
i) 35
257 69
285 62
195 37 -
192 .43
178 56
49,090 15,2u4
328 42
205 88
34 54
332 53
7,344 2,339
373 . 91
. 291 91

1962
Births Deaths

698 .76

© 231 ul
373 ng
270 55
217 - 57
205 ou
371 21
197 52
208 . 69
191 53
667 145,
135 40
357 25
952 218
395 57
189 50
202 63
217 38
653 202
161 8l
527 - 72
896 205
377 95
334 oy
1,709 418
237 66
u25 20L
863 141
310 . 50
218 79
164 53
367 79
331 - 87
199 42
226 - 48
283 69
167 50
206 60
220 58
49,598 15,553
314 .59
191 60
357 70
29y u9
7,340 2,411
u52 9g
250 90

1963
Births Deaths

69

751 108
251 W7
329 50
234 n
223 95
176 36
416 40
185 50
. 216 78
208" 61
670 - 187
XTSI 35
371 3y
gu2 212
328 45
180 70
2uB 65
210 38"
669 220
s 76
532 58
868 197
335 90
370 2u
1,679 411
2u2 41
391 210
8i8 11k
322 . 55
240 g
182 55
Loy | 68
358 80 .
231 34
241 63
292 71
156. U6
198  ul-
19u .
50,401 16,004
o o8w 51°
- -181 88
390 . 66
282 .39
7,728 - 2,557
el . 89
268 . 86



Québgg - (Continued)

Roberval

‘Rouyn

Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérase
Sept- Iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAl: (Province)

TABLE IT.u2 (Cont'd.)

Births  Deaths _Births " Deaths . Bivrths  Deaths

249
618
146
229
162

© 107
u7n
652
650

. 384
735
757
288
1,779
381
188
596
217
1,380
© 103
726
501
216

137,174

1961

37
82
38
36
o1
34

254
187
156
" 90
53
194
52
1g?2
168
65
136
34
u57
62
223
168

42

37,0u4

1962

229
589
168
205
12
105
u8l
652
680
398
764

-

714

269
1,786
379
196
539
204
1,493
396

707 .

525
193

57
108
54
28
22
31

.258
145

137
99
56

183
52

612

160
55

140

. 86

425
55
193
ley
35

135,000 37,142

1963

2U46
529
137
201

117

106
502
636
670
400
675
637
. 233
1,846
393
210

534

220
1,499
333
674
504
182

133,640

38
109

35"

29
21
24
319
192
181
73
ug
197
54

599

173
~ug
‘116
45
liug

72 .

207
179

43

38,217

. 168
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Vital Statistics -~ Births, Deaths and Natural Increase Data, 1961 - 1966

Québec

Alma
Amos
Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham
Cap-de-la-Madeleine
Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Codaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby_
Grand!Msre
Hauterive

Hull

Iberville
Joliette
Jonquidre
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic

La Tuque

Magog

Malartic
Maniwaki

fatane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
. Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec

Rimouski . _
Rividre-du-Loup

7167

Births Deaths

664
233
335
221
222
189
nie
186
- 198
171
618
174

381
794"

342

182

227

190.

687

146
560

915 .

3uh
399
1644
225
410
714
283
193
175
316
354
170
243

281

175
200
178

50,194
253
189
388

2ug

- 77
259

1964

98

L5

53
!
110

28.

Ll
63
98
. 57
161
Ll

190
34
58
63
38
227

60
85
228
95
" 25
429

52
205-

153

58.

59
49
82
86

24

67
7h

51

52

62

- 15879
59

81

78

40
2525
110

91

26.

Birth

Loy
<231
292
191
213
166

B15-..

172

217
182

560

262
372
791
270
154

246 -

174
611

134
470
791
281

390

1465
201
1ol
724

246

168
174
339
326
192

209

ou1
140
178
129
47560
257
168
337
207
6993
- u23
" 255

1965

s Deaths,

. 89
51
57
54
70

35-

34
56

97
59
166
80
35
167
50
Bl
88
36
297

74
67
214
84
27
409
T4
194
163
66
92
64
87
101
36

49
57
16369
59
67

53
o
. 259k
104
96

',52. .
69
58 -

1966

Births Deaths

452

206
274
170
192
148
328

168

218
126
543
213
326
701
283
165
235
167
601

126 -

470
748
226
387

1412

172
314
555

208 .

203
164
259

299

139
167

204
134

174

219

45227

. 227
148
298
187

6925
365
258

110
54
55
ug

g9
27 .
34
b7

67
ug
154
80
28
.200
68
3
77
26
2140 -

68
70
200
9l
37
129
68
167
151
56
96
o
8y
55
34

80
34
59
8y
16874 -
58 : }
70
66
43
2633
106
111




Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept-Iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy :
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriavilie
Windsor

TOTAI: (Province)

TABLE II.42 (Cont'd.)

1964

Births Deaths

198
. 516
169
168
101
110
176
658..
686 .
470
712
616
210
1893
1403
224
462
239
1352
358 .
688
530
160

130,845 37,

47
122
51
37
25
36
271
167
198
92
55
201
u8
608
153
72
126
25
431
70
186
166
34

552

Births

215

W74

1uy
121
86
75
u71
549
857

u80

658
513
180
1757
379
183
435
208

1194
352

571

- 511

158

Deaths

50
119
53
24

20

35
317
187
174

80

65

180

u7
640
200
w7
159
37
430
83
186
174
35

120,607 38,534

170 °

1966
Births Deaths

211 40
u65 132
122 34
1086 28
161 15
93 28
377 294
537 205
581 215
394 " 95
545 69
LY45 210
165 57
1599 577
341 191
143 68
391 123
190 41
1098 425
331 73
5147 . 182
466 165

- 133 39

109,878 38,680




- TABIE IT.42 (Cont'd.)

171

Vital Statistics - Births, Deaths and Natural increase-Daté, 1961 -~ 1966

Total
Births
1961 to

1966

Alma 3,528
Amos 1,369
Arvida 1,961
Asbestos _ 1,367
Aylmer 1,288
Bagotville 1,086
Baie-Comeau : 2,302
Beauharnois 1,140

Bécancour N/A
Beloeil : 1,245
Buckingham : 1,004
Cap-de-la-Madeleine 3,790
Chambly 1,040
Chibougamau . 2,1U6
Chicoutimi 5,177
Chicoutimi N. 2,001
Coaticook , 1,051
Cowansville 1,375
Dolbeau ©1,161
Drummondville 3,911

Drummondville S. N/A
Farnham . 869
Gatineau . - 3,060
Granby ' 5,143
Grand ! Mére 1,961
Hauterive 2,200
Hull 9,61k
Iberville 1,358
Joliette , 2,427
Jonquiére 4,614
Kénogami 1,736
Lachute ' 1,271
Lag-Mégantic 1,034
La Tuque . 2,040
Magog o 1,979
Malartic ' 1,173
Maniwaki 1,343
Matane 1,546
Mont-Joli ‘ 967
Mont-Laurier = 1,148
Montmagny 1,118
Montréal _ 292,070
Noranda 1,663
Plessisville . - 1,082
Pointe-Gatineau - 2,114
Port-Alfred. 1,551
Québec : - 43,497
Rimouski 2,654
Riviéra—du—Ldvp 1,581

15,059

Total
Deaths
1961 to

1966

553
282
300
320.

n79 -

181
170
337

465
342
ou7
298
171

1,166 °

300
362
408
214
1,349

420
416
1,268
561
165
2,526
350
1,163
858
336
4ug
314
480
545
205
350
425
276
301
386
95,923
328
454
387
265

599
565

Natural’Increase

Rate Per
1,000

1961 to Population

1966

2,975
1,087
1,661
1,047
809
905
2,132
803

780

752
2,843
742
1,975

4,011

1,701
689
967
gu7

2,562
uug

2,6u4L

3,875

1,400

2,035
7,088
1,008
1,264

3,756
1,400

822
717
1,560

1,434

. 968

993 -

1,121

691

-84y
782
196,147
1,335
628
1,727
1,286

28,438

2,055
1,016

1961

0.39
0,17
0.32
0.23

0.16

0.17
0.29
0.16

Rate Per
1,000

' Population
1966

0.34
0.15
0.22
0.12
0.10
0.12
0.29
0.12

0.15
0.08

0.39
0.13
0.30
0.50
0.22
0.10
0.16
0.14
0.36

0.06
0.40
0.:55
0.13
0.35
0.98
0.10
0.15
0.4k

o

.

‘e . . -

coocoocooocoo
. batibagips

o b b e e N b

F N ONDNEFEOCONRFEOU

o

28.35
0.17
0.08 .
0,23
0.14
4.29

- 0.26
0.15
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TABLE II.u42 (Cont'd.)

Total
Births
Québec - (Continued) 1961 to
- 1966
Roberval ‘ 1,348_
Rouyn o 3,191
Ste-Agathe 886
St-Félicien - 1,030
St-Georges 769
St-Georges 0. 596
St-Hyacinthe 2,781
St-Jean : 3,684
St-Jérome - 3,924
Ste-Thérdse 2,526
Sept- Iles 4,089
Shawinigan 3,682
Shawinigan S. ' 1,345
Sherbrooke . 10,660
Sorel ’ 2,276
Terrebonne 1,104
Thetford Mines 2,957
Tracy 1,110
Trois-Riviéres 8,016
" Val-d'Or 2,173
Valleyfield . - 3,913
Victoriaville 3,037
Windsor 1,043
767,144

TOTAL (Province)

. Total
Deaths

1961 to
1966

269
672
275
182
154
188

1,713

1,083

1,061
529

346
1,165
310

3,528

1,045
356
800
218

2,617
415

1,177

1,016
228

227,169

1961 to

. 1966

1,079
2,519
611
8u8
615
408
1,068
2,601
2,863
1,997
3,743
2,517
1,035
7,132
1,231
788
2,157
892
5,399
1,758
2,736
2,021
815

539,975

Natural Increase
Rate Per
1,000
Population,
1961

Rate Per
1,000
Population

1966

0.17
0.33
0.09
0.08
0.12
0.07
0.08
0.33

10.37

0.30
0.48
0.2u
0.11
1.02
0.15
0.08
0.27

0.15 .

0.67
0.26
0.37
0.30
0.09

71.20

- 172




. TABLE II.U43

NET MIGRATION PER CENTRE, 1961-1966
\ .

,
Quebec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-~Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi

Chicoutimi N..

Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau

Drummondville
Drummondville S.

Farnham
Gatineau.
Granby
Grand ! Mére
Hauterive
Hull _
Iberville
Joliette
Jongquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
‘Mont=Joli

Mont-Laurier

Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda

Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski .

Riviére-du-Loup

1961
Population

20,124
6,080

14,789
11,083

6,286
5,629
7,956
8,704
716
7,069
7,421
26,925
3,737
4,765
31,657
11,229
6,906
7,050
6,052
27,909
7,305
6,354
13,022
31,463
15,806
5,908
56,929
7,588
18,L46
28,588
11,871
10,517
7,015
13,023
13,139
6,998
6,349
10,962
6,178
5,859
6,850
2,110,679
11,477
6,570
8,854
9,066
357,568
19,057
10,835

1966

Population

22,185

6,838 "

15,3142

10,534

7,231
5,876
12,236
8,810

8,336

10,152

7,227 .

29,443
10,798
8,902
32,526
12,814
6,984
10,692
6,630
29,216

8,725

6,752
17,727
34,349
16,407
11,366
60,176

8,400
19,188
29,663
11,534
10,215

6,958
13,554

13,797 .

6,606

6 ,40u
11,109
6,366
6,140
12,241
2,436,817
11,521
7,238
11,053
9,551
413,397
20,330
11,637

173

Net. 4
Migration °

- - s v

129,991
-1,291
40
472
-801-
27,391.
- =782
~214-




Quebec - (Continued)

Roberval

Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept- Iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy ‘
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville’
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

\TABLE II.u43 (Cont'd.)

1961
-Population

7,739
18,716
5,725
5,133
5,365
4,755
22,673
27,006
2l4, 516
11,771

14,196
32,169 -

12,683

66,554 -

17,147
6,207
21,618
8,171
56,413

10,983 -

27,297
18,084

6,589

5,259,211

1966

Population

8,552
.18,581
6,010
5,104
6,680
5,538

23,781 .

27,784
26,511

15,628

18,950

30,777

12,250

75,690

19;021
7,180
21,61u
10,918
57,540
12,147

29,111
21,320
6,196

5,780,845

174

Net
Migration

-266
-2,654
-326
-877
700
375

10
-1,823
-898
1,860
1,011
~3,909
-1,468
2,00L
6U3
185
-2,161
1,855
-1, 272
-594

-922 I
‘495 -
-908

-18,341




Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby
Grand'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny -
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski

Riviére-du-Loup

TABLE II.u43 (Cont'd.)

Net Migration

Population

Change 1966 minus 1961

-43.65
43,40
-200. 30
-290,71
14,39
~266.39
150,18
-657. 54
74.69
~487.62
-12.90
89.49
52.26
-361.56
~7.31
-783.33
73 .1l
~63.84
-96.02
-12.81
43.80
34,26
-132.94
62.71
-118.29
-24,13
~70.35
-249,39
-515.43
. -372.18
~1357.89
~-%93.78
=117.93
~346.93
-1705.45
-662.58
-267.55
-200.35
86.42
39.85
-2934.09
5.98
21.46
-165.15
49.06
-61.42
-26.68

x 100%

Net Migration

1961 Population

-4.4g
-5.41
~7.49
-14.10
2.16
-11.68
26.99
-8.00
32.57
~12.74
-1.20
169.09
n5.37
~9.92
-1.083
-8.84 -
37.94
-6.09
~L, g
-0.80
15.82
-3.14
~5.05.
57.93
-6.74
~-2.58
-2.82
~9.37
-14.63
-10.68
-11.03
-7.90
-5.90
-19.43
-14.77
-8.88
-8.14
-9.60
68.01
6.15
-11.24
0.60
5.33
-8.83
7.66
“4,10
-1.97

® 100%

m;75f
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TABLE II.43 (Cont'd.)

Net Migration .x)lOO9 Net Migration
Population =~ ” 1961 Population
Change 1966 minus 1961

‘% "100%

Québec - (Continued) -

Roberval 32.71

Rouyn -1965.92 -14.18
Ste-Agathe - © -114.38 -5.69
St-Félicien -3024.13 -17.08
St-Georges 53.23 13.04
St-Georges O. L7,89. 7.88
St-Hyacinthe 3.61 0.17
St-Jean -234,.31 -6.75
St-Jérdme =-U5.69 -3.65
Ste-Thérése 48,22 15.80
Sept- Iles 21.26 7.12
Shawinigan -280.81 - =12.15
Shawinigan S. ~339,03 -11.57
Sherbrooke 21.93 3.01
Sorel 34.31 3.74
Terrebonne 38.09 " 7.81
Thetford Mines - -54025.00 -9.99
Tracy ' 67.52" 22.70
Trois-Rividres -379.05 -7.57
Val-d'Or -51.03 -=5.40
Valleyfield -50.82 -3.37
Victoriaville ‘19.67 2.63 .
Yindsor -976.34 -13.78
TOTAL (Province) -3.52. -0.35

-3.43



TABLE II.UuS

Population Change and Population Shift for 1961 to 1966 and 1966 to 1970.

Québec

Alma

Amos
Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville

Drummondville S.

Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami .
Lachute
Lag-Mégantic
La Tuque-
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisvillé_

Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred

Québec
"Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

Population
Change
1961 to 1966

2,071
758

. 553

- 548
9us5
247
4,280
106
7,620
3,083
- 194
2,518
7,061
4,137
869
1,585
78
3,642
578
1,307
1,420
398
4,705
2,886
601
5,386
13,236
812
742
4,075
- 337
- 302
- 57
531
658
392
55

147
188
281
5,391
326,138
Ly
668
2,199
u85
. 55,829
1,273
784

Population
Change
1966 to 1970

1,241 °
162
2,979
- 153
69
524
268
190
547
1,478
673
3,557
1,202
597
2,579
786
1,116
868
850
1,569
- 225
341
4,253
351
860
1,557
3,544
1,184
1,652
3,337
966
2,018
- 106
46
215
194
1,596
775
ugy
2,502 .
459 .
420,356
- 361
- ‘g4
3,156
. - 51
43,418
5,734
1,363

Popﬁlation

1961 to 1966 1966 to 19870
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TABLE II.45 (Cont'd.)

Population Population- Populdation =~ Population 3

' ~ Change Change ~Shift . Shift
, V : 1961 to 1966 1966 to 1970 1961 to 1966 1966 .to 1970
Québec - (Continued) o

Roberval 813 320 0.6 6.5
Rouyn . 185 - 2u6 - 9.2 8.9
Ste-Agathe. - . . 285 30 - 5.0 8.7
St-Félicien. - 29 ~ °'88 -10.5 11.9
St-Georges _ ‘ 1,315 318 i4.6 5.4
St-Georges 0. : - 783 2 6.6 10.2
St-Hyacinthe 1,108 ©LL5 - 5.0 - 8.3
St-Jean ' 1,886 ; 8,216 - 2.9 19.4
St-Jérdme - - ‘ 1,965 3,489 - 1.9 © 3.0
Ste-Thérdse 3,857 ~7,028 22.8 ~34.8
Sept-Tles 4,754 2,635 23.6 3.7
Shawinigan o 1,392 0 ~ 5.6 10.2
Shawinigan S. - 433 . -3,750 -13.3 140.8
Sherbrooke, 9,136 6,191 3.8 2.0
Sorel ' o 1,874 1,179 1.0 4.0
Terrebonne : 1,273 673 10.6 1.2
Thetford Mines - n 305 - 9.9 8.8
Tracy A 2,747 1,282 2.4 1.5
Trois-Riviéres 1,127 . 13,660 7.9 .- 13.5
Val-d'Or o 1,164 ) 6,353 0.7 42.1
Valleyfield 1,814 1,754 - 3.3 b2
Victoriaville . 2,516 . 2,363 3.5 0.9
Windsor : - 93 - 179 -11.3 13.0

9.9 0.0

l TOTAL (Province) 521,634 590,187




PER CENT CHANGE IN 15 TO 64 YEARS AG

FORCE), 1961 -~ 1966

guébec

“Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos

Ay lmer
Bagotville '
Baie-Comeau
Beatharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby
Grand ' Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville’
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami.
Lachute
Lag--Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic

Man iwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe~Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec .
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup:

Total
1951

7,234
3,543
8,236
6,118
3,474
3,101
4,853
5,070
188
3,037
4,188
15,599
2,071
2,487
18,293

5,660

3,832
4,086
3,451
16,404
3,728
3,678
6,988
18,426
9,147
3,285
33,668
4,298
10,997
15,917
6,613
4,437
3,899
7,618
7,750
3,869
3,398
5,172
3,251
3,268
4,050
1,296,279
6,750
3,656
4,610
4,889
222,690
10,392
6,303

TABLE II.Uu7

Toﬁal
1966

12,182
h,i2u
9,199

" 6,165
4,137
3,276
Ry ATmn
5,351
4,865

. 5,765
4,292
17,838
6,112

© 4,925
19,447
6,889
4,082
6,491
3,830
18,339
4,950
3,697
9,640
20,696
9,970
6,523
36,472
4,945
12,152
17,140
6,816
6,025
4,111
8,239
8,489
3,649
3,609
6,473
3,832
3,557
7,438
1,553,607
6,813
4,270
5,896

- 5,349
261,669
12,613
7,162

Per Cent
Distribution Distribution
1961 1966

% %
54,35 54,89
58.27 60.31
56.96 59.96
55.20 58.53
'55.27 57.21
55.09 55.75
61.00 . 60.84
58.25 60.40
58.75 58.36
u8. 34 56.79
56.43 " 59,39
57.94 60.58
5,542 56.60.-
52.19 55.32
57.79 59.79
50.41 53.76
55.49 58.45
57.96 60.71
57.02 57.77
58.79 62.77
51.03 56,73,
57.88 54,75
53.66 54,38
58.56 60.25
57.87 60.77
54.93 57-39
59,14 60.61
56 .64 58.87
60.80 63.33
55.68 57.78
55.97 59.09
58.69 58.98
55.58 59.08
58.50 60.79
58.98 61,53
55.29 55.2u
53.52 56.36
56.28 58.27
52.62 60.19
55.78 57.93
59.12 60.76
61.45 63.76
58.81 59.14
55.65 58.99
93.21 53.34
53.92" 56.00
62.28 63.30
58.58 62.04

58.17

E GROUP (POTENTTAL LABOUR

Pér Cent

61.55

Per Cent
.Change
1961-1966

0
D

- 0.54
2.04
3.00
3.33
1.94
0.66

-0.16
2.15

~ -0.39

- 8.45

0 2.96
2.64

-°1.18
3.13
2.00
3.35.
2.96
2.75
0.75
3.98
5.70

=3.13
0.72
1.69

©.2.90
2.146
.47
2.23
2.53

1 2.10
3.12
0.29
3.50
2.29
2.55

-0.05
2.84
1.99
7.57

. 2.15
1..64

2,31
0.33

. 3.3

-39.87
2.08
1.02
3.46
3.38

- 179.
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TABLE II.47 (Cont'd.)

Total ' Total . Per Cent  Per Cent’ Per Cent

1961 1966 Distribution Distribution Change

Québec - (Continued) ' ' 1361, - 1366 196151956
L —— ) : ] L%

Roberval ‘ 4,750 5,213 61.38 : 60.96 ~0.42
Rouyn . 10,681 10,925 56.98 - . 58.80 1.82
Ste-Agathe 3,418 3,667 59.70 ‘ 61.01 1.31
St-Félicien 2,744 2,848 53.46 55,80 2.34 .
St-Georges ' 2,407 - 3,981 58.97 -~ 59,60 0.63
St-Georges 0. 2,688 3,271 56.53 59.06 © 2.53
St-Hyacinthe 13,856 14,997 61.98 62.98 .. 1.00.
St-Jean ' 16,664 17,718 61.75 63.77 . . 2.02
St-Jérdme o 14,672 16,979 59.77 - B4.05 . . 4,28
Ste-Thérdse - 6,929 9,581 58.87 . 61.31 -« 2,44
Sept- Tles = ~ 8,363 - 11,025 59,91 58.18 T -1.73
Shawinigan .+19,278 18,981 59.93. . Bl.67 o 2.04
Shawinigan S. 6,981 7,226 . 55,04 . 58.99 3.95
Sherbrooke 39,361 46,060 59,14 60.85 . 1.71
Sorel N ‘ 10,342 12,138 60.31 63.81 3.50
Terrebonne - 3,450. 4,330 55.58 - 57.89 . 2.31
Thetford Mines 12,679 12,870 58.65 ©59.54 - 0.89
Tracy 4, Lu6 6,327 5441 . 57.95. . 3.54
Trois-Riviéres - . 33,128 36,405 61.95 _ 63.27 - 1.32
Val-d'Or 6,3u4 7,311 57.76 60.19 2.43
Valleyfield 15,006 18,232 . 54.97 ‘ 62.63 o 7.66 .
Victoriaville 11,0855 12,945 59:05 - 60,72 1.87
Windsor \ 3,66L 3,683 55.61 56.70 ~  1.09
TOTAL (Province) 2,092,572 2,480,267 60.55 6u.18 3.63
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TABLE II.47 (Cont'd.)
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent - Per Cent
Change of ' Change of .- Distribution 1961 Distribution 1966
Sector Sector As Quotient : As Quotient
(1966 minus 1961) As Quotient 0f Province . Of Province
N 1961 ./ Of Province
%
Québep
Alma 4 68.40 3.691 0.898 : ©0.855
Amos . 16.40 0.885 - 0.962 - 0.940 . .-
Arvida : . 11.69 0.631 0.941 : 0.934
Asbestos ‘ 0.77 ' 0.041 ~0.912 0.912
Aylmer 19.08 1.030 0.913 ; 0.891
Bagotville , 5.64 0.305 1 0.910 ' 0.869
Baie-Comeau 53.39 . ©2.881 1.007 ‘ 0.948
Beauharnois ' 4,95 0.267 0,962 . . 0.941
Bécancour _ 2,487.77 134,256 - - 0,970 0.909
Beloeil = - 89.83 - n.848 0.798 - | 10.885
Buckingham 2.48 0.134 0.932 0.925
Cap-de-la-Madeleine 14,35 0.775 0.957 _ 0,944
Chambly : © 195,12 A 10.530 0.915 0.882
Chibougamau . 98.03 : -~ 5,290 . 0.862 . © . 0.862
Chicoutimi 6.31 ©0.340 0.954 0.932
Chicoutimi N. 21.71 1.171 0.832 . 0.838
Coaticook . 6.52 0.352 . 0.916 0.911
Cowansville 58.86 3.176 0.957 _ 0.946
Dolbeau 10.98 0.593 0.942 © 0.900-
Drummondville : 11.80 0.637 0.971 ‘ 0.978
Drummondville S. - 32.78 1.769 - 0.843 . 0.089
Farnham 0.52 0.028 0.956 o £ 0.853
Gatineau . 37.95 2,048 0.886 - ‘ 0.847
Granby : 12.32 0.665 0.967 0.939
Grand'Mére £ 9,00 0.486 0.956 0.947
Hauterive 98,57 5.319 ©0.907 0.894
Hull 8.33 0.450 0.977 . 0.9uy
Iberville 15.05 " 0.812 "0.935 0.917
Joliette . - 10.50 0.567 1,004 - 0.987
Jonquiére 7.68 - 0.415 0.920 T 0.900
Kénogami 3.07 0.166 - 0.924 0.921
Lachute 35.79 ©1.931 0.969 0.919
Lag-Mégantic 5.4 ' 0.293 - 0.918 0.921
La Tuque '8.15 0.440 0.966 0.947
Magog 9.5Y4 . 0.515 0.974 ©0.959
Malartic ‘ -5.69 -0.307 . 0.913 0.861
Maniwaki 6.21 0.335 0.884 0.878
Matane 25,15 ' 1.358 0.929 0.908
Mont-Joli 17.87 , 0.964 0.869 0.938
Mont-Laurier - 8.84 0.477 ~0.921 0.903
Montmagny 1 83.65 l 4,515 . 0.976 -0.947
Montréal ' 19.85 _ .. l.071 . 1.015 0.993
Noranda ' 0.93 0.050 0.971 0.923
Plessisville - 16.79 . - 0.906 0.919 . 0.919
Pointe-Gatineau . 27.90 ' 1.505 1,539 0.831
‘Port-Alfred « 996.11 53.756 . 0.089 0.873
Québec | " 17.50 0.945 1.029 0.986
Rimouski - . 21.37 1.153 0.968 ©0.987
0,959

Rividre-du-Loup - 18.63 ~ . 0.736 0,961



Québec - (Continued)

Roberval

Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept- Iles
Shawinigan A
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Rividres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

(1966 minus 1961

)

. TABLE II. 47 (Cont'd.)

Per Cent
Change of
Sector .

1961 .
9
9.75
2,28
7.28
3.79
65.39
21.69
8.09
6.33
15,72
38,27
31.83
-1.54
3.51
17.01 -
17.37
25.51
1.50
42,31
9.89
15.24
21.50
17.10
0.52

18.53

Per Cent

Per Cent

Change of Distribution

Sector
As ‘Quotient
Of Province

0.526
0.123
0.393
0.205
3.529
1.170
0.437
0.341
0.849
. 2.086
1.718

-0.083.
0.189
0.918 -
0.937
1.377
0.081
2.283
0.534
0.823
1.160
0.923

1 0.028

0.100

1961
As .Quotient
Of Province

1.014
0.941
0.986
0.883
0.971
0.934
1.024
1.020
0.987 .-
0.972
1 0.973
0.990
0.909
0.977
0.996
0.918.
0.969
0.899
'1.023
0.95Y4
0.908
10.975
0.918

1.000

- 182

'  Per Cent

Distribution
1966

As Quotient

Of Province

- 0.950
0.916
0.951
0.869

©0.001

~0.920

1 0.981
0.994 -

. 0.999

- 0.955
0.907

0.961
10.919
0.948
1 0.994
'0.902
0.928"
0.903
0.986
0.938
0.976
©0.946
0.883

1.000



LABOUR TORCE BY‘OCCUPATION; 195124'PER CENT PER CATLGORY

Quéﬁec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville

Drummondville S.

Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquidre
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe~Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Rividre~du-Loup

Y

3

MANAGERIAL AND

PROFESSIONAL SALES
N/A :
26,34 19.96
'20.53 - 13.78
12.93 - 15.52
21.53 24,92
12.30 - 14.26
13.72 16,74
14,03 14.90
N/A
22.03 17.58
15.81. 10.57-
11.72 12.91 -
- 19.00 14.72
N/A - ‘
21.12 ©19.41
N/A
13.54 13.19
12.80 -12.86
19.88 16,87
16,57 18.63
N/A
12.30 12.66
11.75 10.44
13.u48 17.03
13.02 . 13.98
N/A ,
12.51 23.58
14,34 16.98
20,74 16,35
10.86 14,50
12.11 13.96
18.11 15.62
15.20 13.95
14,31 15.07
12.40 12.58
12.85 8.75
14,57 11.96
18.34 15.u46

- 19.61 18.50°
22.08 13.71
16.30 16.06
17.84 24,21
21.63 " 14.69
16.25 16.53 -

8.28 18.16
14.63 12.07
19.61 25.74
24,3y 19,17
18.87 ©17.84

TABLL IT.50

CLERICAL AND

SERVICE AND
RECREATION

TRANSPORTATION AND
COMMUNICATION

15.69
-15.61
13.57
22.14
36.60
19.40
11.76

16.43
13.17
11.69
119,60
21.54
11.40

- 10.77

21.19
13,49

26.64 -

11,27
13.72
13.96

20.36
15,93
20, 47
18.30
15.09

- 16.59
22.98

17.65

112.03
12.40
. 26,60
23,93

34,71

19,99
15.44

18.90

14,49
14.33
15,35
19.42
22,28
21.49

30.40 -

183



Québec - (Continned)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St~Georges
St-CGeorges O.
St-Hyacinthe -
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
SEpt-Tles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S..
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy :
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Provinqe)

" TABLE II.50 (Cont'd.)

MANAGERIAL AND
.PROFESSIONAL

i

21,66
14,16
19.35
17.27
20.3Y4
15.13
20.40
13.04 .
14.04
46,20
16.69
17.40
15.54
17.60
13.083
14,65
12.80
N/A -
18.53
15,52
12.36.
13.86
13,08 .

13,58

CLERICAL AND
SALES

©17.07
14.88
12.70
14,86
16.75
13.20
13.25
13.19
©15.30
13.34
10.99 .
17.14
11.48.
19.04
13.06
16.95

17.62
13.67
11,24

16.22
11.72.

16.47

“SERVICE AND

RECREATION,

TRANSPORTATION AND
COMMUNICATION

28,97 -
20.18
32.23
22.83
. 22,66
15,84
14,69
30.36
14,05
17.55
131,85 .
13.70
13,23
17.44
16.93
15.19
15.58

19.99
20.55
12.44
14,41
12.76

23.05

184 .




LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION, 1951

gguébec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de~la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe~GBatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

TABLE II.50 (Cont'd.)

FARMERS
LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS

N/A
2.53
0.84
22.23
3.59
2.19
2.37
2.84
N/A
2,71
1.78
1.22
1.27
N/A -
3.13 "
N/A
5.33
1.05
4.01
0.48
N/A
0.47
0.73
0.70
" 1.82
N/A
0.u45
1.38
0.89
3.35
2.68
1.25
7.07
4,19
1.36
43.75
20.82
11.13-
1.50
9.u5
- 1.u48
0.66.
27.79
1.60
5.55
1.82
0.43
3,99 .
2.09

- PER CENT' PER CATEGORY

CRAFTSMEN

17.92
39,385
26.46
19.23
19.83
32.82
40.79

36.43
40.51
- 47.50
38.13

26.98

48,19
50.89
29.43
43,41

37.94
42.68
46.27
46.67

U, 77
4, 34
36.57
39.61
43,67
42,70
29,75
37.41
50.82
16.85
18.37

-~ 15,860

©17.39
20.19
40.87
29,94
18.05
43,58
10,96 -
32.98
22,66
21.54
10,37 -

LABOURERS AND
NOT STATED

17.82.
9.89 -
9.30
8.60

14.50

14.96

15.67

4.83
18.16
14.96

7.29

7.82

8.34

11.63
8.63
7.43

9.99
.23.13
8.80
. 10.55

18.33
7.04
4,98
13.38
~ - 12.48
. 5,78 .

11.04
11.36
10.81
5.40
7.68
15:55
8.30
14.58
9.85
-8.u45
3.36
7.71
11.70
19.59
9.28
9.u46
11.43

-~ ALL
OCCUPATIONS

185




Québec - (Continued)

Roberval

Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O. .
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-~Thérése
Sept—?les
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines -
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE II.50 (Cont'd.)

FARMERS

LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS CRAFTSMEN
3.53 18.45
26.62 17.23
3.86 24,15
- 8.33 24,52°
7.38 ; 28,77
7.92 ‘ 40,81
0.62 40.64
0.35 39.40
0,96 - - 47,081
1.02 46.19
9.74 23.23
1.28 39.16
1,60 51.23
1.18 35.52
1.24 43.64
. 2.13 42,90
122,62 23.49
N/A .
0.58 32.59
28.81 15.70
0.u7 46,09
0.69 46 .60
0.91 . 47,73
14.63 . 24,79

- LABOURERS AND

NOT STATED. .

10.33
6.93
7.72°

12.20
4,11,
7.11

10.38

~38.16
8.25
6.79
7.51

011.33°
6.87
9.21

.10.91

12.08
8.56

©-10.69
"5.76 -
17.39
'8.23
13.80

7.48

,1186.

ALL
OCCUPATIONS




LABOUR FORCE, -14 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY 0

PER CATEGORY

TABLE II.u49

ALL -
. OCCUPATIONS
‘Québec
Alma " N/A
Amos 1663
Arvida 3337
Asbestos - 2668
Aylmer 1477
Bagotville ‘ 1276
Baie-Comeau ' 1691
Beauharnois 2074
Bécancour ' #N/A -
Beloeil . 1035 .
Buckingham : 2081
Cap-de-la-Madeleine 6499
Chambly 1495
Chibougamau N/A
Chicoutimi 7599
Chicoutimi N. , N/A
Coaticook ' 2289
Cowansville 1625
Dolbeau 1298
Drummondville 5679
Drummondville S. . N/A
Farnham 1911
Gatineau 1907
Gr»anby ) . 8,7 31
Grand'Mére : 3962
Hauterive - N/A
Hull 16647
Iberville _ 1890
Joliette _ - 5988
Jonquiére 6324
Kénogami 2757
Lachute '2;64
Lac-Mégantic 1293
La. Tuque - 8291
Magog 4331,
Malartic - 2000 -
Maniwaki 1,263
Matane 2148
Mont-Joli ’ 1,530
Mont~Laurier - Lh8l
Montmagny . 3092
Montréal 581,809
Noranda 3602
Plessisville 1815
Pointe-Gatineau 1316
Port-Alfred 1,210
. 65609
Q?ebec ) 3961
Rimouski .-%201

RiViére—du—Loup>

CCUPATION, 1951 - NUMBER OF PERSONS

MANAGERIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

438
685
345
318
157
232

291

228
329
762

. 284 .

1505 -

310
208
258
9ul

235
224
1177
516

2082,
271
1242
687
334
392
303
471
537
257
184
394
300
327
3ul .
10433
779
295
109
177
12,868 -
965
0L

CLERICAL AND
SALES

. 332
460
b

- 368
182
283
309

182
220
839
220

175

302
209
219
1058

242
199
1487
55

3926
321
979

1917
385
338
278
496
545

175
151
332
283
203
336

141583
529
300
239
16 . -

16,886
760
571

187 |




Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste~Thérése
Sept—iles '
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne

Thetford Mines

Tracy

Trois-Riviéres

Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE II. 49 (Cont'd.)

ALL
OCCUPATIONS

1588
5120
1685
. 828

949

985
8813
8818
6,804
pJrnn
719
9139
1995

19871
5793
1126
5045

N/A

17013
3280
8550
4921
1544

1703023

MANAGERTAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

34y
725
326
143
193
149

1798 .

1150
955
369
120

1590

310

3498
755
165
B6U46

3152
509
1057
682
202

231,183

S VS T

188

CLERICAL
AND
SALES

271
762
214
123
159
130 -
1168
1163
1041
326
79
1566
229"
3784
825
147
855

2997
uusg
961
798

181

280,548



TABLE II.49 (Cont'd.)

LABOUR FORCE, 1h YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY OCCUPATION, 1951 - NUMBER OF PERSONS

PER CATEGORY

Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-~Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham -

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N,
Coaticook -
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville

Drummondville S.

Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tudque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

SERVICE AND
RECREATION
TRANSPORTATION

* FARMERS

LOGGERS

FISHERMEN

TRAPPERS

AND COMMUNICATION MINERS

N/A
261
521
362
327
U467
328
oLy
‘N/A
170 -
274
760
293
. N/A
1,637
N/A
261
175
275
766
N/A
509
215
1,198
553
N/A
3,389
301
1,226
1,157
416
359
458
581
521
ou8
336
514
531
296
323
110,520

522
260
202 -
235
14,617
852
973

b2
28
593
53
28
4O
59

28
37
79
19

238
122
17

52
27

14
61
72

75

26
53
212
74
27
141

138
59
875
263
239
23
140
31

3,886

1,001
29
73 .
16

283
158
67

LABOURERS AND

CRAFTSMEN  NOT STATED

298
1,313
706
284
253
555

8u6

377
8u3
3,087
570

2,050

© 1,103,

827
382
2,465

725

814

4,040

1,849

4,123
838
2,190
2,505
1,204
924

593
1,231
2,201
337

232

335

266

299

855
175,093

650
791
539
399
14,864
854
620

293
330
248
127
185
253
325

50
378
972
109

594

.191
189
112
422

101
L1
768
u1s

3,052
133
298.
846

' 3uy
S lou
220 .
374
468
108
.97
334
127
216
206
49,396

121

140

154

237

6,091
S 395

366

. 189



Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept-ﬁles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Rividres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

TABLE ‘II.49 (Cont'd.)

SERVICE AND
RECREATIONS ,
TRANSPORTATION
AND COMMUNICATION

460
1,033
. 543

189
215
156
1,295
2,677
956
429
229
1,252

264

3,465
981
171
786
N/A
3,401
674
1,064
709.
197

392,580

FARMERS
LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS

56
1,363
65

69

70

78

55

31

65

25

70
117
32
234
72

2y
1,141

99
'9u5
40
34
1

" 249,217

CRAFTSMEN

293
882
Lo7
203
273
LG2-
3,582
3,518
3,226
1,129
RY)
3,579
1,023
7,059
2,528
L83
1,185

5,5u5
515

3,941

2,293
737

422,118

LABOURERS AND
NOT STATED

- 16l
355

130

101
39

70
915

. 279
561
- 166
54
1,035
137

1,831

632
136
432

1,819
189
1,487
405
213

127,377

190
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TABLE TI.51

191

LABOUR FORCE, 15 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY OCCUPATION, 1961 - NUMBER OF PERSONS

PER CATEGORY

Québec

Alma

Amos
Arvida
Asbestos

Ay lmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-~la-Madeleine

ChambLy'
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog

Malartic

Maniwaki

Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec

Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

ALL - .
OCCUPATIONS ,

3,573
2,186
4,110
3,090
2,108
1,563
2,950
2,913
N N/A
1,938
2,288
8,2u4L
1,172
1,562
9,823
2,880
2,348
2,511
1,771
9,484
3,066
2,164
3,935

11,211
4,566
1,963

20,867
2,360
6,358
7,471
3,154

. 2,466
2,103
3,926
4,474
2,039
1,941
2,772
1,784
1,793
2,242

806,973
3,866
2,188
2,562
2,358

126,411 -
5,921
3,290

MANAGERIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

723
569
1,172
556
437
260
u3y
457

. 59y
420
1,196

220 -
210
2,258
469
357

- 364
384
1,617
591
310
505
1,929
823
353
3,344
508
1,416
1,229
457
471
360
665
652
302
372
515
354
4L
467
165,055
'903
415
256
360
27,188
1,493
791

CLERICAL AND
SALES

623
415
692
398
618
ou iy
519
yug

434
396
1,295
263
148
1,963
525
320
421
362
1,707
429
302
812
1,912
749
269
5,484
372
1,160
1,200
480
401
310
642

676
226
282
471

© 330
301
401
195,611
705
399
517
uouy
31,407
1,320
682

SERVICE
RECREATION,
TRANSPORTATION AND

‘COMMUNTCATION

691
594
562
463
454

. 366
553
Lipy

297.
418
1,219
209
235
2,035
530 -
270
353
342
1,099
395 ;
496 ’ !
624 T
1,520 '
667
uy5
4,699
395
1,281
1,329
475
L2oo
L09
664
547
231
438
648
L2
396
you
147,395
497
353
560
- 280
27,398
1,326 .
8ub



Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste~Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept—iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke .
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL

(Prqvince)

TABLE II.51 (Cont'd.)

ALL
OCCUPATIONS

2,315
6,007
1,969
1,479
1,389
1,606
8,870
10,092
8,375
3,884
5,044
9,685
3,306
23,079
5,463
1,937
6,619
2,230
18,188
3,618
9,006
6,599
1,952

1,255,437

MANAGERIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

517
9on
38y
269
337
288

1,718 .
1,687
1,356
646
813
1,793
713
4,747
1,038u0
316
1,175
379
2,358
T 602
1,466
1,047
302

219 ,992"

CLERICAL AND .
SALES

400
990
32U
259
259

- 275
1,498
1,644
1,002
657
905
1,658
466
u,7u3
876

© 313
1,135
321-
3,569
573
1,396
1,146
256

285,165

L 192

SERVICE
RECREATION,
TRANSPORTATION AND
COMMUNICATION

715
1,274
621
278
288
283
1,658
2,695
1,500
671
1,179
1,588
445
4,520
1,068
382
1,145
321
3,273
672
1,421
1,081
267

234,101



LABOUR FORCE, 15 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY OCCUPATION, 1961 - NUMBER OF

,  TABLE II.51 (Cont'd.)

PERSONS PER CATEGORY

Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer _
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham
Cap-de-la-Madeleine
Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineal
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

FARMERS
LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS

33 -
69 -
37

485
69
32
‘38 .
88

N/A
14
30
59 .

21

u63
291
217 -
13
47
54
55
23
14
15
95
88
43
126
12
u8
159
59
37
99
111
43
750
159
271
28
81
15
5,492
794
U
u3
93
1,476
159
ul

CRAFTSMEN

1,161
352
1,370
958
379
ug7
1,114
1,168

4ug
702
3,551
385
401
2,494
832
367
1,104
483
3,879
1,402
799
1,379
4,753
1,889
647
5,042
857
1,937
2,778
1,121
939
685
1,443
2,125
412
453
531
412
355
739
234, 5Ll
725
785
805
942
30,439
1,173
565

/

LABOURERS AND
NOT STATED

342
187
277
230
141
lsu
292
313

151

322

924

74
105
782

307 -

1,021
222

146

1,127
226
243
600

1,002
350

206

2,172
316
516

776
562

196

232
4ol
431
118
237
336

198 -

220
196
58,887
2U2
212

381°

259
8,503
u50
365
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Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges

St-Georges O.

St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St~Jérdme
Ste~Thérdse
Sept—?les
Shawinigan

Shawinigan S.

Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne

Thetford Mines

Tracy

Trois-Riviéres

Val-d'Or
Valleyfield

Victoriaville

Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

"TABLE IT.51 (Cont'd..)

FARMERS
LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS

73
995
77
100
35
55
72
55
)
e
149
154
62

203
35
27
1,221
19
102
816
82
149
1

16,984

CRAFTSMEN

399 !
1,244
L27
312

355
suh
3,285
3,301
3,517
1,474
1,523
3,662
1,368
6,902
1,995
746
1,499
1,027
5,967
636
3,735
2,702
1,025

369,966

LABOURERS AND
NOT STATED

211
580
136
261
115
- Iel
639
710
518
1402
475
830
252
1,964
455
153 -
Ll
163
© 2,919
319
906
574
88

99,229
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TABLE II. 52

LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION, 1961 - PER CENT PER CATEGORY

Québec

Alma

- Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham :
Cap-de-la-Madeleine
Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N,
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive

Hull

Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic

La Tuque

Magog

Malartic
Maniwaki

Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont—-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

MANAGERIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

20.2u
26.03
28.52
17.99
20.78
16.63
14,71
15.69
N/A
30.65
18.36'
14.51
18.77
13. 44
22.99
16.28
15.20
14.50
21.68
17.05
19.28
14.33
112.83
17.21
18.03
17.98
16.03
17.29
22.27
16.45
14,49
19.10
17.12
16.94
14.57
14.81
19.17
18.58
19.84
24,54
20.83
20.45
23.36
18.97
10.00
15.27
21.51
25.22
24,0l

CLERICAL AND
SALES

17.44
18.98
16.84
12.88
29.39
15.61
17.59
15.21

22.39
17.31
15.71
22, Lk
9.u48
19.98
18.23
13.63
16.77
20 . L4
18.00
13.99
13.96
20.64
17.06
16.%0
13.70
26.28
15.76
18.24
16.06
15.22
16.26
14,74
16.35
15.11
11.08
14.53
16.99
18.50
16.79
17.89
24 . 24
18.24
18.24
20.18
17.98
24,85
22.29
20.73

SERVICE
RECREATION ,
TRANSPORTATION
AND COMMUNICATION

19.34
27.17
"13.87
14.98
21.59
23.42
18.75-
15.24

15.33
18.27
14.79
17.83
15.04
20.72
18.40
11.50
14,06
19.31
11.59

12.88
22.92
15.86
13.56
14,61
22,67
22.52
16.74
20.15

. 17.79
15.06
‘17.11
19.45
16.91
12.23
11.33
22.57
23.38
25.90
22.09
18.91
18.27
12.86
16.13
21.86
11.87
21.67
22.39 .
25.71
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" FARMERS

LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS

0.92
3.16 -
0.90"
15.70
3.28
- 2.08
1.29
3.02

0.72
1.31
0.72
1.79

29.64
2.96
7.53 .-

C 0455
1.87
3.05
0.58
0.75
0.65
0.38
0.85
1.93
2.19

'0.60
0.51
0.76
2.13
1.87
1.50 -
4.71
2.83
0.95

36.78.
8.19
9.78
1.57 |
4.52 ‘
0.67
0.68

20.54
1.10
1.68
3.94
‘1.17
2.69°
1.25




Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérdse
Sept—iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

ToTAL (Province)

TABLE II.52 (Cont'd.)

MANAGERIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

22,33
15.38
19.50
18.19
24,26
17.93
19.37
16.72
16.19
16.63
16.12
18.51
21,57
20,57

18.93
.16.31

17.75
17.00

'12.96

16.64
16.27
15.87
15.47

19.91

CLERICAL AND
SALES

17.28 .

16.48
16.46
17.51
18.65
17.12
16.89

'16.29

17.22
16.92
17.94
17.12
14.10
20.55
16.04
16.16
17.15
14,39
19.62

15.84

15.50
17.37
13.11

22.71

SERVICE
RECREATION,
TRANSPORTAT ION

_AND COMMUNICATION

30.89

21.21 .

31.54
18.80
20,73
17.623
18.69
26.70
17.91
17.28
23.37
16.40
13.46
19.58
19-.55
19.72
17.30
14,39
18.00
18.57
15.77
16.38
13.68

18.65

FARMERS

LOGGERS
FISHERMEN
TRAPPERS
MINERS

3.15
16.56

3.91-

6.76
2.52
3,42
0.81
0.55
0.50
0.88
2.95
1.59
1.88
0.88
0.64
1.39
18.45
0.85
0.56
22,55
0.91

0.74°

0.72

1.35
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LABOUR "FORCE BY OCCUPATION, 1961 - PER CENT PER CATEGORY

Québec

Alma
Amos

. Arvida

Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Bale-Comeau
Beauharnois .
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham-

Cap—de—la—Madeléine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi

Chicoutimi N, =

Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau

- Drummondville
Drummondville S,

Farnham
Gatineau
Granby
Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
Hull )
Iberville .
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami -
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont~Joli

Mont-Laurier

Montmagny -
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville

Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred -
Québec
Rimouski

Riviére-du-Loup

‘TABLE II.52 (Cont'd.).

1

CRAFTSMEN

32.49
16.10
33.33
31.00
18.02
31.80
37.76
40.10
- N/A
23,12
30.68
43,07
32.85
25.67
25.39
28.89
15.63

“ 43,97
27.27
40.90
45.73
36.92
35.04
42 .40

. 41.37.
32.96
24,16
36.31

30.u47
37.18"
35.54

- 28,08
132,57
36.76
47,50
20,21
23,34

- 19.16
'23.09
19.80
32.96
29.06
18.75
35.88
31,42
29.95
24,08
19,81
17.17

LABOURERS AND
NOT STATED

9.57
8.55
6.74
7. 4L
6.94

©10.50
9,90

10.74

7.79 -
14,08 -
11.21

6.31

6.72
.7.96
10.66
43,49

11.88

-11.23
15.25
- 8.94
7.67
10.49°
10.41.
13.39
8,12
10.39
17.83
7.95
11.038
10.21
9.64
5.79
12.21
12.12
11.10
12,27
"8.75.
7.30 .
. 6.26
© 9,69 .
14,87
10.98
6.74 -
7.60
11.10 -

ALL
OCCUPATIONS




i

Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérodme
Ste-Thérése
Sept~iles
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne.
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d4'0Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

" TABLE II.52 (Cont'd.) -

CRAFTSMEN-

17,24
20.71
21.69
21,10
25,56
33.87
37.04
32,71
41.99
37.95
30.19
37.81

41.38.
29,91

26,52
38.51

22.65 .

46.05
32.81
17.58
H1.46
40.95
52.51

29.48

LABOURERS- AND
NOT STATED

9.12
9.66

v 6.91

17.65
8.28
10.02

7.20
- 7.04

6.20
10.35

9.42 .

8.57

7.62

8.51

8.33 .

7.90
B.71
7.32

16.06 -

8,82
10.10
8.70
4,51

7.90

. CALL
OCCUPATIONS
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TABLE TI.53
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. LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION - PER CENT CHANGE PER CATEGORY BETWEEN 1951 AND

1961

Québec

Alma

Amos
Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive-
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont—Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

ALL
OCCUPATIONS

N/A
31,44
23,16.
15.81
42,38
22 .49
74,45
40 .45

N/A
87,24

9,94
26.85

- 21.60

N/A
29.26
N/A

2.57
54,52
36.44
67.00

N/A
13.23

106.34

28,40
15.24
‘N/A
25,34
24,86

6.17
'17.80
14.39
13.95

5.51
19.29

3.30
1,95
53.68
29.05
16,60
21.06

7.17
37.98 .

7.32
20.55
‘94 68
9u,87
92.67
49,36

2.78

MANAGERIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

29.90
71.09
61.15
37.42
65.60
87.06
57.04

.160.52

27.65

- 56.95
- 22,53

40.68

15.16
75.00
48.83
71.83 ¢

31.91
125.44
63.89
59,49

60.61
50.55
14.00°
78.89
36.82
20.15
18.81
41.18
21,41
17.50

102,17
30.71
18.00
34,55
36.95 -

 58.20
15.91
40.67

134,86

103.38

111.28
54,71
30.96

CLERICAL AND
SALES

25.00
50.43 -
- 3.86
© 67.93
34,06
83.39
43,36

138.46
80.00
54.35
19,54

33.08

5.96. .
101.43

65.29
61.34

24.79
308.04
28,58
35.19

39.68
15.88
18.48
30.86
24,67
18.63
11.51
29,43
24.03

29,14
86.75
41,86
16.60
48,27
19.34
38.15
33.27
33.00

116.31

190,41
85.99
73.68
19.43

SERVICE AND
RECREATION,
TRANSPORTATION &
COMMUNICATION

127.58 .
7.86 .
27.90
38.83
- 21.82
68.59
81.96

74,70
52.55
60.39

- 28.66

'. -2_’—.1-_.'31 R

3.4l
101.71
24,36
L3.u47

-  2.55
190.23
26.87

- 20.61

38.65
31.22
4,48
14,86
14,18
17.54

- 10.69
14,28
499

-  6.85
30.35
26.07

- 12.99 .

33.78-
31.26
33.36

- . 4.78
© 35,76
177.22

- 19.14.
87.43 "
55.63"

- 13.05°
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TABLE II. 53 (Cont'd.)
- SERVICE AND
: RECREATION,
ALL MANAGERIAL AND CLERICAL AND  TRANSPORTATION &
. OCCUPATIONS PROFESSIONAL SALES COMMUNICATION
Quebec - (Continued) _ _
Roberval u5,.78 . 50.29 - 47,60 55,43
Rouyn : 17.32 - 27,44 29.92 . 23,33
Ste-Agathe - . . © 16.85 17479 ' 51.40 14.36
St-Félicien 78.62 88.11 110.56 47.08
St-Georges o 46.36 74.61 . 62.82 33.95
St-Georges O. 63,04 . 93.28 111.53% 81.41
St-Hyacinthe ' 0.64 - L4.uy 28,25 28.03
St-Jean 14,44 46 .69 41.35 . 0.67
St-Jérdme : 23,09 41,98 38.52 56.90
Ste-Thérdse 58,91 75.06 -+ 101.53 56,41
Sept-1les 601.52 . 577.50 - 1,045:56 " , 414,84
Shawinigan ' 5,97 12.76 5.87 ’ 26,83
Shawinigan S. - 85,71 130.00 - 103.49 68.56
Sherbrooke ‘ 16,14 35.70 25,34 30,44
Sorel S - 5.69 .36.95 6,18 .. B.86
Terrebonne 4 72.02 91.51 112,92 ©128.39
Thetford Mines 31.19 : 81.88 3274 45,67
Tracy N/A - ‘ . :
Trois-Riviéres 6,90 - 25.19: 19.08 -, 3.76 .
Val-d'Or 10.30 18.27 27.90 - 0.29-
Valleyfield 5.33 . '38.69. 45,26 : 33,55
Victoriaville : 34.09 53.51 43,60 T 52,48
Windsor 26 .42 49,50 41,43 35.53
TOTAL (Province) : - 26,28 8.13. 1.64 - - 40.36




LABOURiFORCE BY OCCUPATION - PER CENT CHANGE PER CATEGORY BETWEEN 1951 AND

1961 )

guégec
Alma

Amos
Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil"
Buckingham-

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly
Chibougamau -
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N,
Coaticook

" Cowansville

Dolbeau
Drummondville

Drummondville S.

Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive
H41l
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquidre
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque '
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki
Matane
Mont~Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville

Pointe-Gatineau

Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski

Riviére-du-Loup

TABLE II. 53 (Cont'd.)

FARMERS
LOGGERS
FISHERMEN -
TRAPPERS
MINERS

" N/A
64,28
32.14
- 18.21
30.18
14,28
- 5.00
49,15
‘N/A
46 .42
- 18.91
25.31
10.52
N/A
22.26
N/A
- 89.34
176.47
3.84
103.70
"N/A
55,55
7.14
‘55,73
22,22
N/A
68.00
- 53.84
- 9.43
- 25,00
- 20.27
37.03
- 29.78
- 19.56
- 27.11
- 14,28
- 38.46
13.38
21.73
- 42,14
- 51.61
41,32
- 20.67 -
- 17.24
- 41,09
481.25
421.55
0.63
- 38.80

CRAFTSMEN

18,12
945,80
35.69
33,45
96, 44
100,72
38.06.

18.83
16,72
15.03
32.45

21.65. :

66.72
33.49
26.43
57.36

10.20

69.41

17.64
2.16°

22.28
2.26

- 11.55

10.89
6.89
1.62

15.58 -

17.22
3.45 -

22.25

95,25

58.50

54, 88

18,72

13.56

33.95

11.53
0.75

49,35

136.09

- 104.78

37.35
8.87

" LABOURERS AND
NOT STATED

36,17
16.06
7.25

14,96

11.35
15.41

3.69

202.00
14,81
4.93
32,11

31.64

43y,55

17.46
30.35
167.06

27.22.

245, 80
30.46
16.26

28.83
137.59
73.15

- 8.27
63.37 -

58.06
5.45
7.21
7.90
.9.25
144,32
0.59
55,90
1.85
4,85
19.19
100.00

- 51.42

© 147 .40

9.28

39.59 .
20.00

0.27
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" TABLE ITS3 (Cont'd.)

FARMERS

LOGGERS
FISHERMEN : . .
'TRAPPERS LABOURERS AND -

, o MINERS - CRAFTSMEN NOT ‘STATED: : y
Québec - (Continued) o , L
Roberval 30.35 ' 36.17 .28.65
Rouyn : ~ 26.99 . S 41,04 63.38
Ste-Agathe 18,46 4,91- - 4,61
St-Félicien 44,92 53,69 , 158,41
St-Georges - 50.00 30.03 a 194,87
St-Georges O. - 29.48 © 35,32 \ 130.00 -

St-Hyacinthe " 30,90 - 8.29 - 30.16

St-Jean 77,41 -  6.16 154,48

St-Jérdme - 35.38 . . 9.02 - = 7.66

Ste-Thérdse 36.00 30.55 - - 142,16

Sept-1les 112.85 811.97 o 779.62

Shawinigan . 31.62 2.31 ' - 19.80

Shawinigan S. 938.75. 33.72 . 83.94

Sherbrooke : - 13.24 : - 2,22 ; 7.26

Sorel - 51.38 - 21i.08 - 28,00

Terrebonne . 12.50 : 54,45 T ~ 12.50 v
Thetford Mines - 7.01 26.49 2.717 '

Tracy N/A ' _ o ’

Trois-Riviéres © - 3.03 7.61 60.47 -
Val-d'Or - 13.65 23,49 68.78" _— _
Valleyfield 105.00 - 5,22 © - 39.07

Victoriaville ‘ yn.11 : 17.83 41,72

Windsor . 0.00 - . 39.07 - = 58.68"

TOTAL (Province) . - 93.18 . - 12.35 . - 22,09
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TABLE II.5u

LABOUR FORCE BY OCCUPATION, 1951 AND 1961 - COEFFICIENTS OF‘SPECIALIZATION_

!

- 1951 : -0 1961

COEFFICIENTS COEFFICIENTS

Québec
Alma . N/A o . .,057
Amos - o . 264 171
Arvida .239 o .125
Asbestos 111 ' .159
Aylmer ‘ .175 : Jdouw
Bagotville ‘ - .207 ‘ . 104
Baie-Comeau’ 159 104
Beauharnois , .2u6 . .15l
Bécancour i N/A: ~ N/A
Beloeil . Lo12 ..107
Buckingham - \ - .286 ' C o .074
Cap-de-la-Madeleine .302 : .169
Chambly ‘ .188 . .o38
Chibougamau _ N/A ‘ .283
Chicoutimi - .131 , .068 :
Chicoutimi N. N/A ' : .089 - o
Coaticook .243 : .35 -
Cowansville .303 .160
Dolbeau .125 .0u8
Drunmondville .238 ‘ .154
Drummondville-S. N/A .163
Farnham _ .193 ©.151
Gatineau .335 .129
Granby _ .234 e .140
Grand'Mére . 250 : <125

" Hauterive N/A . 109
Hulil .180 : .,099
Iberville : <208 - .123
Joliette -190 051
Jonquiére . - 207 : - 4110
Kénogami .239 .165

" Lachute = - - 224 L .088
Lac-Mégantic .102 106
La Tuque a2 .111
Magog . .o9m : .198
Malartic -291 \ 354
Maniwaki - .109 - .151
Matane .137 ) : LA74
Mont-Joli .205 ' . 107
Mont-Laurier " 'gig ' ,'égg
Montma v L= - .
Montréiiy +181 ‘ :-"021
Noranda 034 , -226
Plessisville .218 c . w082
Pointe-Gatineau .221 S W18
Port-Alfred +213 o -162
Québec 271 . .068
Rimouski 155 ‘ - .10k

Riviére-du-Loup -lQO’ 4 | .1&4

b




TABLE II.54 (Cont'd.)

1951 -

COEFFICIENTS
Québec - (Continued)
Roberval A 74
“ Rouyn . ‘ . -.128
Ste-Agathe 152
St-Félicien .08Y4
St-Georges ' o110
8t-Georges 0. .176
St-Hyacinthe . .258
St-Jean ~ ‘ : 224
St~-Jérdme , .238
Ste-Thérése V .179
Sept-lles . S 119
Shawinigan .227
Shawinigan S. - .285
Sherbrooke - .19
Sorel . . . .223
Terrebonne .238
Thetford Mines - 7 .096
Tracy ‘ N/A
Prois-Rividres : 171
Val-d'Or .161
Valleyfield .312
Victoriaville _ S .228
Windsor ) ‘ .2986
TOTAL (Province) .000

1961

COEFFICIENTS

177

.185
155

.153

.080

.086
.076
.13
.125

.109
.086 -

.093
1l
.026
.084
.102
171
.166
115
221
© L 1y2
.123
1,230

.000

204



LABOUR FORCE, 14
PERSONS PER SECTOR

guébec

Alma
Amos

" Avvida

Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham

Cap-de-la-Madeleine

Chambly .

~ Chibougamau

Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau -
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive

Hull

Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic

La Tuque

Magog

Malartic
Maniwaki

Matane
Mont-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviédre-du~Loup

TOTAL -

N/A

1,706
3,337
2,668
1,477

1,276 .

1,691
2,074
N/A
1,035
2,081

6,499

793
N/A
7,599
N/A
2,289
1,625

1,298

5,679

N/A

1,911
1,907
8,731

3,962

N/A
16,647
1,853
5,988
6,324
2,757
2,164
1,993
3,241

4,331.

2,000
1,264
2,148
1,530
1,481
2,092

. 589,151

3,772
1,815

1,316

1,210

100,966

3,202
N/A

TABLE II.56

PRIMARY
SECTOR

79
.20
1,138
28

53
138
123

22
57
80
14

534

129
16
120

29

S11
32
58
62

118
731
63
177
63
21
132
124
U6
1,195
459
340
29
18y
37

. 3,393
1,700
' 36
90
L1

2,320

62

SECONDARY -

- 'S8ECTOR" -

199
2,375
839
360
358
©1,005
1,192

568
1,294
4,367
320

2,507

1,337

1,116
560

3,593

93y
1,340
5,758
2,513

6,297

1,165
2,714
3,429
1,832
1,257
886
1,934
2,946
259
252
713
319
513
1,207

262,189
513

1,144
667

707.

32,645
857

. TERTIARY

SECTOR

1,079
928
630

1,051
824

542

718

43y
” 680 -
1,944
451

4,488

775
470

. BO5
2,009

897 -

1495
2,825
1,301

9,799
643
3,156
2,475
808 -
876
945
1,154
1,220
528
539
1,066
1,167
770
822

313,377 1

1,540
605,
516
y77
63,436
2,171 .

YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY INDUSTRY, 1951 - NUMBER OF

NOT

- STATED

49
1y
61
38
41

4l

11
50
108

70 -

48
23
13

u8.

89
40
.90
86

433
iy
55
243
54

10

30

29
119
18

14

29

15

14

26
0,192

30
.43
12

2,565

112
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Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges

St-Georges 0.

St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérese
Sept—iles
Shawinigan

Shawinigan S.

Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne

Thetford Mines

Tracy

Trois-Rividres

Val-d'Or
Valleyfield

Victoriaville

Windsor

T0TAL(Province)

TOTAL

1,588

5,120

1,681 .

828
949

985 |

8,813
8,818
6,80k
2,220

719

9,139
1,995

119,871
' 5,793
1,127

5,045

N/A
17,013
3,280
8,550
4,921
1,448

1,471,840

TABLE II.5B (Cont'df)

PRIMARY
SECTOR

103
1,836
38
110
106
112
.59
31

62

9

98
990
24
271

- 236
50
2,280

102
1,273
b7

32

17

264,974

SECONDARY
SECTOR

399
931
510
300
356

- 489

4,632
4,698
4,319
1,296
279
5,387
1,339
9,595
3,452
656
823

7,903
533
5,571:
2,994
1,114

555,776

TERTTARY

SECTOR

1,060
2,241
1,111
399
476
393
4,057
4,043
2,320
893
334

. 2,684
820
9,695

1,964

B GER
1,803

©8,86L
1,U56
2,741
1,826

308

523,448

‘NOT
STATED

26
112
22
19
11
11
- B5
46
103
22
8
98
12
310
141
.13
139

1n1 -

18
191
89

27,642

. 208
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TABLE II.57
LABOUR FORCE, 14  YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY INDUSTRY, 1951 - pPER CENT PER SECTOR

PRIMARY SECONDARY " TERTIARY NOT

WBbeo SECTOR ~ SECTOR SECTOR STATED
Alma N/A

Amos - 4,63 29.25 63.25 2.87
Arvida 0.60 71.17 27.81 0.42
Asbestos 42.65 31.45 23.61 0.29
Aylmer 1.90 oy, 37 71.16 2.57
Bagotville 4,15 28.06 6L, 58 3,21
Bale-Comeau 8.16 59,43 32.05 0.36
Beauharnois 5.93 57,47 3L4.62 .~ 1.98
Becancqur : N/A .

Beloeil 2.13 54,88 41,93 1.06
Buckingham S2.74 62.18 32.68-. 2.4y
Cap~de-la-Madeleine 1,23 ' 67.20 29,91 1.66°
Chambly 1.77 A 40.35 . 56.87 1.01
Chibougamau N/A ‘ ' »
Chicoutimi 7.03 32.99 59,06 0,92
Chicoutimi N. N/A : o
‘Coaticook 5,64 58,141 - 33.86 2.09
Cowansville 0.99 68.68 28.92 1.41
Dolbeau _ 9.25 43.14 46.61 - 1.00
Drummondville 0.51 63.27 35.38 0.84
Drummondville S. N/A : : -
Farnham : 0.58 148,87 46,94 3.61
Gatineau 1.68 70.27 25.96 2.09
Granby 0.66 65.95 32.36 1.03
Grand 'Mére 1.56 © 63,43 32.84 2.17
Hauterive N/A : : :
Hull 0.71 37.83 58,86 2.60.
Iberville 1.67 62.87 34.70 - 0.76
Joliette 1.05 45,32 _ 52.71 - 0.92
Jonquiére 2.80 54,22 39.14 3.84
Kénogami 2.29 66.45 29.30 1.96
Lachute 0.97 58,09 40,48 . 0.46 : |
Lac-Mégantic 6.62 Lu 46 : 47.42 ' )
La Tuque 3.83 59.67 35.61
Magog 1.06 68.02 A 28,17
Malartic 59,75 . 12.95 26.40
Maniwaki 36.31 19.94 42 .64
Matane ‘ 15.83 33.19 49.63
Mont-Joli 1.89 20.85 76.28
Mont-Laurier 12.42 ’ 34,64 51.99
Montmagny 1.77 . 57.70 39.29
Montréal 0.58 Ly .50 53.19
Noranda 45,07 13.60 © 40,83
Plessisville 1.99 63.03 33.33-
Pointe-Gatineau 6.84 - 50.68 39.21
Port-Alfred 1.16 58.43 . 39.42
Québec 2.30 32.33 62.83
Rimouski ' 1.94 26.76 67.80
Riviére~du-Loup . N/A
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TABLE II.57 (Cont'd.) -

PRIMARY SECONDARY ' TERTIARY . NOT -

SECTOR . '~ SECTOR . SECTOR  STATED -
Québec - (Continued)
Roberval -  6.49 ' 225,18 - . 66.75 - 1.63
Rouyn - . 35.86 18.18 , 43,77 2.19
Ste-Agathe ~ 2.26 3034 . 66.09 S 1.31
St-Félicien 13.29 , 36.23 48.19 2,29 .
St-Georges - 11.17 37.51 50,16 -~  1.16°
St-Georges O. 11.37 47.61 39.90 - 1.12
St-Hyacinthe - ~ 0.87 52.56 . 46.03 0. 74
St-Jean g 0.35 53.28 45.85 = 0.52
St-Jérdme 0.91 63,48 34.10 - . 1.51
Ste-Thérése 0.40 58.38 - . 40,23 0.99
Sept-lles 13.64 N 38.80 46 .45 1.11
Shawinigan 10.83 58.95 . 29.15 ° .1.07
-Shawinigan S. 1,20 o 67.12. - 31.08 - 0.60
Sherbrooke 1.36 48.29 48,79 - 1.56
Sorel : 4,07 . 59.60 33.90 2.43
Terrebonne , Wby 58,21 36.20 1.15
Thetford Mines 45,19 16.31 35.74 2.76
Tracy . N/A S -
Trois-Rividres 0.80 o 4B, 45 ‘ 52.10 0.85 |
Val-d'0Or 38.81 16.25 . 44,39 . 0.5%
Valleyfield - . 0.55 65.16 . .. 32,06 ' 2,23
Victoriaville ' - 0.85 - B0.84 , 37.11 1.40
Windsor - 1.17 76.94 . 21.27 0.62
TOTAL (Province) 18.00 - 37.76 . 42,36 '1.88
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I TABLE IT.58
? LABOUR FORCE, 15 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY INDUSTRY, 1961 - NUMBER OF PERSONS
3 l PER SECTOR '
I PRIMARY SECONDARY TERTIARY NOT
, TOTAL " 'SECTOR 'SECTOR SECTOR - STATED"
l Québec . - . _ -
Alma 3,573 71 1,218 2,182 : 102
l ATOS ; 2,186 125 362 1,637 , 62
Arvida , 4,110 22 2,288 1,743 57
Asbestos - . 3,090 1,143 . 752 1,129 - 66
l Aylmer = = 2,103 . 17 350 - 1,700 36
Bagotville 1,563 . 4o ~ 321 1,Tu46 . 56
Baie-Comeau 2,950 - 108 1,485 1,231 : 126 -
. Beauharnois 2,913 81 1,463 ©1,320 -9
' Bécancour 302 : 239 | 15 : RO - 8
Beloeil © 1,938 20 705 1,154 59
Buckingham - 2,288 39 1,027 1,175 47
l Cap-de-la-Madeleine 8,21 87 4,478 3,453 226
Chambly _ 1,172 20 . 438 679 35
Chibougamau" 1,562 - B34 165 - 513 50
Chicoutimi 9,823 456 2,752 6,272 - 343
l Chicoutimi N. . 2,880 3uy - 937 1,505 9y
Coaticook 2,348 117 1,160 1,012 59
Cowansville : 2,511 - 56 : 1,446 982 27
I Dolbeau : 1,771 ©117 . 562 1,043 . 49
Drummondville: g,u84 ' 63 5,087 4,04y 290
Drummondville S. 1,728 19 1,153 515 L1
l Farnham 2,164 16 973 1,105 70
Gatineau ' © 3,935 18 ‘ 1,974 1,864 79
Granby -~ 11,211 78 6,399 4,493 241
Grand 'Mére 4,566 114 2,317 2,000 : 135
l Hauterive - 1,963 -85 700 . -1,059 S 119
Hull 20,867 : 92 5,710 14,492 573
Ibervilie’ \ 2,360 ‘ 15 1,120 1,135 : 90
l Joliette 6,358 w7, 2,173 3,977 161
Jongquiére S 7,471 . 134 3,518 3,620 . . 199
Kénogami 8,154 = 46 1,761 1,245 102°
I Lachute © 2,466 34 1,190 1,193 49
Lac-Mégantic 2,103 -~ 110 798 1,148 47
La Tuque . . 3,926 197 159_48 1,661 ) 1120
Magog 4,474 .43 2,712 1,640 79
' Malartic 2,039 1,172 - 133 667 67
Maniwaki 1,941 - o292 522 " 1,037 ‘ 90
Matane' 2,772 385 467, 1,698 229
l Mont-Joli 1,784 43 . 350 1,267 - 2n ;
Mont—Laurier . 1,798 145 380 1,213 55 |
Montmagny 2,2u2 18 .94y 1,222 - 58 o
l Montréal 806,703 5,280 311,691 u67,771 21,961
Noranda 3,866 1,693 303 . 1,771 99
Plessisville 2,188 - 6 1,140 969. - 73
Pointe-Gatineau 2,562 48 1,023 1,441 50
I Port-Alfred - 2,358 113 - 893 1,269 . : 83
Québec 126,411 1,842 32,823 88,442 3,304
Rimouski a 5,921 215 ‘ 1,014 4,468 224
I Rividre-du-Loup 3,290 50 ~ 466 2,559 215




Québec - (Conhtinued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges 0.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérdse
Sept-?les
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne
Thetford Mines
Tracy
Trois-Riviéres
Val-d'Or
Valleyfield

Victoriaville .

Windsor

TOTAL .~

2,315
6,007
1,969
1,479
1,389
1,606
8,870

10,092
8,375
3,884
5,044
9,685
3,306

23,079
5,463
1,937

6,619

2,230
18,188
3,618
9,006
6,599
1,952

TOTAL (Province) 1,768,119

TABLE II.58 (Cont'd.)

- - PRIMARY
SECTOR

142
1,659
Ly
200
57

30
104
BY4

57

23
6Ll
133
66
183
22

50
2,558
20
115
1,232
80

51

15

202,521

SECONDARY
SECTOR

361
773
393
228
- 364

590
3,728
4,397
4,104
1,834
1,115
4,666
1,732
8,387
2,624

864

811
1,393
7,293

u28g

4,224

3,131
1,315

592,804

TERTIARY
SECTOR

1,709

3,342

1,505
930
927
943

4,862

5,390

4,012

1,908

3,043

4,625

1,423

13,925
2,695

990
3,022
771

10,372

1,802
4,466
3,205

621

921,067

NOT
STATED

103
233
27
121
41
43
176
241
202
119
. 2u5
261
85
584
122
33
228
©- L6
408
156
236
1212

51,727
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LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY, 1861 -~ PER CENT PER SECTOR

Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida
Asbestos
Aylmer
Bagotville,
Baie-Comeatl
Beauharnois
Bécancour
Beloeil
Buckingham
Cap-de-la-Madeleine
Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N,
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau
Granby -
Grand 'Mare
Hauterive:
Hull
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic
La Tuque
Magog
Malartic
Maniwaki -
Matane
Mont~-Joli
Mont-Laurier
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec
Rimouski
Riviére~du-Loup

TABLE II.5S

PRIMARY
SECTOR SECTOR
1.99 34,09
5.72 16.56
0.54 55.67
36.99 24,34
0.81 16.64
2.56 20.54
3.66 ‘5034
2,78 50.22
79.14 4,97
1.03 36.38
1.70 44, 89
1.06 54,32
1,71 37.37
53.39 10.56
4,64 28,02
1l.94 32.53
4,98 49,40
2,23 57.59
6.61 31.73
0.66 53.64
1.10 66.73
0.74 44,96
0.46 50.17
0.70 57.08
2.50 50.74
4.33 35.66
0.u4y 27.36
0.64 47 .46
0.74 34,18
1.79 47.09
1.46 55.83
1.38 48,26
5.23 37.95
5.02 49,62
0.96 60 .62
57.u48 6.52
15.04 26.89
13.89 16.85
2.41 19.62
8.09 21.19
0.80 42,11
. 0.65 38.64
43,79 7.84
0.27 52.10
1.87 39.93
4,79 37.87
S 1.u46 25.97
3.63 - 17.13
1.52 14.16

SECONDARY

TERTIARY
SECTOR -

61.07
74,89
42.41
36.54
80.8u4
73432
41.73
45,31
13,25
59,55
51.35
41.89
57 .94
32.84
63.85
52,26
43,10
39.11
58.89
42,64
29,80
51.06
47.37
40.08
43,80
53.95
69.45
48,09
62,55
48.45
39.47
48,38
54,49
42,30
36.66
32,71
53.43
61.26
71.02
67.65
54,40
57.99
45,81
44,29
56.25
53.82

69,96
75.46
77.78

NOT
STATED

2.85
2.84
1.39
2.14
1.7L

3.58 -

4,27
1.68
2.64
3.04
2.05
2.74
. 2.99
3.20
3.49
3.26
2.52
1.08
2.77
3.06
2.37
3.23
2.01
2,15
2.96
6.06
2.75
3.81
2.53
2.66
3.23
1.99
2.23
3.06
1.76
3.29
4,64
8.00
6.95
3.07
2.59
2.72
2.56
3.34
1.95
3.52
2.61

3.78
6.54
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Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste~Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérdse.
Sept—iles-
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S,
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne

Thetford Mines

Tracy

Trois-Rividres

Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

ToTAL (Province)

TABLE II.59 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY - SECONDARY
SECTOR SECTOR
 6.14 15.59
27.61 12.87
2.23 19.96
13.52 15,42
4,10 | 26.21.
1.87 . 36.74
1.17 . 42,03
0.63 43,57
0.68 - 49,00 -
0.59 C47,28
12,71 22.11. -
1.37 48,18 - .
2.00 52.39
0.79 36,34
0.40 48.03
2.58 44,61
38.65 12,25
0.90 62.47
0.63 T 40,10 -
34.05 11.83
'0.89 46.90
0.77 47,45
0.77 67.37.

11.45 33.53

TERTTARY
SECTOR

73.82

55.64

- 76,43
62.88
66.74

58472 -

54.82

53.41 -

47.90
4g .12
60.33
u7.75
43,04
60,34
439,34
51.11
45.66
34,57

57.03

49.81

‘49.59 -

48.57
31.81

52.09

NOT

STATED

4,45
- 3.88
1.38
8.18

2.95

2.67

1.98

2.39
2.42
3.06
4.85
2.70

2.57".

2.53
12.23
1,70

3., U4
2.06
2.24
431

© 2,62

3.21

0.05 .

2.983
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LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY - PER CENT CHANGE PER SECTOR BETWEEN lQSl AND

1361

Québec

Alma

Amos

Arvida

Asbestos

Aylmer
Bagotville
Baie-Comeau
Beauharnois
Bécancour -
Beloeil
Buckingham
Cap-de-la-Madeleine
Chambly
Chibougamau
Chicoutimi
Chicoutimi N.
Coaticook
Cowansville
Dolbeau
Drummondville :
Drummondville S.
Farnham
Gatineau

Granby

Grand 'Mére
Hauterive

Hull :
Iberville
Joliette
Jonquiére
Kénogami
Lachute
Lac-Mégantic

La Tuque

Magog

Malartic
Maniwaki

Matane
Mont~Joli 4
Mont-Laurier -
Montmagny
Montréal
Noranda
Plessisville
Pointe-Gatineau
Port-Alfred
Québec

Rimouski
Riviére-du-Loup

TOTAL

N/A

28.13
23.16
15.81
42.38
22.49
74,45
40.45
N/A

87.25-

9.94
26.85
47,79

. N/A

29.26
N/A

2,57,

54,52
36. 44
67.00
N/A

13.23

106.34

28.40
15.24
N/A
25.34
27.36
6.17
18.13
14,39
13.95
5.51
21,14
3.30
1.85
53.56
29.05
16.60
21.06
7.17
36.93
2.49
20.55
9u.68
9y, 87
25.20

8u.92
N/A

TABLE II.60

'PRIMARY
SECTOR

58.22
- 10.00

0.43
-39.28
-2U4.,52
~21.73
-3k, 14

-9.09
~31.57
-8.75
-42,85

~ 14,60

=9.30
-250.00
-2.50
T117.2Y4

-45,45
~43.75
- 34,48
-83.87

~22.03
-51.61
- 25,39
- 24,39
~26.98
-61.90
~16.66
‘58,87
-6.52
-1.92
~36.38
13.23
ug.27
- 21,19
-51.35
55.61
~0.41
~83.33
46,66
707 .14
-20.60

2L46.77

SECONDARY
SECTOR

-

~27.45
~3.70
-10.36
-2.77
~10.33
47.76
22.73

24,12

-20.63
2.54
36.87

9.77

-13.23
29,56
0.35
41,62

3.95
47,31
11.13
~7.79

-9.32
-3.86
~19.93

2,59 -

- =3.87
-5.338
-9.93

0.72
=7.94

-48.64
107 .14

- =34,50

9,71 -
~ 25,92
-21.78
18.88
-40.93
-0 .34
58,37
26.30
0.54

18,32

TERTIARY
SECTOR

76 . 40
87.82
79.20
61.75
39,07
127.12
83. 84

-165.90 .
72.79
- 77.62
50.55

39.75

'30.58
108.93
- 72.39
101.29

23.18
276.56
59,04
53.72

47.89-

- 76.51
26.01
46,26
54,08

36.18

21.48
43.93
34,42
26.32
92.39
59.28
- .8.56
57.53
48.66
49,26

15.00

60.16
179.26 -
166.03

39.41

105,80

NOT
STATED

26.53
307,14
8.19
~5.26
36.58
2000.00
19.51

436,36

-6.00
109.25
337.50
390.00

~13.23

17.39

276,92
564,16

1.44
97.50
167.77
56.97

32,10 °

542,85
192.72
+18,10
. 88,88
390.00

56.66
313.79
-33,61
272.22
542,85
665.51
726 .66
292.85
123.07
115.47
421..05
143,33

16.27

' 591.66
28.81

'100.00
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Québec - (Continued)

Roberval
Rouyn
Ste-Agathe
St-Félicien
St-Georges
St-Georges O.
St-Hyacinthe
St-Jean
St-Jérdme
Ste-Thérése
Sept—?les '
Shawinigan
Shawinigan S.
Sherbrooke
Sorel
Terrebonne

Thetford Mines.

Tracy

Trois-Riviéres

Val-d'Or
Valleyfield
Victoriaville
Windsor

TOTAL (Province)

TOTAL

. 45,78

17.32
17,13
78.62
46,36
63.05

0.64
1k, 145
23.08
74,95

601.52

5.97
65.71
16,14
-5.69
71.87
31.19
N/A

6.90
10.30

5.33

34,09
34,80

20,12

TABLE II.60 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY
SECTOR

37.86
-9.64
15.78
81.81
~46,22
-73.21

76.27
106.45

~ -8.06

- 155,55

- 554,08

-86.57
175.00
-32.,47
-30.67
00.00
12.19

12,74
=3.22
70.21
59.37
-11.76

~23.56

SECONDARY
SECTOR

~9.52
~16.97
-22.94
-24,00
2.24
25.80
-19.51
-6,41
-4.97
41,51
299.41
-13.38
29.35
-12.58
~23,98
31.70
-1.45

-7.71
-19.69
24,17

b,57

18.04

6.66

TERTIARY
SECTOR

61.22
49,12
35.46
133.08
gl 74
139.95
19.84
33.32
72.93
113.66
811.07
73.61
129.52
43.63"
37.21
142,64
67.60

17.01
23.76
62.93
75.52
101.62

u7,73

NOT

STATED

296,15

108.03

22.72
536,84
272.72
290.91
170.76
423.91

96.11
440,90

2962.50

166.32
608.33
88.38
-13.47
-153.84
64,02

183.33
766 .66

23.56
207.24
~ 88.88

109.91
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TABLE II.62 215

LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRY, 1951 and 1961 - EACH SECTOR EXPRESSED AS A
QUOTIENT OF THE PROVINCE o

 TOTAL - PRIMARY SECONDARY TERTIARY NOT -
SECTOR - SECTOR SECTOR  STATED

Quéﬁec ’
Alma » N/A _ o ‘
Amos 1.397 - 2,470 - 4,122 1.600 0.304
Arvida - 1.151 - 0.u424 . - 0.556 ° ©1.840 3.525
Asbestos 0.785 - 0.018 - 1.556 1.659 0.094
Aylmer 2.105 1.667 - 0.416 - "1.293 - 0.060
Bagotville 1.117 1.040 - 1.551 . 03818 0.420
Baie-Comeau 3.698 . 0.922 7.171 2.663 22.954
Beauharnois 2,010 1.448 © 3,413 1.756 0.224
Bécancour N/A ~ ) ’
Beloeil - 4,337 0.386 - 3.622 3.476 3.970
Buckingham © o .0.494 . 1.339 - 3.098 ©1.525 - 0.069
Cap-de-la-Madeleine 1,33y - +0.371 0.381 1.626  1.254
Chambly 2,374 - 1.818 - 5.536 1.059 . 3.874
Chibougamau N/A o ' o
Chicoutimi . 1.454 0.619 1.467 0.833 4,476
Chicoutimi N. N/A o
Coaticook © . 0.128 0.395 - 1.986 0.641 - 0.152
Cowansville © 2,708 - 10.607 4,438 2.282 0.200
Dolbeau ‘ 1.810 0.106 0.053- "~ 1.516 3,178
Drummondville 3.328 . - - 4,974 6.2u49 2.122  5.786
Drummondville S. N/A ‘ o
Farnham 0.657. . - 1.928 0.593 ©0.486 0.017
Gatineau . 5.283 1.856 7,104 5.793 . 1,119
Granby ©l.411 . - 1.u463 , 1.671 1.237 1.926
Grand 'Mére E 0.757 - 3.558 - 1.170 1.125 0.654
Hauterive N/A o : ' A ‘
Hull © 0 1.249 10.935 o~ 1.340 1.003 0.368
Iberville 1.360 2.190 - 0.580 1.603 6.230
Joliette . 0.307 1.077 - 2,992 0.545 2.212
Jonquidre 0.901 1,031 0.389 0.969 - 0.208
Kénogami 0.715 ©1.145 - 0.581 1.133. 1.020
Lachute 0.693 - 2.626 -~ 0.800° 0.758 4.476
Lac-Mégantic 0.274 0.707 - 1l.491 0.450 0.650
La Tuque 1.051 - 2,498 0.108 0.920 3,601
Magog 0.164 - 0.277 - '1.192 0.721 - 0.386
Malartic 0.097 . 0,081 - 7.303 0.551 3.124
Maniwaki : 2.661 ~1.543 16.087 1.935 6.230
Matane 1.443 - 0.561 - 5,180 S 1.242 7.638
Mont—~Joli 0.825 - 2,048 1.458 ©0.179 8.340
Mont-Laurier . l.o46 .  0.899 - 3.892 - . 1.205 3.361
Montmagny : 0.356 2.179 - 3.270 - 1.019  1.412
Montréal - - 1.836 - 2.359 2.835 1.032 1.325
Noranda - 0.124 0.173 - 6.146 0.314 ‘4,832
Plessisville 1.021 . .3.535 - 0.051 ©1.260 © 1.645
Pointe-CGatineau 4.703 - 1.980 8.014 3.755 0.187
Port-Alfred Co4,713 - 30.002 3.949 - 3.478 6.791
Québec . 1,252 0.874 ©. 0.810 . 0.826 0.262
Rimouski 4,221 - 10.474 2,751 2.217 0.910

Riviére-du-Loup N/A -
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TOTAL

Québec - (Continued)

Roberval . 2,274
Rouyn 0.860
Ste-Agathe 0.851
St-Félicien 3.906
St-Georges . . 2.303
St-Georges O. 3.134
St-Hyacinthe 1 0.032
St-Jean 0.718
St-Jérdme - 1l.1u7
Ste-Thérése 3.725
Sept-1les 29,882
Shawinigan 0.297
Shawinigan S. 3.266
Sherbrooke 0.802
Sorel © -"0.288
Terrebonne 3.572
Thetford Mines - 1.549
Tracy - N/A
rois-Riviéres 0.343
Val-d'0r 0.512
Valleyfield . 0.265
Victoriaville 1.693
Windsor i 1.729
TOTAL (Province) 1.000

"TABLE II.62 (Cont'd.)

PRIMARY

SECTOR

1.606
0.409
0.669
3.471
1.961
3.107
3.236
4,518
0.342
6.600
23.508
3.672
7.428
1.378
3.847

0.000

0.517

0.541
0.137
2.979
'2.519
0.499

i‘OOO

' SECONDARY

SECTOR

-1.429

- 2.5u48

3.444
3.604
0.336

3.874

2,929

0.963

0.746
'6.233
44,991
2.009
4407
1.889
3.601
4,760
0.218

1.158
2.956
3.629
0.686
2.709

1.000

TERTIARY

NOT

SECTOR  STATED

1.282
1.029
0.743
2.788
1.984
‘{2‘.’932'
0.416
0.698
©1.528
" 92,381
16.989
1.542
2,710
0.914

0.779 -

2.988
“1.4h416

0.356
0.498
1.318
1.582°

2,129 =

- 1.000

©3.399

l. QLI'O
0.261
6.161

'3.130"

2.6U7
1.960
3.857
1.103
5.060
34,001
1.909

5.535

1.014
0.155

- 1.7686
0,735 -

2.104 -

8.799
0.270
2.379
1.020

1.261

.. 2186
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