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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is a geographic analysis of ethnic group
residential segregation in the Hetropolitan Winnipeg Area. In particular,
this study examines five selacted ethnic groups in the Hetropolitan
Winnipeg Arves during the period 1951 to 1961, from the point of view of
changes in their respective residential distributions. Basic to this
point of view is the assumption that ethnic groups in the Winnipeg area
!iave demonstrated throughout the city's history a definite tendency, in
varying degree, towards residential segregation.

Acting on the premise that residential segregation is one of the
eignificant variables in the assimilation process, the analysis of this
factor smong the selected ethnic groups during the study period provides
an insight into the extent of the ass:&wilation of ﬂianipeg'a ethnic
mﬁnoritias into the dominant ﬂnglo—?mtutant. culture.

The basic method used throughout this paper is that of certographic
analysis. Residential distribution of the selected ethnic groups in
1951 and 1961, and the change during that period, is depicted by mapping
techniques which provide the basis for the analysis of residential
segregation. Two sources of data are utilized for the production of
these maps. One is the Hetropolitan Winnipeg Census Tract data from
1951 and 1961 Census of Canada, and the other is the name and address
listing fyom the 1951 and 1961 Winnipeg City Directory.

The conclusions resulting from the analysis sre as follows: 1) each
of the five selected groups exhibited a degree of residentiasl segregation



in their patiern of residential distribution ranging from the highaat
for the Jewish group, followed in diminishing order by the Ykrainian,
Folish, German, and British groups. The degree of segregation for the |
Jewish group in 1961 was .mre then five times as great as that for the
British group. 2) Although the degres of residential segregation of the
non-British groups studied decreased in mlat&ea to the British group
during this period, the relative degree of segregetion among the groups
remained highly stable, as did the position of the non-British groups
relative to that of the British group. 3) Although a dispersion of the
ethnie groups in terms of their movement tmmrda the periphery of the
urban area is evident, thers is a marked tendency for the groups to dem-
onstrate a movement within a certain sector of the city. This tendency

is revealed by the 1961 concantrations of these gromps in certain selected
sections of the metropolitan area, the British in the southern half of

the city, the Jewish in the Horthern half of the city (with a separate
outlier in the southem half), and the northern half of the city for the
remaining three groups. And 4) the British group, although revealing

the most rmdea residential distribution of any group, a function of ita

jominant cultural position and large numbers, exhibits a tendency for
| residential preference which is shown by the high concentrations of this
group in the 3outh snd Southwest sections of the city.

The existence of varying t;&gm& of residential segregation displayed
by each of the five ethnic groups in 1961, 2nd the fact of a relatively
ninor decrease in the degree of segregation since 1951, lends considerable
weight to the conclusion that with respect to the effect of this variable



on the assimilation process, very littls progress has been made toward .
Turther assimilation dwring the study period.

Therefore, it can be said, assuming that residential segregation
is 8 viable indicator of the extent of the assimilation process, that
while "acculturation” of the ethnic minorities may have takem place,
the "assimilation" of these groups can be shown to have not progressed
0o a similar degree.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTIOR

The polyethnic composition of Hetropolitan Winnipeg'se population
has given the city the most pronounced cosmopolitan complex of any
urban ares in Cansda.? Since the beginning of the Twentieth century, the
eity has become more cosmopolitan in character from a gquantitative point
of view with each succeeding decade. This changing composition is illus-
trated by Table 1, page 2, which indicates the percentage of the various
ethnic groups in Metropolitan Winnipeg's population from 1901 to 1961.
The most prominent feature of this table is the steady decline in the
percentage of the British Isles group, from 71.2 percent in 1901 to 45.0
percent in 1961, though still the single dominant group in terms of
numbers and pareemage.l

The Bon-British ethnic groups have increased to the point where in
1961, they were 55.0 percent of the total Metropolitasn population. How-
ever, of this total, no one dhnic group of the Non-British groups listed
by the Census of Canada constituted more than twelve percent of the total
Metropolitan Winnipeg population. Winnipeg's casmpalitan character is
further emphasized by & comparison with the percentages of ethnic groups
in Canada as a whole. Tsble 1, shows that with the exceptiom of the
French and Italiasn groups a larger percentage of all ethnic groups ia
represented in the Metropolitan Winnipeg area in 1961, than in the Nation,

1303 Table 1I, page 3, for population of Metropelitan Winnipeg by
numbers of specified ethnic groups for the years 1881-1961.

2P.hl, Metropolitan Winnipeg Bopulation Study,see footnote 3, DeS



Table 1 : Specified Ethnie Groups as a Percentage of the
Metropolitan Winnipeg Population from 1901 to
1961, and the National Population,196l.1

Ethgic Metro |[Metro Métro Metro|Metro | Metro Meﬁro Canada
Groups 1901 | 1911 1921| 1931f 1941 | 1951| 1961} 1961
 Brivish Tsles| 71.2 | 61.0 67.4 | 61.4 |50.2 | 51.4 4§ﬂo 43.8
Fren¢h | 6.5 4.3| 4.9 5.0 | 5.8 9.3 5.3 30.4
Gernan s.2| 6.3] 6.2 | 5.1 5.4 | 7.7 1dm€' 6.3
" Italian 3 Sl || T 6| 12| 2.5
e Nethérlandé 2| W49 1.0 | 1.5 | 2.4 | 3.14 2.4
' Polish N.A2| 3.3 2.7 | 5.0{ 4.5 | 5.0 5';.21~ 1.8
Russian | L.4| L1l 19| Lo| .9 | .9 9 .7
*1 Scandinavian | 7.5| 3.5| 3.3 | 3.8| 4.0 | 3.7 | 3.8 | 2.5
Ukrainian N.A. | 2.5] 3.1 | 7.3 ) 9.1 | 11.2 1.3 | 2.6
» Asiatic .3 LS Y 6 .7 .7
;} Jewish -  2.6| 6.2 6.5 | 6.0] 6.0 | 4.6°| 3.9 1.0
; Other 4_ ;
European - 2.7 2.91 5.7 3.1 2.2 3.3 4,7 | 2.4

1 Gensus of Canada
2 Not Available




TablelI:

Total Population of Metropolitan Winnipeg, and

Population by Specified Ethnic Groups, 1881-19611

: Ethnic Group 18812 19012 | 19112 | 1921 1931 1941 1951 1561
British Isles 6,979 | 31,565 | 87,513 | 154,478 180,959 | 172,245| 183,529 2€3,964'
French 1,421 | 2,863 | 6,138 | 11,313] 14,618| 16,827 26,668 £9,777f
German® 189 | 2,315 | 9,010 [ 14,122| 15,061| 14,594| 24,499 §p,206‘

~ Italian 26 147 781 1,618 2,062 1,885| 2,455 %,785’
Netherlands 5 105 542 2,065 2,825 4,238) 7,494 14,881'
Polish e*| wal 4,781 | 6,208 14,660 13,109] 17,637 24,904{

_ Russian --- 627 | 1,633 4,386| 2,878| 2,479| 2,788 %,102
Scandinavian 411 3,334 . 5,030 7,606 11,166 11,475 13,341 1%,834"
Ukrainian N.A. N.A. | 3,599 6,992| 21,459| 26,404| 41,437 533918;

 Asiatic 2 122 597 1,077| 1,125{ 1,096 2,131 33;198r

; Jewish 21 1,145 8,934 | 14,847 1?,581 17,267| 18,514 1§;376

© Other European 13 1,187 4,148 12,976 9,093 7,604| 10,160 21;558

Total Population 9,268 | 44,359|143,518 | 229,212| 294,905| 302,024} 356,813 47§,989

1Source: Census of Canada(Ethnic breakdown not available for 1891),

2Urban Population available for City of Winnipeg and St.Boniface only.
3Includes Austrian where separated by Census classification.
4Includes Russian. '

SNot Available.
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However, this quantitative analysis of a2 cosmopolitan Winnipeg
presents a somewhat one-sided picture, as it secks to establish this
cosmopolitanism on the besis of statistics only. Certainly if other
factors were taken into consideration, the validity of this label could
be guestioned., That is, does it apply at the present time with as much
validity as it did at the beginning of the Twentieth century when the
Hon-British ethnic groups were arriving in Winnipeg in large numbers?

Un the swrface today, very litkle evidence of cosmopolitan character is
apparent. For example, the English language is spoken almost universally,
value systems are common to ail ethnic groups, there is very little dis-
similarity in dress throughout the urban areas, snd although non-English
language shop signe are still evident, they are universally used in con-
junction with the &agliah language. Certainly one cammot argue that
individual members of the various minority groups are not present in al-
most evéry facet of the business and cultural life of the city.

When these aspects of Winnipeg's population are waighvad against the
picture presented by statistics, it would appear that our opening state~
ment can be seriously questioned, and that in fact, the cosmopolitan
character of Winnipeg's population has decrsased rather than increased
during the past half eentury.

It follows naturally from the above statement to the popularly held
point of view that the assimilation of the varied ethnic minorities in
the Metropolitan Winnipeg Area has progressed to a considerable sxtent
into the dominant Canadian society, which in effect means the Anglo-
Protestant culture.



in example of this point of view is the following statement from
the Hetropolitan YWinnipeg Fopulation Btudy:
Une of the interesting features of the @ﬁhnﬁ-,,e groups
within the Yetropolitan Area 3s that the clder generstions
have tended to siay together in tightly-knit homogeneous
groups. There are areas within Metro that are predomin-
ately of one ethnic group, This tendency is becoming less
prevalent amongst the younger generations ¢r even amongst the
imnigrants that are entering the Metropolitan area today.
The growing attitude appears to be that the scoper all
Buropean ties are severed, the better.3
It is the writer's contention that this view of the extent of assimilation
of ethnic minorities into the dominant Canadisn culture can be seriously
questioned, and we will attempt here to provide & basis for this argument
in terms of the degree of residential segregation exhibited by selscted
ethnie groups in 1951 and 1961.

- What has occurred in the relationship between the ethnic minorities
and the dominent culture can best be termed "acculturation”, rather thsn
"agsimilation”. The process of acculturation refers tc complete political
and economic integration of an ethnie minority inte the mainstream of
Canadian life, while at the same time maintaining a strong feeling of
nethnicity",’ that is a group with a shared feeling of peoplehood. This

necessitates some measure of what might be termed non-assimilation,
whether it be applied voluntarily or non-voluntarily. The situation has

been, if not complete, at least “"numerically and functionally av‘anhelmiag“zin

%lm H. Gopdon, Assimilation in American life, {Mew York, Oxford
University Press, 196L), pe 2.

";szi_g p. 110

politan Winn O pN ' 1986, Metropolitun Corpor-
atien nf Greater mnaim, lening mvia.im, Development Plan Branch,
vinnipeg, 1963.



the Metropolitan Winnipeg area as it bhas been in the United States
according to Gordon, Writing in 1963, Gordon presents considerable
evidence to back hie statement that the other variables of the sssimila-
tion process have not occurred in Amerdcan society

sseeein which each racial and religious (and to & lesser
extent, national origins) group has its own network of
celiques, clubs, organizations, and institutions which
tend to confine the primary group contacts of its members
within the ethnic enclave, while interethnic contacts
take place in considerable part only at the secondary
group level of employment and the political and civie
processes, Each ethnie group contains the usual class
divisions, and the behavior patiems of members of the
same class are very similar regardless of their race,
religion, or national origin. But they do not go their
similar ways together; separated by the invisible but
powerful barriers of anceatral identification and belief,
they carry out their intimate life in the separate com-
partments of ethnicity which make up the vertical
dimensions of the American social structure.l

This paper will attempt to show that the assimilation process has
not occurred to the extent popularly conceived, by an examination of one
variable in the assimilation process, and that is the change in the degree
of residential segregation exhibited by selected ethnic groups in the
Metropolitan Winnipeg area during the peried 1951-1961. Implieit in the
preceeding statmént. is the assumption that the process of assimilation
is inextricably bound up with residential segregation in urban areas.

For aevidence leading to the validity of this assumption, we shall draw
on the work of several American sociologists.

To begin with, we have taken Lieberson's definition of group

lreide., pe 110-111.



sssimilation as a starting points

An assimlilated ethnic population is defined
operationally as a group of persons with similar foreign
origins, knowledge of which in no way gives a better
prediction or estimate of their relsvent social charact-
eristies than does knowledge of the behavior of the total
population of the community or nation involved. Thus we
should not call an sthnic group assimilated if they are
highly segregated residentially from the remasinder of the
total population of & given city. That is, to the extent
that we can make a better prediction of the residential
location of persons of Italiasn origin by knowing their
origin than if we sinply predicted on the basis of the
distribution of the total city population, then to that 1
extent we should say that the Italians are rot assimilated.

Kot only can the residential patterns of ethaic groups be viewed as a
| significant element in the study of their assimilation but, further,
residential segregation has an effect on other aspects of ethnic sssimi-
lation. ldeberson cites Hawley's statement that
Bedistribution of & minority group in the same territorial
pattem as that of the majority group results in a dissipation
of subordinate status and an assimilation of ihe subjugated
group into the social styucture.?
Lisberson goes on to say that Hawley's ressoning is based on the dual
effect of residential segregation,
It accentuates the difference between a growp and the
remalnder of the population by heightening the visibility

of the group, and it enables the population to keep its
peculiar traits and group structure,3

ties, (New York, Free

zlbiﬁ., pe 6, eiting A, He iiawle@', 1944, "Dispersion versus Segregation;

Apropos of a Selutien of Race Problems," Papers of the Michipen Academy
of Seience, Arts Letters, 30: 66774,




Furthering our case for the relationship of residential segregation
to the process of assimilation (that is, as one of the variables in the
process) is the following statement by Gist and Halbert.

The segregation of population, whether voluntary or
invwoluntary, may affect the entire fabrie of relationships
between psople in & community. People who do not associate
intimately with cach other because they differ in certain
fundamental respects tend to live apart from those who are
differentescss Similarly social isolationism is reinforced e
by spatial isolationism; the more people are spatially
gsegregated, the less likely they are to come into intimate
contact with esch otheriesse, contacts tend to be formalized,
confined principally to the market place or the work situation.

It is of significance to add at this point, that certain sociolo-
gists have claimed that "A group can maintein its cultural and sceial
integration and identity, without having en ecological basis."® That is,
modern communication technigues make complete spatial pre-—emption un-
xﬁecessary in the preservation of unseen social bwnéaﬁgs vhich separaté
ethnic groups. %It is rather a sccial construct in the minds of the
eity's residents. But it is no less real for that.."s If this is the
ease, then the writer of this thesis strongly suggests that evidence of
 a high degree of vesidential concentration (segregation) on the part
of ethnic groups in the Hetropoliten ¥Winnipeg Area lends conaiderable

added authority to his claim that the process of assimdlation has not

1. P. Gist end L. A. Halbert, Urban Society, kth edition, (New York,
%ma Y. Gmwell GBQ’ 1956 ), PP 178‘1??0

%M. M. Gordon, op. cit., citing, Amital Ktzioni, *The Ghetto, - A
Re-Valuation," Socisl Forces, Vol 37, No. 3 (March 1959), p. 258,

BMQ He Gordon, 44 50) Eitn, Pe 163.



proceeded to the point generally considered by popular opinion.

I. PURPOUSE OF THE STUDY

Throughout the history of Metrorolitan Winnipeg, the ethnic groups

~ in its population have concentrated in specific sections of the urben
ares. That is, members of individual ethnic groups have selescted cer-
tain areas of the city over others for residential purposes, thus pro-
viding the discernible features of éethnic colonies in the ecological
pattern of the urban area.

In common with other Horth American cltles, in varying degres,
these areas of residential concentration were established with the
arrivael in Winnipeg of the various ethniec groups, for example, the French-
Canadiens in St. Boniface and the Zastern HBuropeans in Winnipeg's North
End,

4 striking feature of these aress of residentisl concentration is
their remarksble stability to the present day. This by no means implies
that there have been no changes in the residential locations of individ-
ual members of t«hy various ethnic groups, nor for that matter, bf the
groups themselves, However, it will be demonstrated, that in terms of
general patterns of residential distribution, the concentrations of the
‘ethnic groups selected for this study have changed only in a minor v

| degree throughout the history of the Metropolitan ¥imnipeg urban area.

It is the pattern of ethnic group residential distribution in the
Hetropolitan Winnipeg area which is the major concern of this thesis,
sipecifiecally, the changes in the pattern of residential distribution of
selected ethnic groups during the peried 1951 to 1961,
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ﬁé attempt is made in this paper to analyse the process of
assimilation of ethnic groups in the Metropolitan Winnipeg area except
in temms of the pattemns of residential location revealed by the carto-
graphic analysis of census tract and city directory data. Furthery no
sttempt is made to relate residential segregation to the other vari-
gables in the process of assimilation. The anslysis of these variables
is beyond the scope of this paper, as they require sociological analy-
sis, for which the uriﬁexf lays no c¢laim of gualification.

II. BSELECTION OF TIME PERIOD

The decade 1951-1961 has been salecm& for ﬁw examination of the
changes in the residential distribution patterns of selacted ethnic
groups in the Metropolitun Winnipeg area for the following reasons.

First, the Hetropolitan Winnipeg area experienced a comparatively
high rate of urban growth during 1951-1961, both in terms of an
increased rate of populstion growth (see Table 3, pagell,), and large
additions of new residential areas.” During this period, the Metropoli-
tan Winnipeg area experienced the highest rete of decemnial population
growth in the past thirty years -~ 8 3 percent increase snd the
largest absolute increase .in ite history. As a concomitant of these
conditions of urban growth, considerable intra-urban migration has
oceurred within the Hetropolitan area.

l&etmpo]itan forporation of t}mtﬁr ?Einnipag, Phnning Bivisien,
1986, (winnipeg, 1963), p. T




TABLE 111

INTER-CENSAL CHANGES IN THE POPULATION
OF METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG,1881-1961

POPULATION OF - INTER-CENSAL PERCENTAGE
METRO WINNIPEG CHANGE INTER-CENSAL CHANGE
1881 9,268
1901 44,359 35,091 378.6
. .
1911 143,518 99,159 223.5
1921 229,212 85,694 59,7
1931 294,905 65,693 28.7
1941 302,024 7,119 2.4
1951 354,069 52,045 17.2
1961 475,989 121,920 34.4

% .
The Population Given for

Winnipeg and St.Boniface only.

these Years includes the City of




Secondly, the 1951-1961 period is the only decennial period for
which comparable cenaus dabs is available on the distribution of pop~
ulation by ethnic groups, within the Metropolitan Winnipeg ares. This
is also the firat sieeemial period for which this data is avallable by
Census Tract ﬁreaa » pmviding for a éatailed analysis of ethnic growp
residential distributions, based on a division of the urban area into
small areal units whose boundaries resain constant from Census to
ﬁensm.z

The comparatively large urban growth in Metropolitan Winnipeg,
and the availabiliiy of data on ethnic group distributions combined to
make the decade 1951~1961 an advantageous period in which to examine
the changes in the patiemm of atlmié group residential distributions.

I1i. METHOD
S3nce a detailed discussion of the methods used in this paper will

be laft for itreatment in later chapters, in thelr most meaningful con-
text, the emsuing discussion will serve only as an outline of the basic

1ee Definition, page 2.

2ensus Tracts were first established in Winnipeg for the 1941 Census,
and wers known &b that time as "Zocial Aress®. They are of limited
value for the purposes of this study for two reasons. First, they were
eatablished only for the City of Winnipeg, end not the Metropolitan

area. Secondly, the boundaries of these "Social Areas” underwent con-
siderable revision prior to the 1951 Census, making it impossible to
compare them with data from the 1951 and 1961 Census Tract Areas.
{Personal correspondence with Mr. D. L. Ralston, Assistant Director
{Population), Census Bivision, Dominion Bureau of Statisties, Bt.tawa,
cmm’ &7, 3-%)‘



methodologlcal approach.

The basic method utilized throughout this study is that of carto-
graphic analysis. The objective is the determination of the spatisl
patterns of ethnie group residential distributions in the Hetropolitan
%ﬁ.nnipsg area, and it is thought that these generalized patterns can
best be revealeé through the use of mapping technigues. The basic data

derived from the Census of Canads and the City Directoriest

has been
atilized in the production of the ﬁagas of ethnic group residential
distributions. The methods as used in the following three chapters of
this thesis are outlined below.

The breakdown of Met-

ropolitan Wimnipeg's population by ethnic group for Census Tract Arsas,

a8 given by the Census of Canada for 1951 and 1961, was used to comstruct

3

an Index of Residential Segregation.” This provided a method of rating

Winmipeg's ethnic gmpax’ in temms of residential segregation in 1951 amd
1961, and ascertaining the degree of change, if any, occurring during

this period.

The data provided on the basis of Census Tract areas for the Metropolitan

lFor discussion see "Source of Datal, pagalk
“For definition see page 28

35¢e Chapter Two - page 39

brpose listed by the Census of Canada, see pagelf



Winnipeg ares, by the Census of Csnada, was also used to construct
detailed maps of vea,idmtial distribution in 1951 and 1961 for five
selected ethnic groups; the British, Ukrainian, Folish, German and
Jewish. Maps illustrating iha percentage change in the residential |
distributions of these groups during 1951-1961, were also produced from
this data. Thess two series of maps were used as the basic analytical
tool in determining changes in ethnic group residential distributions.

ethnic groups. In order to assess the changes in ethnic group residen-
tial distributions as revealed by the analysis of census tract data,

in terms of the actual movement of members of the selected ethnic groups,
a ssmple study was undertaicen utilizing Winnipeg City Directories.
Selecting one section of the city, a ten percént sasple was taken of the
‘household m«i listﬂ for thet section in the 1951 City Directory, ‘ v
then, the 1961 .pla.e’u of residence fer these sample names was located in
the 1961 City Directory. The next step, was to determine the ahh:iic
6rigin oi‘ the ssmple on the basis of the names in the sample, The last
step, was plbttd.ng the 1961 places af residence of the ssmple names for
aach stimic group or o series of maps, thersby indicating the pattern |
‘of intra-urban migration for each group.

IV, GSOURCE OF DATA

Three primary sources of data are utilised in this paper. The
first is population data provided by the Cenaus of Canada, particularly,
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the Census Tract Bullatins from the Census of 1951 and 1961 for the
Metropolitsn Wimimg arez. the second, is the sample study based on
the population lists for the Hetropolitan Winnipeg area published in
the Winnipeg City Directories for the years 1951 and 1961. The third,
and last source, is information obtained by interviewing religious,
cultural, and business leaders of the various ethnic groups in the
City of Winnipeg.

Census Tract Dats.

Basic populstion data presented by Census Tract Areas’ within the
Metropolitan Winnipeg ares is available for the Census years 1951 and
1961.2 Prior to these years the Census of Canada did not provide data
pertaining to the distribution of specific ethnic groups within the
City of Winnipeg or the surrounding suburban mmdcipalitihs.g

In 1951 the Census Metropolitan Area of Winnipeg" was divided into
86‘ Census Tract .&ma‘s This division into a large number of small areal
units provides a basis for the detalled statistical analysis of the
spatial pattems of ethnic group residential distributions within the
Hetropolitan Winnipeg area. The boundaries of these 86 Census Tract

Areas remalned unchanged for the 1961 Census, however, thirteen new

lFer definition of Census Tract Areas see page 2.
23ee Footnote 2., page 12.
BExcepfh for the City of Winnipeg in 1921, see footnote, Table IV, page 3L.

"'Sea page 24 for definition.

%see Index Map of Census Tract Areas, Appendix A,
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Census Tracts were added, bringing the total for the Hetropolitan Area
%0 99. For the purpose of this paper, only 86 Census Tract Areas for
which data is supplied ih both the 1951 and 1961 Census are considered,
as it is necessary to use tomparable areas when analysing the available
statistical data. In any case, a very mll number of the total Hetro-
‘politan population in 1961 is left out, therefore little is lost by this
| proesdare.l |

Of the 86 Census Tracts considered, numbers one through forty-eight
are in the City of ¥Winnipeg, and the rm&ining thirty-eight in the
other fifteen Metropolitan Aves Municipalities. (See Index Maps,
Appendix A). The median Census Tract paéuhtion was 3910 in 1951, rising
to 4531 in 1961, however, the tract populations vary from the smallest,
129 in 1951 and 125 in 1961, to the largest, 12,553 in 1951 and 13,952
in 1961 (See Appendix C).

The classification

of ethnic groups in the Metropolitan Winnipeg Area for the Census of 1951
and 1961 differs slightly in each census yaar.z The following etimic

groups are listed for both census years:

1For further discusaion of this point see pagefl

mg;mmaa 1,' Ty eng cm ur ‘
Population and Housing Characteristica by Census 1
T&blﬁ l, P &-
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British Isles® Russian

Freanch ' Scandingvian

German ' Ykrainian

Italian Asiatic

Hetherlands Other Huropean ,
Polish Others and Yot Stated

The one group not given under the “"Bthnic Group” Classification by the
Census for both 1951 and 1961, is the Jewish Group. It is listed under
this clgssification only for the 1951 Census, However, in both Census
years, figures for this group are listed umder the “«Roli.gion-“j clawsifi-
cation. In order to use comparative data, the latter classification was
utilized for both 1951 and 1961, In any case it was felt that this
listing was a better indicator of the mmbers in this .gmxxp.&

113@1&&@3 English, Irish, Scottish, and Welsh. Census Tract Bulletin C¥-8,
1951, loc. oit., and Census Tract Bulletin CT-17, 1961, op. cit., p. 28.

Includes Danish, Icelandic, Norwegian, and Swedish, ibid.
3census Tract Bulletins, ope cite,p.ls st poh

k‘l’he reason for the Jewish Group not being listed under the "Bihnic Group”
category in the 1961 Ceneus Tract Bulletins is due to the large differ-
ences which have shown up in the Census enumeration between the figures
by religion and ethnic group for Canada a8 & whole. In 1961, the number
for the religion category was 254,368, compared to 173,344 for the ethnic
gmoup category. Because of this wide variation the Census Division of
the Iominion Bureau of Statistics listed this group only under the Relig-
ion category for 1961. The difference was not as great for the Metropoli-
tan Winnipeg ares as that found for (anada @8 a whole -~ the mumber for
the religion category was 19,376 compared to 18,350 for the ethnic cate-
gory (the ethnic category mumber was supplied by the Census Division of
the Dominion Baresu of Statistics through personal correspondence by the
writer). In 1951, the religion figure was 18,51k, comparsd to 18,096 for
the ethnic category. 3Since the Jewish group is not listed separately in
the 1961 Ethnic Group category, the Census included the number given by
ethnic origin (18,350 as above) in the "Other Huropean” classification.
Since comparsble data for the Jewish Group, by Census Tract Aress in Met-
ropoliten Wimnipeg, was not available in 1961, the religion category was
used for this group both in 1961 and 1951,




Two groups from the Census listing as given sbove, were not used
for this study. They are the "Other Zuropean" and the *Dthers and Not
| Stated®. Both of these consist of smell numbers of people from many
different ethnic groups, and together constitute a small percentage of
the total population of Metropolitan Winmipeg. The exclusion of the
two groups Just mentioned and the inclusion of the Jewish Group, pro-
vide the list of ethniec groups considered in the first section of this
psper — a total of eleven (see figure 2, pLO)s The five stinic groupe
selected for detailed analysis are shown in Figure 3, pagel7.
City Directories

The second primery source of data for this paper were the Winnipeg
City Directories for the years 1951 and 1961.1 These directories are
divided into two sections. One section lists every household head in
the Helropolitan Winnipeg area by their residential address, and the
other section lists every adult (18 years of age and over) alphabeti-
cally by swname. The former section was drawn upon for a sample of
househeld heads in a selected area of the Hetropolitan Area in 1951.
The latier section was used to locate the 1951 Sample Hames at their
1961 place of _miﬂmee.z

This source provided data which enabled an assessment of ethnic
group intra-urban migration during the study period, 1951 to 1961, and

Hienderson's Metropolitan Winnipes City Directory, Compiled and
published by Henderson Directories Limited, 419 MeMillan Ave.,
Winnipeg, Manitoba.

Zfor a detailed discussion of the use of City Directories in this paper,
see Chapter IV, pasge 105.
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thereby test the validity of the changing pattern of ethnic group resi-
dential distribution derived from the cartographic analysis of census
tract data.

Interviews

This third source was utilized primarily as a means of obtaining
informed opinion regarding the conclusions derived by the analysis of
data from the precesding two msjor sources., At least three members of
each ethnic group were interviewed by the writer. An attempt was made
to select sthoic group mam from three categories; religious, cultu-
ral or gocial, and business or professional. However, -t.he majority of
the information derived from this source resulted from interviews with
religious lesders and members of the Ethnic Press.

V. DEPINITION OF TERM3

The following section presents a detailed explanation of some of
the terms used in this paper. Others will be defined as they appear in
the body of the paper.

Hetropolitan Winnipeg Ar

The Hetropoliten Winnipeg Area as defined for this paper does not
coincide with the boundaries of the Metropolitan Winnipeg Census Area
(as defined by the Census of Canada, see map 1, pagedl,) or the politi-
cal boundaries of the Hetropolitan Corporation of Greater Winnipeg (see
map 1, page20,). The reason for delimiting the Metropolitan Winnipeg
Study Area as shown in the above mentioned map is due to the fact that the
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data for ethnic groups in the Winnipeg area by census tracts is given by
the Census of 1951 and 1961 only for those census tract areas within the
Study Area boundary —- that is tracts one through elghty-six.® This of

" necessity meant that a certain portion of the population of the Winnipeg
urben ares could not be considered in this study (those in the new cen-
sus areas added in 1961, tracts 87 through 99°). However the majority
of this population® is situated in the rural-urbsn fringe, and ss such
does not bear directly on this stﬁdya Only one srea within these new
census tracts concerns us hers. This is a portion of tract number es,
which is a new residential subdivision called Windsor Park in the City of
St. Bopiface. It is located in the western section of tract 88, adjoin-
jng the eastern boundary of tracts numbers 82 and 83"". This subdivision
wes not started until after 1951, but by 1961 it had a population of
10,717, approximately forty-five percent of the total population of the
- thirteen. new census tracts added in 1961. However, since the census does

not provide a breakdown by ethnic origin for the population of this tract,

1363 Index Map, Cemsus Tract Areas, Appendix A.

2Thcsa areas within the Metropolitan Winnipeg Census Area Doundary, but
excluding those within the Study Area boundary. See Map 1, pagezn.

3 Tracts 87-99 contained 22,514 persons in 1961, 4.7 percent of Hetro-
politan Wimnipeg's population. (Source - Metropolitan Winnipeg Popula-
tion Study, op. cit., Appendix 8, "Population of Municipalities by
{ensus Tract'.

I‘E»ee Index Map, Census Tract Areas, Appendix 4.
5§ietrazwlitanﬁiunipeg Population Study, loc. cit.
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it can be treated only in a general fashien.l

The study area for this paper, termed the HMetropolitan Winnipeg
Area, consists of those census tract areas as delimited on map 1, page
20 .‘  The census tragt areas within the study arsa are shown by the
Index Map of Census Traa‘ﬁ Areas in Appendix A, which shows the location
of each of the 86 tracts along with major thoroughfares and rivers.

. Orientation of the Census Tract Areas with sections of the Hetro-
politan Winnipeg Area is provided by the Index Map of Metro Sub-Areas,
which designates thes various cities, municipalities and sections thereof
in the Hetropolitan Winnipeg Area. (See below) |

Metro Sub-Areas
The Winnipeg Metropolitan Ares has been divided into sub-divisions

for convenience when describing residential distribution and intra-urban
migration. These divisions, here called "Ketro Su;b-ﬁrm"z correspond

1'I‘he population of this census tract increased from 2,192 in 1951 to
10,717 in 196). By 1964, sccording to the City Clerk of the City of
3t. Boniface, the population had increased to 14,126. Unfortunately
there is no breakdown by ethnic origin for this area (the City Clerk's
office in 5t. Boniface is in the process of determining this breakdown
but as of this writing it is not yet available.) According to Rev. B,
Belanger, of St. Martyrs Canadien Church in Windsor Park, there are 1230
people in the French Parish population (the parish boundary coincides
with that of Windsor Park). This number only reflects those families
where both parents are French, and who wish a French language school
and church. There are other French families in Windsor Park, attend-
ing other Catholic churches in the ares. ‘he remaining population of
Windsor Fark is divided among other ethnic groups, with the probable
majority the British group. MNost of the French group have migrated
from the core ares of 3t. Boniface (tracts 49 and 50) and the adjoining
areas of Horwood and St. Vital, Ho information as to the originating
areas for ethric groups other than the French is available.

ZIndax Hap, Hetro Sub~Areas, Appendix A.
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in some cases to the political boundaries of the various clities and
municipalities of the Hetropolitan Winnipeg area, and in others are
subdivisions within political boundaries, In all cases the Metro Sub-
Areas are combinations of census tract aress. The City of ¥innipeg has v
been arbitrarily divided into five sub-aress; Winnipeg North-ind,
Winnipeg East, ¥innipeg Centre, Winnipeg West Fnd and Winnipeg South.
This division is based on the differential character of these areas,
_natural boundaries and customary usage. Winnipeg South and Winnipeg

Fast are separated from the remsinder of the city area by the Assiniboine
and Red Rivers respectively, Wimnipeg North-nd by the C.P.H. tracks.’
Winnipeg Centre and wizmipag West End have been delimited mainly on the
basis of similar residentisl characteristics and general land use, as
well as customary usage.

Some of the ereas designated as Hetro Sub-ireas include only a
portion of the political division so named, e.g., Charleswood and
Assiniboia, since t.heyv extend beyond the study area of this paper. Only
those census tract areas of a particular political division within the
study area are included in the designated Metro Sub-Area.

In addition to the precedding subdivisions, the Winnipeg Ketropoli=-
tan Area has been divided into two large sections. ‘hese are termed the
florthern Half" and the “Southérn Half" of the Metropolitan area. The
dividing line for these sections is the C.P.R. tracks (see Index Map,
Metro Sub-Areas, Appendix 4). |

18% Index Maps, Appendix A.



- Gensus Tract Areass

Census Tract Areas are statistical units which have been estab-
lished in the Cemsus Metropolitan Areas and larger cities of Canada by
the Dominion Bureau of Statistics. #s stated in the 1951 Census Tract
Bulleting

Census tracts provide a means of comparison of social and
economic factors within an urban community which are often
obscured in totals for a city or metropolitan arsa as az whole.
These statistical units are designed with a view to approximate
uniformity in size and population, and to the inclusion of an
area which is fairly homogeneous with respect %o economic
status and living conditions.l

Census tracts are established in cooperation with local asuthorities,
and whenevér possible, local census tract commitieas are formed to

 delineate the areas. The tract boundaries have been established with
the intention that comparisons may be possible from census to ceusus.
As has been previously mentioned, census tracts were first established
in the Winnipeg area in l%i- At that time they were called Social
Areas. However, they were restricted to the City of Winmipeg only, and
their boundaries were drastically altered when the census tract areas
for the Winnipeg Metropolitan Area were established in 1951. The
boundaries of the 1951 tracts remained unchanged for the 1961 census
making possible the cartographic analysis that follows.

The Census Tract Areas in the Metropolitan Wimmipeg Area are sub-
divisions of the various political units within the area, that is, |
cities, towns or municipalities. The tract boundaries, when not follow~
ing these political boundaries, follow either rivers, railroad lines or
main thoroughfares (Index Map~Census Tract Areas, Appendix A). In many

lGensue Tract Balletin, CT-8, op. cit., Pe 3e



cases, the political boundaries coincide with the aforementioned
phyeical features.

The major value, for this paper, of statistics on population pre-
sented in terms of census tract areas, lies In the small areal extent
of esach unit. This allows for a fairly detalled analysis of ethnic
group residential distributions, |

Ethnic Group
The designation “%Ethnic Oroup” as given for census purposes is
defined by the Census of Canada as follows:

In the census, a person's sethmic group is traced through
his father. In 1961,-each person was ssked the guestion:
"fo what ethnic or cultural gmroup did you or your sncestor
{on the male side) belong on coming to this continent?®
The language spoken at that time by the person or by his
paternal ancestor was used as an aid in the determination of
the perscn's ethnic group.l

The term "Ethnie Group” as used in this paper draws on the above
definition as well as the following put forward by M. M. Gordon:

When I use the term "Eihnic Groupyeccel shall mean
by it any group which is defined or set off by race,
religion, or national origin, or some combination of these
eategories...«all of these categories have a common social
psychological referent, in that all of them serve to
create, through historical circumstences, a sense of
‘\ peoplehood for proup#ecss -—-and the term "Ethnic Group™ is
a useful one for designation of this common element.<

With the preceeding definitions in mind, one must be aware of the

limitations of the Census classifications of ethnic groups when these

1Census Tract Bulletin, CT-17, 1961, op. cit., p. 28,

%4i1ton M. Gordon, Assimilation in imerican life, (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1964 ), Ppe 2728,
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classifications are used to assess residentisl segregation and patterns
of ciistributiém
‘i‘hmughoizt the years, dataz pertaining to ethnic origins has been
obtained through the use of varying definitions of the term. The em-
phasis has changed from race, o politieal-geographical boundaries, to
mother tongue, to ethnic or cultural group. An examination of the data
presented by origin in past censuses indicates the inconsistency of the
figures deriwd.l For exasmple, the erratic growth of the members of
the ;wpnlatioxﬁ of the Gérman group has, most probably, coincided with
the status of German-Canadisn relations. This of course, can and had
applied to other ethnic groups listed in the census. Another factor _
" which may cast some doubt on .i;he validity of ethnie group data is the
practice of tracing origin through the paternal line, "which tends to
conceél the mixed nature of an individual's ethnic backgm\md".z The
a.uthorr of this statement, Ne. B, Byder,' goes on to say that;
ssothe existence of exogamous marriages in such high
proportions is sufficient indication that the aggregate
of individuals within a given origin are not in fact ad-
hering to the cardinal grimiple of membsrship in an
ethniec group-~endogamy.
The change in European political boundaries, particularly after the
Firast YWorld War, provided innumerable instances of ethnic origins given

to the census which had little relationship to cultural groap.l‘ In the

J“c"‘ree Table 2, pege 3%
2N. B. Ryder, "Interpretation of Origin Statistics", Canadian Jowrnal of
Eeonomics and Political Science, Vol.XXI, No.4, Hovember, 1955, ppe A75-476.
Ibid., pe 476

41n the sense used by M. M. Gordon, loc. cit.
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current census classifiecation of ethnic groups (1961 Census), there
is one instance of inclusion of groups of differing cultural attri-
butes under one classification, wir.t.eh iz of particular importance to
the study of ethnic groups in the Winnipsg area.

This is the classification in the census known as the "German
Etimic Group* which includes a large proportion of the Mennonite group
in the Metropolitan Winnipeg ares. This situation arises because of
the guestion asked by the census enumerators (see pageZ3) which empha-
sizes the language spoken on coming to this continent. In the case of
the Hennonites the .iaagwga given most frequently is Gcml. However,
in terms of residential distributions, which is our concern here, there
are definite differences between the Cerman Natiomal snd Memnonite
groups (This will be discussed in a later chapter). This situation is
further confused since some Mennonites give Dutch as their origin
(although they do not speak Dutch) and some give Russian (referring to
a former place of residence), in a misunderstanding of the origin
question.

Although all the limitatfons mentioned above detract from the
accuracy and therefore validity of the ethnic origin datae, it is felt
that in terms of the general patterns of ethnic group residential dis-
tributions, the information derived from the use of this data outweighs
the disadvantages. By careful documentation of these inmnsiutemigs

Ipersomal interviews with members of the Menmonite groupe



with informed members within the local ethnie groups, the sffect of
these limitations can be sufficiently reduced to enable the drawing of

valid conclusions.

Besidential Segregation

The term "Residential Segregation” as used in this paper refers to
the tendency of the population of an urban place to display an irregular-
ity in their residentisl distribution, based on some common factor. "when
individuals or families cluster togetﬁsr in their places of residence, we ”
sey they are mgr«gatgd."l The factor in our case is ethnic origin.
Ethnic groups generally display a non-random patiern of residentisl dis-
tribution, in widely differing degrees, in a typical North American city.
The Aamunt. of segregation that occurs in a city, i.e., residential segre-
gation, depends in part on the homogeneity or heterogeneity of the
‘pemlamon, but more particularly on the values attached to these
diffemeea.z

| The term "residential segregation® as used here does not imply the
exiatmeé of ghettos, either voluntary or inveluataw. There is not
now, and has never been a ghetto in the city of Winnipeg. That is, |
£herc are no areas where a particular ethnic group consiitutes one hun-~ -
dred percent of the area population, or for that matter any more than
seventy to eighty percent of the total. Tl%a implication here refers to

Tyoel P. Gist, and L. A. Halbert, Urban Socisty, (New York, Thomas
Y, Crowell Company, 1956), Fourth edition, p. 173.

2Ibiﬁo, Po 764



concentration, that is, a disproportionately larger number of puople
- of the same ethnic group in & given section of the urban arsa.’

Ligon E. Bergel, Urban Sociology, (New York, McGraw-Hill Book Company,
Im.’ l?ﬁﬁ), P‘ 8?.



CHAPTER 11

RESIDENTIAL SEGREGATION OF ETHNIC GROUPS

This chapter will treat residential segragatio_n of ethnic groups
in the Hetropoliten Winnipeg araa from t’.wé view-points. The first, is
an attempt, by means of selected instences, to establish that ethnic
groups have tended to concentrate residentially throughout the history
of the city. The second will be a more detailed mimﬁm, by means
of statistical method, to establish the degres of residential segregs-

tion demonstrated by each of the etimic groups classified for the
Winnipeg area in 1951 and 1961, and further, the changes apparent during
this period.

I. HISTORICAL REVIEW

Residentlal segregation of ethnic groups in terms of the prefer~
ence of a high percentage of & particular ethnic group for a certain
section of the urban area, can be sald to have commenced well before
the tum of the century, when Winnipeg's population began to reflect
its polyethnic character.

This characteristic was reflected in the early settlement patterns
of the Red River area. The Census of Assinidoia in 185 provides a
breskdown of population by religion on a parish basis. 0f m}g" ten
parishes, three (St. Boniface, St. Norbert, and St. Francois favier)
contained 83.8 percent of the total number of Catholics in the Bed Eiver



area (542). Within these three parishes, the Catholics constituted _
98.3 percent of the total population. On the other hand, the remaining
seven parishes were Protestant to a very high degree.’ ~ The following
description, by Henry Youle Hind, who visited this area in 1857, com-
plements the impression gained from the census data menmtioned above.

There is a distinct and well-preserved difference in
faith between the populations of different parishes into
which the settlement is divided. Some are almost exclu-
sively Protestant, others egqually Roman Catholic. In the
parish of Bt. Horbert, there is not one Protestant family,
but 101 Homan Catholic families. In the parish of &t.
Boniface there are 178 Zoman Catholic families and five
Protestant; so also in the parish of St. Francois Xavier,
on the Assiniboine, there are 175 Foman Catholic to three
Protestant families. Un the other hand, in the parish of
St. Peter, there are 116 Protestant and but two Homan
Catholic families, and in the parishes of Upper and lower
Ste Andrews, there are 206 Protestant to elght Homan
Catholic families.?

It is readily apparent that residential segregation was clearly in
evidence st this time, based on a religious division which coincided
with an ethnic division, the Protestants being nearly all of British
Isles origin, while Roman Catholics imra composed of French-Canadians
and Metlis. BSince that time, and to the present day, 5t. Boniface has
rezained the core of the French-Canadian group in the Vinnipeg area,
with St. Vital and St. Norbert, areas of secondary concentration.

233:117 Youle Hind, ¢:1? ‘ ' : er Exploring Expedi
Yion of 1857, Vol. I, Iondﬂn, Loasmas, ﬁmen, iongums » and Roberts,
1860C), pp. 208-209, ,

BPersonal Interviews with members of the group.



As the end of the 13th century awmachaﬁ, the first members of
the Central and Eastern European ethnic groups began to arrive in
Winnipeg. Their selection of & residential location had of n#cwsity
to fit into a pattern already well established, one which will be shown
to have remained in general, the game to the present day. The existing
residential groupings at that time were formed by the two groups prev-
iously mentioned, the British and the French. The latter were concen-
trated in St. oniface, while the former were located in Point Douglas
and St. John's to the north, and were spreading west on both the north
and south banks of the Assiniboine Miver.

The first decade of the 20th century saw laige numbers of people

whéae origins were of Central and Eastern Burope nly German,
Slavic and Jewish g:;aups, added to the ethnic residential pattern of the
Winnipeg area. ?hese groups settled in the main, in a section of Winni-
peg vhich came to be known as the "North-End", located north of the
C.Pet. tracks and west of the Red River.?

anomtely, the census for these years does not provide a break-
down of the population by ethnic origin for subdivisions of the Hetro-
politan ﬁinﬁipeg area, except for the census year 1921. This census gave
& breakdown of the population by ethnic origim for a division of the City
of Winnipeg inte three sections; Winnmipeg North, Winnipeg Centre and
Winnipeg Southe 7The number and percentage of selected ethnic groups in

1mbia,

“Ibpasios
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Winnipeg North, as compared to the total Hetrepolitsn area is shown by
Table 11V, pege 3, The percentages of the total group populations for
the various groups listed in this table, immediately demonstrate that
this section of the city, the North-fnd, had become the main area of
concentration for the major Central and Eastern Eumpem groups in the
Winnipeg ares.

Further evidence of this concentration is given by W. J. Sisler,
who was principal of the Strathcona Sehool s&ieﬁ opened in 1905 on
MeKenzie &mt,l near the centre of the a‘raa. which received the first
members of these groups. Figure 1, page3’, is a record of the compesit- |
ion of his schools, by racial origin in 1905, 1915, and 1935.2 By 1915,
we ses that only eight and seventesn percent respectively of the total
enrollment of Strathcona and Aberdeen Schools® is of British origin. In
1935 the percentage of English speaking students had been reduced even
further than in 1905 and 1915. *he picture is substantially the same
for the two high schools shown for 1935, the only high schools in the
Korth-End ares.z‘ The high degree of residential segregation of the non-
British ethnic groups in this area is further illustrated by this comment

.-1233 Helienzie 3t., at Burrows Ave., (Census Trasct 6)

2%. Jo Sisler, Peaceful Invasion, (Winnipeg, Ketchen Printing Co., 1944)

3&59 Flors Ave., at Salter 3t., {Census Tract 5)

Ast. Johns Technical High School, 401 Church Ave., at Salter St., and
Isaac Newton High School, 730 Aberdsen Ave., at Parr St., (now a
Junior High School).



TABLE IV _

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SPECIFIED ETHNIC GROUPS IN "WINNIPEG NORTH",
COMPARED WITH TOTAL ETHNIC GROUP POPULATION,METROPOLITAN
' WINNIPEG AREA,1921

. WINNIPEG NORTH “ METROPOLITAN AREA
ETHNIC GROUP PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL
~ NUMBER GROUP POPULATION NUMBER

BRITISH 1 24,296 15.7 154,478 -
GERMANZ o 8,448 59,8 1 daz
UKRAINIAN - 6,165 | 88.2 | 6,992
POLISH 4,771 : 76.1 6,268
JEWISH : 12,474 . 84.0 b 14,847
TOTAL POPULATION 62,957 - 229,212

“(ALL GROUPS)

1Source: Census of Canada,1921. "Winnipeg North',one of three sections of the City
of Winnipeg for which an ethnic group breakdown is provided(other two,'"Winnipeg Centre'
and "Winnipeg South"). The area of 'Winnipeg North" is bounded by the C,P.R.tracks to
" the south,the Red River to the east,the West Kildonan boundary to the north, and the
City of Winnipeg boundary to the west. ' T

21ncludes Austrian <
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SLAVIC — JEWISH ENGLISH SPEAKING GERMAN — OTHERS

EACH GROUP OF CIRCLES REPRESENTS ENROLMENT
IN A WINNIPEG SCHOOL

GROUP I represents the Strathcona School, Grades I to VIII, 1905-1915 and
1935..

GROUP II represents the Aberdeen School, Grades I to VIII, 1905 and 1915,
and Grades I to IX, 1935. -

GROUP III represents the St. John's Technical High School and the Isaac
Newton High School, as of 1935. -

Sectors show racial origin of pupils as indicated by languages spoken
in their homes.

Figures within the circles represent percentages, and those  near the |
Jower part of the circle represent total enrolment.

FIGURE I

ENROLLMENT BY RACIAL ORIGIN OF SELECTED SCHOOLS
"IN WINNIPEG'S NORTH END;1905,1915, AND 1935
(FROM W.J.SISLER,PEACEFUL INVASION,WINNIPEG,1944)
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of Sisler's:
The new-comers not only filled the emply spaces but

in time displaced the original inhabitants of the dis- .
triet, most of whom moved to other parts of the cityeeee

II. ETHNIC GROUP RESIDENTIAL SHGREGATION, 1951 AND 1961,

The preceeding section has established that residential segregation
has been a consplicuous feature of ethnic group location throughout the
history of the Winnipez area. | |

However well this fact of mitimtm segregation has been estab-
lished for past years, it hae not been possible to analyse in detail the
residential distribution of the various ethnic groups within the Metro-
politan Winnipeg area for these years, and therefore ons camnnot assess
i?it.h any accuracy the changing degree of residential segregation
sxhibited by each of ﬁha ethnic groups.

As mentioned in the previous chapter, since 1951 data on ethnic
group distributions has been available by Census Tract Aress within the
Hetropolitan Winnipeg Area. The first step is to establish that resi-

 dential segregation is in fact a feature of the sthnic groups in the
Winnipeg ares in 1951 and 1961, and secondly, to determins the relative
degree of miﬁmﬁial segregation among the ethnic groups comprising the
total Metropolitan Winnipeg population. |

l’aﬁs?o Jde Sisler, OPs _Clies Po 13,



In order to messure residential segregation, we shall use an index
which will measure guantitatively the degree of residential segragat,ion‘
~ smong the ethnic groups in the Hetropoliten Winnipeg aréa. This method,
as are others used for this purpose, is based on certain simple princi-
plea.l For example, if members of a certain ethnic group are distributed
at random throughout & city, there is no residential segregation as far
as the group is concerned. Thus, if ten percent of the population of a
certain city are French, and i ten percent of the residents in each
section of the city are French, there iz no segregation in the ecologi-
cal meaning of the term. However, if they constituted five percent in
some areas, fifty percent in others, and ninety percent in still others,
there certainly is evidence of segregstion.

The method selected for this study is that evolved by Shevky and
‘ﬁilliams»z They devised & method of measuring the degree of aecologicsl
segregation, which they term sn "Index of Isolstion”, However, it will
be referred to in this paper as an "Index of Hesidential Segregation".
According to them, when weing this method,

The relative isolation (read residentisl segregation)
of population groups may be measured by the ratio of their
averags percentages in the population of neighbourhoodswhere

they live to thelr percentages in the total population of an
ares. If a group is randomly distributed, its average

1Giet and Halbert, op, cit. For a general discussion of the measurement
of segregation, see ppe. 191-196.

“gshref Shevky and Marilyn Williams, The Social Aress of los Angeles,
(Berkeley, University of California Press, 1949 ), Chapter V., ppe 47-57.
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percentage in the populations of all the neighbourhoods
would equal its percentage in the population of the en~
tire area; for this group the ratio would be 1.0, How=-
ever, if a group is mainly concentrated in certain
neighbourheods whers its percentage in the population

is much greaster than its percentage in the population of
the entire area, the ratio would be greater than 1.0.
The ratio indicates the number of times the average con-
centration is greater than the group's percentage in the
total population of the area studied, and is here taken
as an index of isolation {read residential segregation).

Using census tracts as the units of measursment of group concentra-
tion, the Shevky and Willlams index is caleulated in the following

manner as used for the ethmie groups in the Metropolitan Winnipeg Area.
The percentage of the pa;mlat»im in each census traaﬁ aren represented
by each group was mmltiplied by the number of the group in that trect,
and the sun of these products for all tracts was divided by the total
nupber of the group in the Metropolitan Winnipeg Arsa. This average
pemeﬁt-ag& figure was divided by the percentage of the group in the
Ketropolitan Winnipeg population in order that the relative concentra-
tion of groups of varying sice might be indicated,

S(ry )/

P

2

Py --- & group's percentage in the population of each
census tract.

N === the number of representatives of the group in
‘ each census tract.

bide, pe 49
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T < the total number of representatives of the group
in Hetropolitan Winnipeg.

Pz ~-- the group's percentage in the population of
Hetropoliten Wionipeg.

The resulting index "is a measure of the extent of residential
association of persons within the same group, and serves to place the
several groups in their relative position on a single scale of isola-
t,ion."l (read residential segregation). The index of residentisl
segregation derived from the method outlined above, for the ethnie
groups® in the Metropolitan Winnipeg area for 1951 and 1961, is shown
by Figure 2, page),

The significant points which arise from an analysis of the index
of residential segregation for the purposes of this study are discussed
in the following paragraphs.

The first point is, that in terms of the extent of residential

- association of persons within the same ethnic group, the index clearly
indicates the variation in this tendency among the ethnic groups in the
Winnipeg areas A near random distribution for the British group (index
just above 1.0) rising to the high concentration of the Jewish group

~ (index over 5.09.

Second, the degree of residential segregation of a group is not

directly related to the size of the group. For example, the Jewish group,

ﬁ Thd., Pe 52

z’rhosa groups previously discussed in Chapter I, page 16
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1851 1961

e JEWI SH- 520

4,83-JEWISH

4.12-ASIATIC

4 bm=====ASTIATIC- 3.97

3,16-FRENCH

ITALIAN- 1.90

1.75-ITALIAN
1.65~POLISH =" emmsemeemms JKRAINTAN~ 1,68

~ 1.53-GERMAN
1.40~NETHERLANDS POLISH~- 1,42
1.37-RUSSIAN RUSSIAN- 1.37
1.27=SCANDINAV IAN eommme—edt GERMAN- 1.28
NETHERLANDS- 1.16 -
1.14-BRITISH ISLES BRITISH ISLES-1,11
. 1 — SCANDINAVIAN-1,08
FIGURE II

INDEX OF RESIDENTIAL SEGREGATION FOR SELECTED
ETHNIC GROUPS: METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG,
1951 AND 1961




Witk the highest index mumber, is more than six times as large as the
Asiatic group - next highcat in terms ef the desnree of concentration.
Un the other hand, the Jewish group is only half the size of the anéh
group, which has an index number only half a8 large as that of the
Jewish group. A comparison of the Index (Figure 2, mel{;%) with Table
II, page3, will illustrate this for the remaining groups.

- Third, there has not been a gemeral decreage in residential segre-
gation for all the ethnic groups during the period 1951 to 1961. Two
pf.‘ the groups have increased their degree of segregation -- the Jewlsh
group from 4.8 to 5.2, and the Italian groups from 1.8 to 1.9.1 The
decrease for the remaining gmnp?ia relatively minor. From this we
may make the assumption that assimilation in terms of spatial associa-
- tlon awong Winnipeg's ethnic groups has at best decreased only a token
- amount during the study period, and in two cases mentioned above, has
actually incressed. |

Fifth, and perhaps'most, significant of all, is the fact that al-
though residentisl segregaﬁion has decreased for mﬁt of the groups
during the study period, the basic pattern of ;’esiéential segregation

l‘ﬁxe probable reasons behind the increases are differsnt for each of
of these two groups. The Jewish group will be discussed in later
chapters as it is one of the five groups selected for detailed study.
However, indications point to an internal cause, that is, an intra-
urban movement resulting in higher residential concentration. The
JItalian group however, more than doubled in size during this perdod,
due mainly to post-war immigration from Furope. A8 is customary with
new immigrants they chose to live in close proximity to each other,
due mainly to language deficiency and social needs. The small pre
Second World War Italian group had been in Winnipeg for many Years and
had shown little evidence of residential concentration. (Data for the
above discussion derived from personal interviews).
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prevalent throughout Winnipeg's history.

However, at this point our investigations have only established
the existence of differing degrees of residential segregation among
ethnic groups during the decade 1951-1961. We have as yst no indica-
tion of the spatial patterns of ethnic group residential distributions
within the Metropolitan Winnipeg area during this period, or the
location of areas of residential concentration. This we will attempt

to establish in the ensuing chapters.



CHAPTER III

CHANGES IN REBIDENTIAL DISTRIBUTION OF
SELECTED ETHNIC GROUPS, 1951-1961

The objectives of thig chapter are first, to sstablish the pattem
of residential distribution of the five ethnic groups under study both
in 1951 and 1961, and secondly, to determine the changes in distribution,
if any, during this period.

The cartographic method is utilized to depict the patterns of dis-
tribution. Haps were drawn on the basis of census tract data, to show
the residential pattems of distribution for each of the five groups in
1951 and 1961, as well as a separate map for each group showing changes
in distribution during this period.

We shall begin by discussing the criteria used in determining which
of the ethnic groups in the Metropolitan Winnipeg ares would be examined

‘with the above objectives in mind. Then we will present a detailed
exposition of the methods used to achieve these objectives., Next, each
of the selected groups will be discussed individually, in terms of itis
residential distribution in the years 1951 and 1961, and the change be-
£unaa these years. And finally, the groups will be compared snd conclu-

sions drawn from the overall picture.

I. SELECTION OF RTHNIC GROUPS

On the basis of preliminary investigations into the residential
distribution pattemns of the ethnie groups listed by the census for the



Winnipeg area, it was felt that enly a Selected number could be conside

erad for a detailed analysis. The decision as to which groups were to
be selected depended on a muwber of reasons as will be outlined belowe

| However, an overriding consideration was the time slement. L‘he excan

sion of a particular group was considered in the light of the value

its analysis would add to the main objectives of this paper, as well as

to the specific reasons for exclusion or inclusion mentioned below.

The first criterionfor exclusion of gmﬁps was size. Three of the
ethnic groups listed by the census are considerably smeller than the
remaining groups. These are the Italian, Russian and Asiatic groups.

E As Tgble 1I, page 3o indicates, the total number of these groups in the
Yigtropolitan Winnipeg population is very small — 2.1 p ercent in 1951
and 2.7 percent in 1961. These groups were considered of little
significance in terms of examining residential distribution pattems,
compared to those exhibited by the other, much larger groups.

The second criteria i-gwlvw the similarity of the distribution
patternz in tems of residential comcentration, of the three groups at
the lower end of the Index of Residential Segregation (Figure 2, pageld).
These three, the British, Scandinavian and Netherlands groups, appear
to be very similar in terms of a near random residential distribution and
discussions with members of these groups has confirmed this conclusion.
Since a detailed analysis of the British, as the dominant group in the
Metropolitan area was considered mandatory, the exclusion of the Seandi-
navian and Hetherlands group was considered justifisble in terms of the

similarity in residential eiiatrihuﬁion.



L6

The final selection from the remaining six ethnic groups was con-

ditioned by Lhe requirements of the Uity Directory Semple Study {these
are discussed in Chepter L) The area fullfilling these requirements
was a portion of Winnipeg's North-ind, snd this automatically excluded
the French group, since they constitute a very small percentage of the
population in this area. 7This left the following five groups to be con-
sidered in detail, the British, Ukraimian, Polish, Germsn and Jewish

1
ETOURE.

11, METHOR

The source of data used to determine residential distribution for
the selected ethnic groups wase the Cemsus Tract Bulletins for Hetropol-
itan Winnipeg from the Census of Canada, 1951 and 1961.° These provide
& breskdown of the p@pﬁlation by ethnic group for each of the 86 Census
Tract Areas within “he Metropoliten %innipeg Study Area.

From this data the percentage of each of the five groups, (British,
Ukrainian, Polish, German and Jewish) in each census area, to the total
population of each tract was calculated for the years 1951 and 1961. At
the same time, the change in percentage for each group by census tract
area from 1951 to 1961 was also calculated. Table XXI, Appendix C, shows
this data, along with total population for all 86 census tract areas and

lFig,are 3, pagel7, indicates the position of each of these groups on the
Index of Lesidential Segregation.
Census Tract Bulletins, Winmipeg, 1951 and 1961, Joc. cite

3}&35 1, pagel0, and Index Maps, Appendix A.
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FIGURE III

INDEX OF RESIDENTIAL SEGREGATION FOR SPECIFIED
ETHNIC GROUPS: METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG,
1951 AND 1961
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and the 1951-1961 percentage change in tract population.

A map of percentage distribution (percentage of ethnic group in
each census tract area) was prepared for each of the five ethnic groups
and for each of the two census years, 1951 and 1961, The selection of
percentage categories was based on an array of all the percentages for
each group (with the exception of the Jewish group — see below), from
which the median, the two quartiles, and the first and seventh octiles
were established. This provided six categories deplcting the pattern
of percentage residential distribution of each ethnic group.

It should be emphasized at this point, that the purpose of these
maps is to determine the pattemn of residential concentration of these
ethnic groups, That is, the percentage distribution by census tract
areas, not the distribution in tems of absolute nmumbers for each gmﬁp.
The general pattern produced by these maps for an ethnic group generslly
approximates the nusber distribution, since the groups of areas where m
ethnic group demonstrates high pammtages per census tract generally in-
dicates large rumbers of that group. However, this cannot be applied
universally, because the opposite is sometimes true, that is, a high /
percentage of a group in & census tract simply because few of another
group are present, while at the same time containing a small percentage
of the total group population.

¥ith the above purposs in mind, an examination of the percentage
distribution maps will provide the following:



1. A visual pattern of percentage residential distribution,
with the areas having percentages sbove the median indi-
cating general areas of residential concentration.

2. Within these general aress, the areas of highest concen-
tration are revealed, and the category system ensbles the
percentage range to be easily aseartainad.

3+ The distribution presented by the array enables an assess-
ment of the mumber of cemsus tract areéa above and below
the median, as well as the number in each category.

Overall, the use of this method presents an excellent visual pattern
of ethnle group residential concentration, as well as allowing a limited
quantitative assessment of residential distributions.

A comparison of the map for each group in 1951 with that in 1961
reveals: (1) the change in the lower and upper limit of percentage for
each group by census tracts, thereby indicating an increase or decrease
in the degree of residential segregation, (2) the change in the distri-
bution of percentages sbove and below the median —- indicating chmnges in
the areas of residential concentration, and (3) the location of areas
of highest concentration in 195-1 and 1961 and the changes during this
period,

4s previously mentioned, the method used to depict residential distri-
bution in 1951 and 1961 for the Jewish group was of necessity different
from that used for the other groups. Due to the high degree of residential
concentration of this group, the use of a distribution around the medisn
to show percentage distributions by census tract areas would present a
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highly distorted picture of the actual situation. The use of an array
would give the impression of 2 gradual increase in concentration from
the census tract areas with the lowest percentages to those with the
highest, when in fact, this would be grossly misleading. In 56 of the
85 census tracts in the Metropolitan Winnipeg area, the Jewish group
constitutes less tham 1.0 percent of the total tract population (these
56 tracts are spread evenly between Zerc and 1.0 percent -~ ses Table
21, Appendix Gj. In 64 of the 86 tracts the Jewish group percentage :}.s'
less than the median of 2.2 percent.

Instead of the method used for the other five groups, the cate-
gories were selected on the basis of a subdivision indicated by s dis- .
persal graphe This was modified somewhat by the selection of six cate-
gories so as Lo retain the same patterns used in the maps for the other
groups =- 88 a wmesns of comparison. 4s a result it was necessary to
leave the lowest category blank (6-5 percent), which in this case, due
to the large number of census tract areas where the Jewish group is
leas than five percent of the population, caused the major portion of
the mape to be left blank ~— an unavoidable dissdvantage.

From the m&g census tract data, a map was produced for each of
the five ethnic groups showing the incresse or decrease in percentage
of each group by census traect arsas for the period 1951 to 1961. Based
on the percentages of the groups in the census tract arsas three cate-
gories were mapped to represent percentage incresase and three to repre-

sent decrease. The basic increase and decrease of 0-7 percent was
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chosen to correspond with the range of percentage change demonstrated
by the five groups in the total population of the Metropolitan area
(see Table V, page52). The percentage change for each group was mapped
cnl-y for t.hosé censns tract areas where the ethnic group was at least
ten percent of the total tract population. This was done so as not to
distort the total picture by the inclusion of areas with insignificant
nurbers of a particular gmﬁp which had nevertheless experienced great
percentage change.

I1I. THE BRITISH GROUP

The etinic group which deminates the population of the Winnipeg
Metropolitan area is composed of people whose origins are glven s the
British Isles.) This dominance has decreased during the study period to
the point where in 1961, the British group no longer c@nstiﬁzted a
majority of the Metropolitan population. In 1951 the British were 51.8
percent of the total population, in 1961 —— L4.9 percent, a decline of
6.9 percent. Although this group has inersased in mherz during this
period, it has not kept pace with the percentage increase of the total
metropolitan population --- experiencing a 16.5 percent increase to
344 percent for thé total population.

ncludes English, Irish, Scottish and Welsh.

23e0 Table 5, page5g .



TABLE V
CHANGES IN THE TOTAL POPULATION AND CHANGES IN THE POPULATION

OF SELECTED ETHNIC GROUPS IN METROPOLITAN
WINNIPEG, 1951-1961

" GROUP POPULATION

PERCENT

: INCREASE PERCENT OF TOTAL| PERCENT
ETHNIC GROUP OR METRO POPULATION -
. ’ 1951 1961 DECREASE | CHANGE ™g51 1961 CHANGE
BRITISH 183,529 213,964 430,335 16.5 51.8 44.9 - | -6.9
GERMAN 24,499 50,206 | +25,707 | 104.9 6.9 10.5 | 43.6
UKRAINIAN 41,437 53,918 +12,481 30.1 11.7 11.3 | - .4
POLISH 17,637 24,904 + 7,267 41.2 5.0 5.2 | + .2
JEWISH 18,514 19,376 + 862 4.6 5.2 4.0 || -1.2
TOTAL METRO
POPULATION 354,069 475,989 | +121,920 34.4

Source: Census of

Canada, 1951 and 1961
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Despite the faet that the index of raéidmﬁul segregation indicated
tﬁa lowest degree of residential segregation for the British group as
compared with the other ethnic groups, the maps of residential distribu-
tion for this gmayl reveal a marked pattern of residential preference
' mee one which has changed little during the study period. On mareawide
basis Hetropolitan ’iﬁmipeg can be divided into two sections, one of
high concentration of the British, and éna of low concentration. The
above mentioned maps show this division lmmediately. The vast majority
of cmm tract aress south of the 6’.?.&.2 contein British percentages
'a;aove the median, whereas thoas north of the C.P.R. are the ?ppaaiw,
the vast majority being below the median. This does not imply that
hmc nunbers of the British are not present in the northem half of the
city. m, the southern half contains far greater concentrations 1
than ame found in the northern half of the urbsn area (with the ema;aiiun
of tracts 49 and 50 —- the core of French St. Bonifsce, and to a lesser
Mna the area knows as Winnipeg Mtré)t |

 Table 571, pages6 , presents the change in numbers and percentage of
the British group in the Hetropolitan area, by Metro Sub-Areas.” The
| mmndemeu of British in the southern ks‘if'of the urban area is

lsee mepe 2 and 3, pages Slhand 55.
28&@ Index Map, Hetro-Sub-Areas, Appendix A.

Asun 1ist, Appendix B.
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.TABLE. VI

" CHANGE IN THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE

OF THE BRITISH GROUP,BY METRO

SUB-AREAS,1951 TO 1961

INCREASE OR PERCENT OF PERCENT
METRO SUB-AREAS!| 1951 | 1961 DECREASE TOTAL GROUP | craNGE
NUMBER |{PERCENT 1951 1961

WPG. NORTH 12,540 | 14,445 1.905 15.2 6.8 6.8 ———
WPG. EAST 6,458 | 7,749 | 1,291 | 20.0 3.5 3.6 .1
WPG. CENTRE 29,935 | 23,015 | -6,920 | -23.1 16.3 10.8 | =5.5
WPG. WEST END 33,672 | 25,618 | -8,054 | -23.9 18.3 12.0 | -6.3
WPG. SOUTH 35,909 | 42,788 | 6,879 | 19.2 19.6° 20.0 A
ST .BONIFACE 9,411 | 7,847 | -1,564 | -16.6 5.1 3.7 | -1l.4
TRANSCONA 2,791 | 6,139 | 3,348 | 120.0 1.5 2.9 1.4
TUXEDO 1,134 | 1,040 -94 | -8.3 .6 .5 -.1
BROOKLANDS 1,278 | 1,851 573 |  44.8 .7 .9 .2
ASSINIBOIA 847 2,142 | 1,295 | 152.9 .5 1.0 .5
CHARLESWOOD 2,183 | 3,560 | 1,377 | 63.1 1.2 1.7 .5
FORT GARRY 3,987 | 9,212 | 5,225 | 131.1 2.2 4.3 2.1
EAST KILDONAN 7,222 | 12,075 | 4,853 | 67.2 3.9 5.6 1.7
NORTH KILDONAN 766 | 2,257 | 1,491 | 194.6 A 1.1 .7
WEST KILDONAN 4,958 5,721 763 15.4 2.7 2.7 ———
OLD KILDONAN 338 | 422 84 | 24.9 .2 2 | ame-
ST.JAMES 15,781 | 24,486 | 8,705 | 55.2 8.6 11.4 2.8
ST.VITAL 11,479 | 13,984 | 2,505 | 21.8 6.3 6.5 .2
TOTAL METRO AREA| 183,529 | 213,964 | 30,335 | 16.5 | 100.0 | 100.0

SOUTH OF C.P.R.Y 145,616 | 155,543 | 17,657 | 12.0 79.4 72.8 | -3.2

lsee Index Map of Metro Sub-Areas - Appendix A
Source: Census of Canada,1951 and 1961

)




¥
oy
e

illuatrated by the last line of the table —-- 79.4 percent south of the
CsPeRe in 1951, 72.8 percent in 1961. For the change in the numbers and
percentage of the total population in the Metropolitsn Area by Metro
Sub-Areas see Table II, Appendix De

This overall pattern of residentisl &iﬁtrihution has remained almost
completely static during the decade 1951-1961. 5light differences have
oceurred only within the general areas of concenbtration. These changes
consist of movements from older residential areas near the centre of the
urban area to new subdivisions on the periphery. However this movement,
- in the case of the British group, has talkten place within the southern

ha.lf of the city ~- the area of ﬁaj}br residential concentration for this

group, indicabting a preference in residenmtial loeation.
o VWithin this genersl ares of British concentration, that is, the
southern half of the Hetropolitan ares, there are seversl arsas of very
high residential eoncmﬁx!atiws. These areas are; St. James (tracts
76-8L) where most of the census tracis contain between 70 and 80 percent
British; the section of Winnipeg South bordering the Asainiboine River
-(traeta 43, 45, kb, and 47); tract 64 in Fort Garry; and tract 84 in St.
Vital. There have been some changes in these areas of high concentration
during 1951-1961, as the mape indicate, but only of a minor order.

In terms of percentage of the total British population, the Winnipeg
South sub-area remsins the largest, in fact, has increased its percentage

I3ee Maps, nos. 2 and 3, pagesi: and 55



slightly during the study period.’
percentage decreass, that is, percentage of the total British group,

are Winnipeg Centre and Winnipeg West End.2

The two areas showing the largest

Both of these are older

residential areas which experisnced an exodus 1o newer ureas.

Hap number 4, on page 59 presents the change in percentage of the
British group by census tract areas during the pertod 1951-1961.

The first point of note is the spread of the British group through~
~ out the Netropolitan area -— no tract has less than ten percemt of
British origin.” Thus, despite a marked imbalsnce in residential con-
centration as previously noted, the British are distributed throughout
the area in considersble numbers ~- a reflection of the large size of the
group and $ts dominant status. This factor will be furiher emphasized
vhen a comparisor is made between the change in percentege maps of &ll
the study groups. S 1

The second point is the praponderence of census tract areas with
decreases in percentage — 71 out of 86, The assumption is made here
that this is an indication of a slight degree: of assimilation in residen~
tisl location on ths part of the non-British groups, slthough the fact
that the percentage of British in the total population has decrsased

. 5
Lpable ¥, page 52.

BMa includes one tract elightly under ten percent in 1961, tract
number 12. The British percentage was 9.2.
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during this period must also be tsken into consideration.

The analysis of residential distribution of the British group in
1951 and 1961, and its change during that period csn be summarized as
follows:

1. The percentage distribution maps have revesled a definite
non-random pattern of residential distribution for this
group in 1951 and 1961.

2+ The southern half of the Metropolitan Winnipeg area
is the section of high residential concentration. e ﬂ

3. This pattern of residential segregation has remained
highly stable during 1951-1961. There have been changes
of residence — a wnaiéemhh movement from older resi-
dential areas is evident -~ but this movement has been
directed towards newer residential sections within the
ares of high concentration, in this case the southem
half of the urban area.

4. Despite the fact that the British sre the largest etimic
group in the Hetropolitan Winnipeg ares and are spreasd
throughout the city in considerable numbers, the meps
demonstrated a definite preference by the group for one
large section of the urban ares in so far as residential
location is concerned, and that within this section cer-

tain areas are concentrated to s higher degrse.



IV¥. THE UKRAINIAN GROUP

The Ukreinian group is second to the British in number in the
Metropolitan area, & position it m‘ held for over thirty yeara.}‘
During the study MM the Ukrainian position wvaried only slightly ~
11.7 percent in 1951 to 11.3 percent of the total population in 1961.
However, they increased in number by ahwt thirty percent during 1951
1961, almost the same percentage incresse as that of the total popula- »
tion during the same period.

The maps< of Ukrainian percentage distribution in 1951 and 1961

reveal a highly selsctive preference for the northern half of the Netro-

E paliﬁan Winnipeg area. Over sixty pmmt3 ‘of the Ukrainlen group is e
located in this section, and over forty percent of the total group is

| wncmzmtad within the ares known as Winnipeg North ind (tracts 1-13).

” In the southern half of the city, there are few tracts where the percen-

tage of Ukrainian exceeds the median, and these are concentrated in o

Winnipeg Centre. If Winnipeg Centre is considered with the northern

‘half of the urban area, over seventy percent of the Ukrainian group

* would be included.

The striking feature of the 1951 and 1961 percentage distribution

- Waps is tku stgbility of the msid_é:;t.ia_l pattern. The major mc.mmﬂerx

ISee Table 11, page 3
Zyaps 5 and 6, pp 62and 63
3366 Table VII, page Bl
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TABLE VII

CHANGE IN THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE
OF THE UKRAINIAN GROUP,BY METRO
SUB-AREAS,1951 TO 1961

INCREASE OR PERCENT OF PERCENT

METRO SUB-AREAS! | 1951 | 1961 NUMBE%FCRE?ZgCENT ,1gngL G§8g§ CHANGE
WPG. NORTH 20,144 | 21,054 910 4.5 48.6 39.0 | - 9.6
WPG. EAST 1,898 | 2,582 684 . | 36.0 4.6 4.8 .2
WPG. CENTRE 6,065 | 5,084 | -981 | -16.2 14.6 9.4 | - 5.2
WPG. WEST END 2,228 | 4,052 | 1,824 | 81.9 | .5.4 7.5 2.1
WPG. SOUTH | 1,937 | 3,203 | 1,266 65.3 4.7 5.9 1.2
ST.BONIFAGE 1,116 | 1,248 132 11.8 | 2.7 2.3 | - .4
TRANSCONA 1,769 | 2,451 682 38.6 4.3 4.5 .2
TUXEDO 39 66 27 | 69.2 2 - -

BROOKLANDS 618 575 | - 43 | - 7.0 1.5 1.1 | - .
ASSINIBOIA 72 225 | 153 | 212.5 - . -

. CHARLESWOOD 157 302 145 92.4 - - -
FORT GARRY ' - 173 535 362 | 209.2 A 1.0 6
EAST KILDONAN 2,024 | 4,314 | 2,290 | 113.1 4.9 8.0 3.1
NORTH KILDONAN 327 922 595 182.0 8 | 1.7 .9
WEST KILDONAN 1,163 | 2,827 | 1,664 | 143.1 2.8 5.2 2.4
OLD KILDONAN 253 318 65 25.7 | - - -
ST.JAMES 458 | 1,114 656 | 143.2 1.1 2.1 | 1.0
ST.VITAL 575 | 1,344 | 769 | 133.7 1.4 2.5 1.1
TOTAL METRO AREA | 41,437 | 53,918 |12,481 30.1 | 100.0 | 100.0
NORTH OF C.P.R..| 27,578 | 34,468 | 6,800 | 25.0 | 66.6 | 63.9 | - 2.7
ABOVE PLUS WPG. ‘

CENTRE 33,643 | 39,552 | 5,909 17.6 81.2 3.4 | - 7.8

lsee Index Map of Metro Sub-Areas -Appendix A
Less Than 1 Percent
Source: Census of Canada,1951 and 1961
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of the Ukrainian group remains north of the C.P.R. An examination of
the array on maps 5 and 6 indicates a decrease in percentage from 1951
to 1961 for the upper three categories, that is the upper quartile to
the upper limit. On the other hand, the lower categories, from the
lower limit to the median, show s8light increases in percentsge. These
changes, that is s deerease in high percentage areas and an increase
in low percentage areas is an indication of a minor degree of residen-
tial diffusion for the Ukrainian group during the study periocd. The
significant point is that residential sovement has occurred within the
major area of concentration, that is, to the north and the north-east,
while that to the south is insignificant by comparison.

Within the northern half of the Hebropolitan srea, the census tract
areas containing the highest concentration of the Ukrainian group {(those
between the 7th octile and the upper limit, see maps 5 and 6, ppf«’?gand
'53 ) remained highly stable during the study period. There were nine
tracis in this category in 1951 and the same mumber in 1961, Of thase,
two tracts dropped te the next lowest category (56 amd 10) and were re-
placed by two new tracts in the highest category (2 and 6). The latter
resulted from an outward movement towards the newer residential areas of
the North #nd, Uhile in the i‘amw one of the tracts, number ten,
experienced a loss for the same reason, but in tract number 56 in Trans-
cona, the Ukrainian percentage detreased due to the influx of other
groups as a result of new housing subdivisions in the area. Throughout
the southern half of the city the percentags of the Ukrainian group did

not incresse or decrease more than three percent in any census tract area



during the intercensal period under astudy.

An examinstion of the aumber and percentage of the Ukrainian group
in 1951 and 1961 by Metro Sub-Areas is presented in Table VII, pageSl,
Winnipeg North Hnd with 48.6 percent of the total Ukrainian population
in 1951, and 39.0 percent in 1961 has remsined the area of greatest
concentration, as had been shown by the percentage distribution maps.
nother point revealed by this table, which corroborates the evidence
given by the distribution maps, is the percentage increase shown for
East Kildonan and West Kildonan, a larger increase in these two areas
than that for the remaining metropolitan ares. This can be comm red
withl the number and percentage of the total population in 1951 and 1961
by Metro Sub-Areas as shown by Table II, Appendix D,

The stabi}.iﬁy, in terms of a general area of residential concentra-
tion for this group indicated by the percentage distribution maps is-

" further emphasiged by the table VII, which shows the percemtage of the
Ukrainian group in the northern half of the city in 1951 as 66.6 per-
cent, compared to 63.9 percent in 1961. Therefore, while the percentage
of the total Ukrainian group in the old core ares of settlement, the
Yorth Ind, had dacreas#d during this period by 9.6 percent, the percen~
tage in the northem h#lr of the city had decreased by only 2.7 percent,
thus indicating an intra-urban migration confined largely to this
general section of the Eetmponm area. This pattern has of course
been affected by other forme of migration, mainly rural-urban and
immigration from outside the countrye.
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The percentage change mpl gives an indication of the trend of res~
idential movement of the Ukrainian group during the study period. The
main movement has been to the north, from the older section of the
North @nd to the newsr residential aress. Tracts 2, 7, &, and 13 along
the northern border of the North lnd show the largest percentage incresses
during this period. Secondary increases are shown by the tracts
immediately to the south, west and north of this sectilon, and by tracts
in the East Kildonan sub-area. Tract 11, in Point Douglas, one of the
City's oldest residential arems, experienced the largest percentage
decrease for this group —-- 18,7 p&mmtg » Surrounding aress of older

: residences also show percentage decresses, ranging from 13.9 percent for
tract 12, through 9.2 percent for tract 5 and between zerc and 7 percent
for tracts 3, 4, 10, 18, 19 and 23. These decrsases all reflect a move-

ment from older residential areas to newer arsss to the northe.

Sunmary
The percentage distribution analysis of the Ukrainian group can be
summarized as follows: ’
1. The Ukrainian group is not randomly distributed throughout

the Metropolitan Winnipeg area, a definite preference for
one section of the city is apparent.

lﬂs;a 7, page 68.
%3ee Table XXI, Appendix C.

333$ map 7, page 68.
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2. ‘The major area of residentisl concentration is the
northern half of the metropolitan area, with the
highest percentage in the Winnipeg Forth fnd aﬁb-area.

3. There has been no change during 1951-1961 in this gen-
eral pattern. Hovement of members of this group has
been largely from older areas in the north to newer
areas in the northern half of the citye.

V. THE POLISH GROUP

The Polish group, the fifth largest in the metropolitan area,
increased in size by 41.2 pamént during the 1951-1961 period. However,
its percentage of the total metropolitan population remained about the

same, 5.0 percent to 5.2 pement}

The most significent point revealed by the percentage distribution
maps> for this group in 1951 and 1961 is the similarity of pattern to
that of the Ukrainian group. #Although the percentages of Polish in t&e
cénsus tra_ét areas nowhere approaches those éispiayed by the Ukrainians
(17.8 in 1951 and 17.4 in 1961 are the highest), the lccation of Polish
residential concentration closely parrallels that of the Ukrainian

BEroupe

15ee Table ¥V, page 72
%aps & and 9, opi and 71
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The major ares of concentration is the northern half of the city,

with the Winnipeg North End ares the main sub-area, conteining 42.8
porcent in 1951 and 34.3 pemézzt in 1961 of the total Folish group.

The distribution of the Polish differs:from the Ukrainian only in that
there are relatively larger percentages in the “imnipes Centre ares

than in the North-East ares (Esst Kildonan, Winnipeg Fast and Transcons).
Within the Winnipeg North ind subearea, there was very little change in
the census tract areas containing the highast percentages of the Polish
‘group. As the dlstribution maps show, two tracts in the highest cate-
gory were added in 1961 (2 and 7) indicating a movement toward the new-
er residentisl aveas in the North Ind. ‘fract number one has dropped to
-8 lower eategory, smcé this ares has been the site of new subdivisions,
and the numbers of the Polish group have noit kept pace with those of |
other groups. |

Table VIII, pagel3, shows the mmber and percentage distribution of

ﬁhe %’eiish group by Metro Sub~freas in 1951 and 1961. This can be
compared with the mmber and percentage of the totzl population in
Hetropoliten Wimmipeg by Metre Sub-irsas, as shown by Table 1I, Appendix
De The Wimnipeg North End sub-area contains the largest percentage —-
L2.8 percent in 1951, and remained so in 1961 though with a reduced per-
centage = 3L.3. The areas experiencing the greatest percentage incrsase
are West Kildonan and XZast Kildonan. The atability of the areas of high
concentration, despite the decrease in total percentage of the Pelish

in the area may be due to two factors: {1) a greater out-migration of
other ethnic groups from the area, or (2) the influx of post-war Polish



TABLE VIII

CHANGE IN THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE
OF THE POLISH GROUP,BY METRO
’ SUB~-AREAS,1951 TO 1961

73

INCREASE OR PERCENT OF o ERCENT
METRO SUB-AREAS! | 1951 | 1961 DECREASE TOTAL GROUF | cuance
NUMBER | PERCENT | 1951 1961

WPG. NORTH 7,555 | 8,554 999 13.2 42.8 34.3 -8.5
WPG. EAST 654 | 1,054 400 61.0 3.7 4.2 .5
WPG. CENTRE 2,989 | 2,692 -297 | -10.1 16.9 10.8 | =6.1
WPG. WEST END 1,351 | 2,078 727 54.3 7.7 8.3 .6
WPG. SOUTH 1,340 2,195 855 63.8 7.6 8.8 1.2
ST.BONIFACE 705 838 133 18.9 4.0 3.4 | - .7
TRANSCONA 430 995 565 | 131.4 2.4 4.0 1.6
TUXEDO 13 19 6 46.2 -2 . -
BROOKLANDS 150 231 81 54,0 - - -
 ASSINIBOIA 30 101 71 | 236.7 - - -
CHARLESWOOD 71 153 82 | 115.5 - - -
FORT GARRY 64 341 277 | 432.8 A 1.4 1.0
EAST KILDONAN 771 | 1,852 | 1,081 | 140.2 4ot 7.4 3.0
NORTH KILDONAN 166 437 271 | 163.3 1.0 1.8 .8
WEST KILDONAN 360 | 1,106 746 | 207.2 2.0 4.6 | 2.4
OLD KILDONAN 52 116 64 | 123.0 - - -
ST.JAMES 248 647 399 | 160.9 1.4 2.6 1.2
ST.VITAL 389 684 375 96.4 2.2 2.7 .5
TOTAL METRO AREA | 17,637 | 24,904 | 7,267 41.2 | 100.0 | 100.0

NORTH OF C.P.R.1| 9,988 | 14,114 | 4,126 41.3 56.7 56,7 | ==--

lsee Index Map of Metro Sub-Areas -Appendix A
Less than 1 percent

Source: Census of Canada,1951 and 1961
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jmmigrants, whe settled mainly in tracis 5 and 10, in the vieinity of
the Holy Ghost Church, t;!'m. main Folish religious centre in the metropol-
itan a.rea.l |
As indicated by the table VIII, there hes been great stability with
respect to the percentage oﬁ' the group residing in the northern half of

the metropolitan ares --- in fact, no change during the study period.

The map of percentage change in the Polish residential distribution
during 1951 and 1963.3 indicates a lesser degree of change for this group
fthan‘ for the others examined to this point. In no case is the change
in percentage greater than seven percent. It would be difficult to make
an as'séamm of the movement of this group from this map, since the
changes are 80 unifbmiy small. 'Althaugh only fourteen out of the 86
census traet areas contalin more than ten percent Polish, indicating a
high degree of concentration, this is misleading since none of these
fourteen tracts contain over 18 garem%. Polish., Yowever, the conclu-
sion that the northern half of the city is the area of high concentra-.
tion for this group is still volide -

- Sumary
The pattern of residential distribution of the Polish group

Lpersonal snterview With Reve J. Kucharcsyk, Holy Ghost Church, 341
Selkirk Ave., Winmipegs

“uap 10, page 75.
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parrallels that cbserved for the Ukrainian group, in that one section
of the Metropolitan Winnipeg area contains much higher percentages of each
of the groups.

This section is the northern half of the city for the Polish group,
with the highest residential concentration in the Winnipeg North fnd sub-
area. Similarly, the area of concentration has remained the seame during
the 1951-1961 perded, demonstrating a continuing preference for the
northern half of the city for residential location.

VI, THE GERMAN GROUP

Before a discussion is begun of the distribution of the Cerman
grm;p in 1951 and 1961, there are s_everai points which wust be mentioned,
as they bear directly on any atiempt to assess the changing residential
pattern of this group in the Hetropolitan Wimnipeg area.
The first point is that the population listed under the German
‘ clsssifieaﬁfion in the census do not all consist of German nationals, that
is, those who were born in Ge:many or whose parents were; and who consider
their native culiure as deriving from the political entity known as |
Germany. 3inece the language spok@ by the persom, or that of his paternal
ancestor on arrival in this country is used to determine ethnic origin;
a large percentage of the population listed under the German classifica-
tion for the Winnipeg ares consists of members of the Mennonite group. —
4s shown in Table IX, page!/ , the census of 1961 lists 13,595
people of the Memnonite miiginn in the ﬁetmpaiitm Winnipeg area, 8,898



of whom consider themselves of Cerman sthmic origin. Thus 17.7 percent
of the German gmp,l at that time were Nennonites. Since origin data
TABLE IX

MERNONITE POPULATION BY RELIGIOUS DENOMI
AND ETHNIC ORIGIN: METROPOLITAN WINNIPXG, 1961%

ETHHIC ORIGIN
RELIGION | GERMAN | NETHERLANDS | RUSSIAN | OTHERS | TOTAL

13,595 8,898 3,492 625 580 13,595

#Consus of Canada 1961, Bulletin 1.3-8, Populat

for this group is not supplied by the census tract areas in 1951 and
‘3.9;51, any statements regarding distribution of the Hennonite sub-group
cannot be statistically based, thersfore it wss necessary to rely on
information gained from interviews with members of this group. 3ince
the Mennonite group displays different cultural traits than do those of
German national ordgin, it may be assumed thet residential distribution
wonld be a reflection of this, and thereby be of s different order,
"This will become apparent in later discussion.

The assessment of changes in the pattern of residential distribution
of the German group was further complicated by the arriwal in Winnipeg

lgge Table 5, page +2



of large mumbers of Semman immigrents during the study pericd. The v

1961 census®

lists 11,833 persons of Derman origin as immigrants to the
¥irnnipeg Metropolitan ares during fbhe dacade 1951~-1961. This is over
thirty percent of the total number of immigrants to the Winnipeg area
during this pariad.z
Both of the above factors, the inclusion of the Mennonite group,
and the post-wer German immigrants in the German ethnic group statisties

for the Hetropolitan Winnipeg ares must be considered when evalueting

the patterns of residential distribution and its change during 1951 and
1961.

| Despite the foregoing complicating factors, the maps of percentage
xfgsidmtm distribution of the German gmupB reveal definite residen~
- tlal locationsl preferences both in 1951 and 1961,

There are five areas of high concentration for this group, Winnipeg
North Ind, Winnipeg East, North Zildonan, Winnipeg Centre, and Winnipeg
West Ind. The first thres of these can be grouped togsther and charac-
téz‘ised as the northern half of the urban area, end the other two as the
older residential areas of the Centre and West End of ¥Winnipeg City.

shiaps 11 and 12, ppot? and &
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It is highly probable that the tendency towards residential
segregation of a fairly high order depicted by the maps for this gm‘@
nay be attributed to the inclusion of the Hennonite group within the
German group in 1951, and both the Mennonites and the post-war German
immigrants in 1961. On the other hand, the population of German
origin (German national origin) who have lived in the city for many
years (from the turn of the century) may be assimilated in terme of res-
idmtial location to a much higher degree. lLet us consider the aress of
high concentration for 19’51 and 1961,

The relative concentration eof

the German group decreased in this area during the period 1951 to 1961.
This area is historically a centre for people of German erigia,l and
these long-time residents display a movement characteristic of other
ethnic smnw-,z

dential aress. Table X, on page?, indicates that a likely area of

that 18, a centrifugal migration pattern 1o newer resie

preference is the East Kildonan sub-area (tracts 66-69), where the per-
centage has increased during this period. The North M in 1951 was an
area of fairly high concentration of the Germian group with 22.6 percent
of the total group, compared to 18 percent of the total metropoliten

l’fuc Je 5131&3»‘, 2B ej’&ﬁ yﬁ?gm

3»:::1; phenomenon has been documented in the Chicage area by Paal F,
Cressey, “?epuhﬁw Succession in Chicago 1898-1930%, Jo
of Sociology, Vol. kb, July, 1938, pp. 59-69, ané by Riehard G. Ford,
"Population Succession in Chicago®, American Journal of Sociology, Vol.
56, Septe, 1950, pp. 156-60.




TABLE X

CHANGE IN THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE
OF THE GERMAN GROUP,BY METRO
SUB-AREAS,1951 TO 1961

B2

. INCREASE OR PERCENT OF PERCENT
METRO SUB-AREAS 1951 1961 DECREASE TOTAL GROUP CHANGE
NUMBER PERCENT 1951 1961

WPG. NORTH 5,543 | 7,829 | 2,286 41.2 22.6 15.6 | -7.0
WPG. EAST 2,026 | 3,259 | 1,233 60.9 8.3 6.5 | -1.8
WPG. CENTRE 4,904 | 5,592 688 14.0 20.0 11.1 | -8.9
WPG. WEST END 3,013 | 8,761 | 5,748 | 190.8 12.3 17.5 5.2
WPG. SOUTH 1,975 | 4,808 | 2,833 | 143.4 8.1 9.6 1.5
ST.BONIFAGE 684 1,002 318 46.5 2.8 2.0 | - .8
TRANSCONA 324 | 1,074 | 750 | 231.5 1.3 2.1 .8
TUXEDO 65 144 79 | 121.5 .2 - -
BROOKLANDS 318 526 | 208 65.4 1.3 1.0 | -~ .3
ASSINIBOIA 129 424 295 | 228.7 - - -
CHARLESWOOD 139 439 300 | 215.8 - - -
FORT GARRY 283 | 1,163 880 | 310.9 1.2 2.3 1.1
EAST KILDONAN 1,140 | 3,863 | 2,723 | 238.9 4.7 7.7 3.0
NORTH KILDONAN 1,177 | 3,446 | 2,069 | 175.8 4.8 6.9 2.1

' WEST KILDONAN 918 | 1,981 | 1,063 | 115.8 3.7 3.9 .2
OLD KILDONAN 73 195 122 | 167.1 - - -
ST.JAMES 653 | 1,818 | 1,165 | 178.4 2.7 3.6 .9
ST.VITAL 666 | 2,012 | 1,346 | 202.1 2.7 4.0 1.3
TOTAL METRO AREA | 24,499 | 50,206 | 25,707 104.9 | 100.0 100.0

'NORTH OF C.P.R.1| 10,804 | 20,378 | 9,574 | 88.6 44,1 40.6 | =3.5
ABOVE PLUS WPG. |

CENTRE ,WEST END | 18,721 | 34,731 | 16,010 85.5 76.4 69.2 | -7.2

lsee Index Map of Metro Sub-Areas™ Appendix A
Less than 1 percent

Source: Gensus of Canada, 1951 and 1961




83

population found in this area. However, although the North End is the
second highest metro subeares in terms of the percentage of the German
~group in 1961 (15.6 percent ), this is no longer an area of high concen-
tration of the group when compared with the percentage of the total
population in this area - 15 percent in 1961 (see Table II, Appendix D,
The North End was still, in 1961, an area of high concentration of the
German group with over fifteen percent of the total group population
(w# second highest metro sub-ares, in terms of the German group),
although the percentage decreased approximately one-third from 1951

ast - This area contains high percentages
of both the German nationsl,’ and the Mennomite groups.? In ome tract,
number fourteen, 7h.5 percent of those listed in 1951, as of German
origin were of the Hemnonite religion. It is of interest to note that
two of the major Hemnonits educational institutions located in the

Hetropolitan area are found in thie tract — the Hemnonite Bretheren ;

3

Bible College, and the Menronite Bretheren Collegiate Institute. This
particular tract has 2lso experienced a considerable influx of post-war
German immigrante during this pwio&.g |

Census tract number 70 contained
the highest percentage of people of German origin in the Hetropolitan

1 .
See Maps 11 and 12, pp. T9and &0
2306 Table 11, pege 8k

3personal interview: Rev. G. A. Heiman, Hospitel Chsplain, German
intheran Church, 523 Telfer St., Winnipeg.



TABLE XI

MENNONITE POPULATION AS A PERCENTAGE OF GERMAy
POPULATION IN SELECTED CENSUS TRACT AREAS,
METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG: 1951

CENSUS2 MENNONITES
TRACTS /| CLRMAN NUMBER ngcgggﬁiﬁ
185 o S 2.2
1,927 60 3.1
7 1,022 31 3.0
14 373 278 74,5
15 575 227 39.5
16 724 78 10.8
17 354 7 | 2.0
21 545 198 - 36.3
22 708 237 | 33.5
23 477 72 |7 15.1
24 538 153 28.4
25 942 388 41.2
70 1,145 1,089 95.1

1Census Tract Areas with Highest Percentages
of the German Group in 1951 and 1961 (Census of
Canada,1951 and 1961)

See Maps 11 and 12 p.

* These figures are from a Census cross-
classification of Mennonite religion by ethnic
origin(Census of Canada,Census Tract Bulletin CT-8,
1951,Table 1). This is only an approximation since
by cross-classification only about two-thirds of
the Memnonites are German by origin(see table IX,
page 71 ).

8h
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area — 40,6 percent in 1951 snd 38.7 percent in 1961, Of this number
ﬁlmest all are of the Mennopnite group (95.1 percent in 1951 - sse table 3
XI, pagefll; ). This ares was first settled by the Menponites in the lste
Twenties, when a number of families settled in "colonies” on the north-
eastern fringe of the ¢ity in an attempt to transfer the rursl settle-
ment type to the emvirons of the urbkan am»l' The colony attempt was
unsuccessful, but only from the point of view of the rural type of
setilenent, because this area has remained "ihe only example of a
closely knit Mennonite Colony found snywhers in a strictly urban commm-
ity."® Another early area of Memnonite residentisl location in Winnipeg,
vhich predates the above area, is the Wirnipeg Centre area, However,
. most moved out of this ares during the study pericd to many different
parts of the city, although the contiguous West End area probably
received the majority.> Although members of the Mennonite group are

i
!
i

found throughout the urban area, the North Kildonan srea hes remained the

i

major area of concentration, with East Kildonan and ¥Winnipeg East as

One of the olﬁwt

- residential aress in Winnipeg is that stretching west from the Red River,
between the C.P.R. tracks and Notre Dame Ave. (see Index Map, Appendix 4).

jim Friesen and Reinhard Vogt, "The Mennonite Community in Winwipeg?,
In manuscript. -

nite lua: 4 2&; 1950, pe. 130, cited by
¥riesen and ?Iog%, Ibid, ‘
3Persana1 Interview: Rev. B. Vogt, me Mennonite Church, Hotre Bme
and Alverstons, Winnipeg.
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This areas hes contained large numbers of people of German origin for
meny years, both Hennenite (see above) and German nationals. Despite
considersble residential movement out of this ares to newer residential
areas by both sub-groups, this is still an area of high concentration
of the Germen growp in 1961.Thisis mainly as a result of the influx of

post-war immigrants, however the majority of the immigrants setiled in
1

the West ind sub-area.
In 1951 the map

of residential distribution of the Germen group does not show high per-
centages in this area -- only in the median to upper guartile range, and
therefore percentages of only 5.3 to 7.7, of the tract populations. The
map for 1961 reveals a startling change (map 12, page 80). This i now a
major avea of concentration of Winnipeg's Germs

n population, and has
been made so by the post-war immigrants who began to arrive in force at
the Abeginning of our study pericd.

As previously mtiamd, the largest percentage of post-wapr immigrents
to the Winnipeg area were of (ferman origin, and it appears that the
majority of them selected this area as their first place of residence.
According to members of this group one of the major, if mot the major 5
reason for selecting this area, was the large old homes that were avail-
able here at reasonsble prices. It was characteristic of these immigrants
to purchase one of these homes, with the aid of & large mortgags, |

1Par=ona1 iatami.m. Rewve Je ﬁnaaek, atu Peter's Iutheran Church,
Sherbrook snd Ellice, ’ﬁﬂnﬂiyag.
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subdivide it into rooms and rent these to other immigrants, thus pro-
viding income to meet the mortgage and in many cases pay it off very

That this area is & residentisl enclave of German speaking people
is Miato!; apparent {0 anyone passing along the maln thoroughfare,
Ellice Avenue. There are German book stores, teilors, pasiry shops,
butcher shops and restaurants among othsrs, all displaying signs in the
jerman langnage.

The map of change in percentage of the German group during this
period,” brings out the ehange in distribution of this group msinly as
& result of the new ismigrants. The sress of greatest change are in the
West ind (Tracts 25, 26, 29-32, and 34) and in Winnipeg Hast (Tract 14),
both areas selected by the new residents. The other sreas of residential
increase are in new residential subdivisions, mainly in the northem
half of the city, indicating s preference for this general area on the
yart of the German group. Decresses which appear, are of a minor order,
and are due o the movemen

into these areas by other ethnic groups. In

tracts 17 and 70, the numbers of the German group have inoreased, but
the increase has not kept pace with the movement of other groups into
the area -- both experisncing large increases in numbers of new suburban
housing wits. Tracts 6, 7, 22, and 23, are older residential areas,

lﬂap 13, page 88.
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where Germans have decreased in number, moving to newer areas and being

replaced by members of other groups.

& comparison of the three maps portraying the residential distri-

bution of the German group in the Metropolitan Winnipeg area, can be

surmarized as fonows:

1.

2e

3.

A non-random residential distribution is evident, with

a genaral preference for the northern half of the city
including the contiguous Wimnipeg Centre and West BEnd |
sub-areas. Within the northern half of the city, the Bast
and Horth Kildonan sub~aress show the highest concentra~
tion in 1961. Wirnipeg North Znd, while an area of high
concentration in 1951, has decreased to a near random per-
centage distribution in 1961.

The German atm.i,e group is composed of sub-groups, display-

ing differential residential preference, the Mennonites,

long established residents of German national origin, and
poet-war immigrants of German national origin.

Hesidential movement of this group is somewhat obscured

by the inclusion of theme sub-groups, although a preference
for residence in 1961 in the sane genersl ares as in 1951
is evident from the maps.
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¥IiI. JEMWISH GROUP

The fifth and last ethmic group to be considered in this paper is
the Jewish group -~ the smallest in number of the five and sixth in
size in the Metropolitan Winnipeg population.) ’

0f all the groups considered here, in fact of all the groups in
Winnipeg, the Jewish group exhibits the grestest tendency towards resi-
dentisl segregation.® This situation has existed since the members of
the group first arrived in Hs.mxipasa and still exists today, though
different in pattern. To a certain extent there has been an increase in
tem:s of residential concentration.

Throughout history, the Jews have lived in ghettos within cities,
formerly under external pmsma and laws, in the last century mainly
wlmtarily. In Ganada, where Jm have set.tlaﬂ since 1759,5 when the
first permanent Jewish settlers are known to have arrived, there has
never been any necessity of ghettoized settlement. However, in mataver
city large mmbers of Jews chose to setile, they wlmtari}.y selected to

reside in a hig;h}y concentrated ares. These aress were by no means

hﬁmganaous in terms of & ghetto, but they contained extremely high

]‘Eable 5y page 52

236e Index of Segragation, page

BA. 4+ Chiel, The Jews in Manitoba, (Toronto, University of Toronto
Press, 1961’)

k1ouis Wirth, The Ghetto, (Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1928)

ﬁepartaent of ﬁitiamhip ané Imigration, Canadian Citizenship Branch,
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percentages of Jews, while other areas within the city, contained very

few, and many none at all. We shall see that this pattern has been re-

veated in the Winnipeg ares.

The maps of residential éistrihnﬁion of the Jewish group in Metro=-
politan Winnipeg in 1951 and 1961 clearly depict this pattem of highly
éwelapa«i wltaatary segregation. -

First of all, the large number of blank tract areas on the maps
indicate a very high degree of residential comcentration. In 1951, 71
out of 86 tract areas contained less than five percent of Jewlsh origin
in esch tract population. In 1961, 72 out of 86 tracts contained less
‘than five percent. Furthermore, 56 tracts in 1951 and 58 tracts in 1961
contained less than one percent Jewish papﬁlatiea. | This incresse in
 nuabers of tracts containing very small percentages of the Jewish group
correlates with the .:ine#eam in the segregation index of the group during
1951-1961.% | o

There are two areas of concentration of the Jewlsh group in the
bmetropolitan area - ;aerham two areas of residence would be a better
description. One is in the northern half of the city, and the other in
the southern section. Let us consider the former ares first.

The northern section is best discussed in téms of two wntigmmé

N ;

lﬁaps b and 15, ppe 9% and ?3
See Index of Segregation, Figure 3, page ]
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metro sub-aress; one, Wimnipeg Horth End, and two, West Kildonan. The
second 1s a more recent residential area. The first area of settlement
of the Jewish group in Winnipeg, that is, when they began to arrive in
econsiderable numbers around the turn of the century, was the area known
as the "North End"’ (tracts 1-13, see index maps, appendix A). At this
time the heavily populated census tracts were adjacent to the C.P.R.
tracks, and through time extended north along both sides of Hain Stréet,z
 until in 1951, as shown by map 14, page 9p? the arm‘of highest concen-

tration were tracts 8, 9, and 13 at the northern boundary of the Winnipeg
' !

i

North End sub-areas At this time 47 percent of the metropolitan Jewish |

population lived in the North End, 56 percent of these in the three tracts
just meritioned.> |
In 1961, the distribution in this area had drastically changed.
Hone of the tracts areas in the North End are of ‘t.he highest percentages,
with only tracts 8 and 13 still containing st least 25 percent Jewiah |
population. The greatest change however, is in the tracts in the south- ’
ern section of the North End - tracts 5, 6, 10, and 12 contain less than
ten percent of Jewish origin, compamé to as high as thirty percent in
1951,
As Table XII on page 95 indicates, the total Jewish population in
the North ind decrsased by zlmost half from 1951 to 1961, with only 33

1. a. Cniel, op. cit

25ee Index Map, Census Tract Aress, Appendix A.
3 See Table XII, page o



TABLE XII

CHANGE IN THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE
QF THE JEWISH GROUP,BY METRO

SUB-AREAS,1951 TO 1961

INCREASE OR PERCENT OF D ERCENT
METRO SUB-AREAS' | 1951 | 1961 DECREASE TOTAL GROUP | CHANGE
NUMBER | PERCENT| 1951 1961
WPG. NORTH 12,389 | 6,536 | -5,853 | =47.2 66.9 33.7 | -33.2
WPG. EAST 369 140 -229 | -62.1 2.0 1.0 | =~ 1.0
- WPG. CENTRE 699 484 -215 | -30.8 3.8 2.5 | - 1.3
WPG. WEST END 308 180 -128 | =-41.6 1.7 .9 - .8
WPG. SOUTH 2,194 | 5,225 | 3,031 | 138.1 11.9 27.0 15.1
ST.BONIFACE 90 72 -18 | =20.0 -2 - -
TRANSCONA 37 36 -1 -2.7 - - -
TUXEDO 65 64 | 640.0 - - -
BROOKLANDS 4 10 150.0 - - -
ASSINIBOTIA 1 4 3| 300.0 - - -
CHARLESWOOD 6 2| 33.0 - - -
FORT GARRY 20 45 25 | 125.0 - , - -
EAST KILDONAN 147 184 37| 25.2 1.0 1.0 | =---
NORTH KILDONAN 5 9 4 80.0 - - -
WEST KILDONAN 2,141 6,133 | 3,992 | 186.5 11.6 31.7. 20.1
OLD KILDONAN 10 16 6| 60.0 - - -
ST.JAMES 21 130 109 | 519.0 - - -
ST.VITAL 60 54 -6 | =10.0 - - -
TOTAL METRO AREA | 18,514 | 19,376 862 | 4.6 | 100.0 | 100.0
WPG.NORTH AND |
WEST KILDONAN 14,530 | 12,669 | -1,861 | =-12.8 78.5 65.4 | -13.1

lsee Index Map of Metro Sub-Areas - Appendix A
Less than 1 percent

~ Source: Census of Canéda,1951 and 1961




percent of the total group population remaining in this area.

4 considerable portion of this loss was absorbed by West Kildonan,
the metro sub-area adjoining Winnipeg North Ind to the north (see Index
Map, Metro Sub-Areas, Appendix 4). Tracts 72 and 73 were, in 1961, the
arﬁas of highest concentration in the metropolibten area, At thet time
 almost 32 percemt of the total Jewish population resided in these two

tracts and ths adjacent tract number ?Ig, while in 1951, only aprroxi-
mately twelve percent of the Jewish population were resident in this
area,
The second arss of concentrated residentisl distribution is in the
section of the Winnipeg South sub~-area known as River Heights {tracts 43,
45, 46, and 48).) In 1951 the area contained ohly twslve percent of the
total Jewish population. This was mainly concentrated (4O percent) in
one small tract area - number 45. By 1961 (map 15, pege?3 ), the situ-
" ation had completely changed, there were then over five thousand Jews

in the Jouth Winnipeg sub-area, compared to slightly over two thousand.
in 1951, This wes 27.0 percent of the total Jewish population. Again
most of these (62.5 percent) were in one tract area, number 48, adjoining
45 to the south. In this tract ‘t‘he Jewish group was 28.4 percent of the
total tiact—. popalation, one of the four highest percentages in the urban

Erefe

ISes Index Map, Census Tract Areas, Appendix A.
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The percentage change wyz‘ presents an excellent picture of the

wholesale migration of Winnipeg's Jewish population from the core area
in the North End to two new aress -- West Kildonan and Winnipeg Suiith,
with one-third of the total remsining in the North Znd.

The Tract areas of greatest percentage decresse {(tracts 8, 9, 10,
and 13) are the former areas of highest pmm%a@a mcmmtmn of this
FSK’BP- Former secondary sreas are indicatad by the lower rate of percen-
tage decrease (tracts 5, 6, 7, and 12 in the Forth nd end tracts 45 and
k6 in Winnipeg South). The movement to the 1961 areas of concentration
(tracts 72, 73, and 74 in the North, and tract 48 in the South) are
clearly indicated by the areas of weenta&e increase. The change in per-
egnmé nap t&u not give any indication of movement from the Horth End
core area to the discomtinuous Winnipeg South sub-ares, but this will be
 demonstrated in the next chapter.

Pupmary

The cartographic analysis of rvesidential distribution in 1951 and
1961 and the chenges thereof, have clearly indicated the high degree ét‘
mmmt.ial segregation _ai‘ the Jewish group in Metropolitan mwipeg-
~ Hecondly, it 18 clear that although thers has been a change in the areas
of high concentration, the degree of concentration has not Hecreased. In
fact, it has increased somewhat during the study period. The group in
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1961 was distributed egually in three small areas of the city, West
Kildonsn, t.hé. northern section of the North fnd, and in Winnipeg South,
These areas contained oﬁr 90 percent of the Jewish ropulation of
Winnipeg (see Table 12, page 95).

VIII. COMPARISON OF ETHNIC GROUP RESIDENTIAL
DISTRIBUTION

The four non-British ethnic groups exhibit & pattern of msidcntiai
distribution which is conspicuous by its geographic difference from that
of the British group, and by the similarities among the four non~-British
groups. The changes in these patterns during the study peried 1951.1961
are also conspicuous by the broad similarity among the non-British groups
as opposed 1o that shown by the British.

let us compare the patterns of residential distribution with the
arcas of residential concentrations and their respective changes, as
dep;cﬁeé by the percentage distribution maps and the change in distribu-
tion maps. The areas of high concentration of the four nom-British
groups are located within the morthern half of the city (North of the
CePeRe, see Index Map, Metro Sub-Areas, Appendix A)e The degree of this
concentration varies with each of the four groups, It is highest for
the Jewish group and diminishes through the Ukrainian, Polish and the
German group, which has its lowest concentration in this section. This
order of ethnie groups concentrated in the northern half of the eity in
1961, is the same as the order shown for 1951 in Table XIII, pagelCl,

Therefore, although the percentage of each group in this section of the
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metropolitan ares has diminished during the _s‘mdy period, their relative
position with regard to the degree of concentration has remained the same.

The British group, by comparison, displays a pattern of residential
- distribution which 1# the opposite of the four groups meptioned above.
The area of concentration here is the southerm half of the city (South
of CoPsle, Bee Index iéa;x, Metro Sub-ireas, Appendix A). The percentage
of British in this portion of the metropolitan area has remained highly
stable -énring.thg period 1951-1961 -- only a three percent changml

If the metro sub-ares, Wirmipeg Centre is included with the Metro
subdivision “North of the C.PuR." (Bee Index Map), this section of the
urban area in 1961, conitained at lesst two-thirds of three of the non-
British ethnic groups, and almost one-half of the fourth. 4Yhile st the
same time, this area contained slightly less than one-third of the

Again, while these proportions are lower thsn they were in

. 1951, the relative position of the groups as to their proportions in this
area has remained exactly the same,

From the maps and tables of ethnic distributions in 1951 and 1961,

- 4% is apparent that changes in residential location by members of the
various ethnic groups have exhibited a distinetive pattern. The s&miiam—
- ity of relative concentration of the non-British groups within the north-
ern half of the city in 1961 to that of 1951 indicates a high degree-of

preference for change of residence to this area. In a similar fashion

1Ta‘ble X113, m& 101



SPECIFIED ETHNIC GROUPS AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL ETHNIC GROUP

TABLE XIII

WINNIPEGlPOPULATION,AND TOTAL POPULATION,BY SELECTED
METRO SUB-AREAS:1951 AND 1961

2

TOTAL

BRITISH

METRO SUB-AREAS ODULATION GERMAN UKRAINIAN  JBWISH POLISH
1951 | 1961 | 1951 | 1961 | 1951 | 1961 | 1951 | 1961 | 1951 | 1961 | 1951 | 1961
% % % % % % % % % % % %
WINNIPEG NORTHCEND | 18.1 | 14.9 | 9.5 9.5 | 26.3 | 19.5 | 51.4 | 44.2 | 78.5 |65.4 | 44.8 | 38.7
WPG NORTH,> WPG EAST, - , | . |
AND EAST KILDONAN | 26.9 | 25.6 | 16.9 | 18.7 [39.3 | 33.7 | 60.9 | 57.0 | 81.5 [67.4 | 52.9 | 50.3
NORTH OF C.P.R.2 32.9 | 36.0 | 18.4 | 2r.6 | 40.6 | 35.8 | 65.2 | 61.5 | 81.5 |67.4 | 55.3 | 54.3
NORTH OF C.P.R% AND - | |
WPG. CENTRE 49.3 | 47.1 | 34.7 | 32.4 || 60.6 | 46.9 | 79.8 | 70.9 | 85.3 |69.9 | 72.2 | 65.1
Metropolitan Winnipeg Area Source:

See Index Map-Metro Sub-Areas,Appendix A

Includes West Kildonan

Census of Canada.1951 and 1961
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the British group has shown residentiasl preference for the southern half
of the city.

IX. SUBMARY

The analysis of census tract data and the use of maps to depict the
residential distribution and changes thereof for the five ethnic groups
pelected from the Metropolitan Winnipeg arss mhg the period 1951-1961,
cen be summarized as follows:

1, None of the groups are randomly distributed throughout the
metropolitan a?aa.‘ |

2. Each has o specific area of high residential concentration.

3. This area of high concentration is similar for four of the
groups. These f@r, the Ukrainien, Polish German, and
Jewish, the non-British groups, are concentrated in the
northern hsalf of the Hetropolitan Winnipeg araa.l

L. By contrest, the area of high concentration of the dominant
British group is the southern half of the eity.

5, This pattern of residential distribution hass not ehanaeé
in major outline during the 1951-1961 study period. The
non-British groups are still concentrated in the northern
half of the ni)ty, and the British in the southern half.

J'For the German group, the sub-areas, Winnipeg (entre and West Iind must
be added to the northern half of the city (as defined in this paper)
in order to encompass this groups' ares of high concentration.
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6. The order of eoncentration in .t-.he northern half of the
urban area swong the four non-British groups is the sm.
in 1961 ss it was in 1951, That is, the highest percentage
of a group in the northern half of the city is that dis-
played by the Jewish group, and the lowest by the German
group. (Table 13, page }1. ‘
7. Assuming that these changes imply intra-urban movement of

members of the various groups, the similarity in arecas of
high concentration in 1961 as compared to 1951, indicate a
definite preference towards certain areas of the city by
members of the ethnic groups. The most striking contrast
being the differential selection displsyed by the non-
British groups as compared to the British group.

It would be expedient, at this point, to mpha#im again, that these

are generalizations. They applyvto relative concentrations of the sthnic

groups in question. They do not imply homogeneity in any one census tract

area or section of the city, be it large or extremely small, but merely

that the disproportionate percentages of a group found in certain areas

- of the city compared to those in other areas indicates a preference for a

certain Jocation. It follows from this that there exists in the ﬁétmml-—

itan Winnipeg ares a definite observable presence of residentisl segmga-

tion, and that although the degree of this segregation has decreased to

a minor extent, during this period, each of the groups has remained in

the same position relative t0 each other in teims of residential

segregation.,



CHAPTER IV

CITY DIRKCTORY SAMPLE STUDY: INTRA-URBAN MIGRATION.
OF SELECTED ETHNIC GROUPS, 1951-1961

In the precesding chapter, the pattern of residential distribution
in 1951 and 1951 of the selected ethnic groups, and the changes in these
distributions during that period, have been established by the carto-
graphic analysis of the census tract data. 43 a result of this analysis
conclusions have been drawn as to the extent of these changes in distribu~
tion, and their effect on the degree of residential segregation, exhibi-
ted by each of the ethnie groups.

It has been assumed throughout this paper, that the changes in res-
idential distribution of the ethnic groups are due mainly to intra-urban
migration of members of these groups. However, there are cther factors \
involved; migration from rural to urban areas, immigration from outside 5
the province or country, and emigration from the urban area. The extent
to which each of these has affected the changing residential distribu-
tion of each ethnic group can only be surmised. Vhat we are implying
here is the fact that it is not possible, on the basis of the snalysis
of the census tract data, to state with any degree of accuracy, that
intra~urban migration of the various ethnic groups has taken place
during 1951-1961.

We have concluded that each of the ethnic groups studied displays
a characteristic change in residential distribution during this period.
That is, the analysia of census tract data enables us to ascertain
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change in specific aress at different points in time, but we do not Imow
who is imblvsﬁ in this change. In other words, we have eétabliahe&
change = m not movement. For exsmple, we know there are X number of
the German group in Census Tract six in 1951, and ¥ number in 1961, and
from the different percentages af/ the total tract populstion given by
these figures we deduce changes in the patiern of residential concentra-
tion. However, are these changes caused by intra-urban migration, as we
assumed, or are they caused by the other factors previously mentioned?
In an attempt to verify the conclusions drawn from the analysis of
the census tract data, a method was sought which would reveal the pat-
tems of intrs-urban migration displayed by the five ethniec groups in
the Metropoliten Winnipeg Area during the 19511961 period.
' This chepter presents an erplanation of the method used to achieve
this purpose, and an examination of the results obtained.

I. SOURCE OF DATA

The source of data sslectesd to establish patterma of ethnic group
intra-urban migration based on the movement of specific members of the
salected ethnic group required the following features:

l. The basic requirement was & listing of the population by
address and by name. This listing was required at two
points in time, 1951 and 196l.

2. The list had to contain all the population in any census
tract area of the metropolitan ares, so arranged that a
random sample was feasible.



108

3. A division of the names in the sample was required, by
ethnic origin.

An examination of the available sourceslisting the population of
the metropolitan ares resulted in the selection of the City Directory as
the one source which best fitted the preceeding list of eriteria.

The eity directory for the Winnipeg ama}' is an annual publication
listing every person over eighteen years of age in the Metropolitan v/
Himim area. The publication consists of two sections; one, the
alphebetical name list as menmtioned above, and second, a list of house-
holders by residential address. This directory has been published by
the same firm since before tﬁa tuwrn of the century, and is revised and
brought up to date every yesr. Lvery item is checked each year and
over the years a high d&m‘a,ei‘ accuracy has been attained.

" The information required for the dirsctory is obtained by two
methods. First, ‘enumerators call on every address in the metropolitan
area asking f&r the names of all people at a particular address, the

name of the household head, and ogiuipation of each. Secondly, guestion-
naires are sent out to all e_mphmr;; ;.‘ha Hetropolitan Winnipeg area
(with fifteen or more smployees) asking for the names, occupsations and
home addresses of all enploym.z These two sources are compared, thus

providing for a higher degree of accuracy thza that ohtainable by the

lﬁmd,?m-. Ketropolitan Winnipeg City Directory, op. ecit., footmote 1,
page 18

2& very high rate of retuwrn is obtained from these questionnaires, only

three firms in the Winnipeg ares did not supply the information requested
in 1964. {Source:s Mrs. B. Cunninghsm, Supervisor, Henderson Directories
M M, m “ Ml



use of only one of the above methods.

The address listing of the 1951 city directory was selected to ob-
tain the sample used to exasmine intra-urban migration. This section of
the directory liste household heads by éddmas, either a home owner or
a renter. This refers to the head of a family, one person living alone,
or any family sige, in any type of mning.l The streets of the metro-
politan area are listed alphsbetically in thiu section and the street

numbers are listed in sequence from the begimning of each sireet. It
was therefore possible to delimit census tract areas from this address
listing and thus select a sample area to colncide with the census
classification.

The section of the 1961 city directory containing the alphabetical
name 1ist of the population was used to determine the 1961 place of res-
idence of the sample names selected from ;he 1951 directory.

A limitation of the data obtained from the address listing of the
eity directories should be noted. The use of the household head in 1951
and his subsequent address in:"l%l as a measure of intra-urban migration
suffers from the inability to ascertain the destination of the sons and
daughters of the 1951 household who left their parents hééa to set uwp
their own household during this period. Therefore, in this sense the
sample does not cover the pcpu]atié#wmplemly, as it is confined to
heads of househelds only, who would geaagg;ly fall sbove a certain sge.

We can only theorize that the general pattem of 1961 residential

l&nme: Mre ¥. Koshman, Ceneral Hanager, Henderson Dirsctories
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distribution derived from the sampls, wonld not be changed to any great
extent by the loss of these younger people. The foregoing statement is
made in view of the correlation betwsen the resulis of the sample move-
nés::t and that arrived at from the census analysis -- a discussion of
vhich will be left to a later section. ‘

The city directories as a source of data thus provided the informa-
tion needed w establish the pattern of intra-urban migration of a
selected sample of the population during the 1951-1961 period.

II. METHOD

The following is a detesiled explanation of the method used in
utilizing ecity directories as & source for determining intra-urban move-
ments of selected ethnic groups.

The first step was to delimit the arsa of the city to be mplaé;v
The selection of a sample ares had to meet certain conditions. First, it
mist be small enough so that the research required could be undertaken
by one person with an sllotted time limit. Second, the area must be one
‘of the older residential aress experiencing outward migration. Third, it
must contain large numbers of the selected ethnic groups within its
boundaries, as well as large percentages of the groups total metropolitan
population. Finally, it must contain a large number of the British group
with whom comparisons can be made. |

The sample aml selected to fulfill these conditions is in the

1see Sample Area Map, number 17, pagamg‘
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metro sub-grea known as Winnipeg North End. iﬂ:. is one of the older resi-
dential areas of the city dating back to the latter part of the 19th
century in its southern section (tracts 11 and 12), with residential
settlement growing towards the north and west, with the whole nine tract
area being almost completely built up by 1911;.3

This is the core area of Central znd Eastern Burnopean settlement
in the metropolitan ares. The breakdown of population contained in the
sample area by sthnic origin is shown in Table XIV, on page1ll. 4s can
be seen this small area contains two-thirds of the Jewish group in the
mebropolitan area, approximately one~third of both the Ukrainian and
Polish groups, & little less than one-fifth of the German group, and
approximately five percent of the British group. At the same time it
écntains only 2 very small percentage of the remaining ethnic groups in
the metropolitan mac The nine t,ract areas of the sample area were

sepsrated from the remainder of the North End sub-srea primarily because |

a large part of this western section of the Horth Bnd is unused, and {* w
remains so today, and another large section is used for rallway fscilit-
ies. Secondly, the time element restricted the number of trscts which

could be processed.

Samp, Fethod
Once the sample area was delimited, the next step was to take a ran-
dom sample of the households contained in that ares. Using the number of

lﬂeparwmt‘ of Industry and Commerce, Province of Manitoba, Economic
Atlas of Hanitoba, T. R Welr, Editor, (Winnipeg, 1960), Plate 37,
Hetropolitan Winnipeg Urban Growth, p. 79.



TABLE XIV

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SAMPLE AREA POPULATION BY SPECIFIED
ETHNIC GROUP,AND AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL ETHNIC
GROUP POPULATION,1951%

PERCENTAGE OF

PERCENTAGE OF

ETHNIC GROUP SAMPLE AREAZ | SAMPLE AREA TOTAL GROUP
' POPULATION POPULATION

BRITISH 8,393 17.1 4.6

JEWISH 12,318 25.1 66.5

GERMAN 4,464 9.1 18.2

POLISH 5,365 10.9 30.4

UKRAINIAN 14,137 28.8 34,1

TOTAL OF ABOVE 44,677 91.0

OTHERS 4,429 9.0

TOTAL SAMPLE AREA| 49,106 100.0

) \
lsource: Census of Canada, 1951
2Census Tracts 5 Through 13, See Sample Area Map 17
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houssholds in each tract, as supplied by the Census of 1951 as a gaiéa,l
and keeping in mind the purpose of the sample and the time available, it
was decided to take a tem percent sample. This would provide approxi-
mebely twelve hundred sample names.

The method used to select the sample cases is }temd "sélect-ion at
regular intervals from a list". Authorities differ as to the randomness
of such a sample au‘ compared with selection by lot. One states that
"depending on the arrangemant' of the source list, this method gives a
better sample than the lottery drawing®, and further, "selecting the
sample cases at evenly spaced inpsmls gaarmteés that & cross section
61‘ the entire universe will be seeureﬁd".g inother claims that this
method is not strictly random gampung, a8 it does not give all possible
samples of n* from the popuiatioa of sise "N" an equal chance of selec-
tion. This writer, C. A. Noser,> states however, that the use of quasi-
random sampling (as he terms selection at regular intervals from a list)
is generally "justified by the argument that the list can be regarded as
arranged more or less at random, or thatv.} the feature by which it is
~ arranged is not related to the subject of the smey.”"

The source used for our sample, the address listing in the city

Loensus Tract Bulletins, op. cit., 1951, Bulletin CT-8, Table 2, p. 10,

and 1961, Bulletin CT-17, Table 2, p. 12.
mem Parten, Samples: Practical Procedures, (New

3 Ce A+ Moser, Survey Hethods in Soecial Investigations, (London, William
Heinemann Ltd., 1958),

b1vsd., pe 77
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directory, is arranged alphabeticslly by streets, and thus has no rela=-
tion to the subject of our investigation. The foregoing, coupled with

the fact thé:b this method of selection from a lié-'t ab regular intervals
was the only one which could be attempted within the time and resources
of the writer,

enhanced the at:bréctivmesa of thé method for this study.
The sample was taken $y selecting every tenth name listed in the
ity directory of 3.951,1 within each census tract of the sample ares.
The &Bleet}itan of the first nsme in each census tract was ordered by
chance. 7The numbers one through ten were marked on small pieces of paper
of equal size, placed in a hat, and then one piece selected at random.
The humber on this plece of paper was ihe number of the first name o be
chosen. That is, if the number 74" was selected then the fourth name in
the directory's address ssction, on the st.rma which was in the particu-
iar census tmet being sampled, was to be the first neme in the sample.
Theresfter, every tenth name was selected.
The names wevre carried over from one streset to snother. That is,
47 theres were five names left after the selection of the last sample
name on the section of a street within a particular census iract ares,
the fifth name from the beginning of the next street in the alphabetical
st of those included in the eenéus tract area, would be the next sampls

lﬁiminasa places omitiLed,

‘z‘i‘he streets, or sections of streets, within each census tract area were
listed alphabetically and the sample selection started with the street
which was first in alphabeticsl order. This method was selected in order
to randomize the order of selection of the sample by streets, within a
census iract, so that no particular geographic section of each census
tract would be selected in any predetermined order.
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name. This carrying over guarantees that the total number drawn for the
sample will comprise one out of every ten names in the list. This pro-
cedure, from the selection by chance of the first name in the list, the
selection of every temth name, and the carryimg over of the names from
one street to the next, was used for each of the nine census tract aress
sampleds

The sample names and addresses derived from the 1951 city directory
were listed on work sheets as shown by the sample sheet in Appendix Ee
The left hend column liste the name of the strest, the street address,
and the sample name listed in the 1951 directory. The right hand column
lists the 1961 place of residence of the above sample names.

After the selection of the sample was completed for each of the
sample tract areas, the next step was to locate the sample names in the
1961 city directory. Here, the alphebetical neme listing was used to
locate the ssmple names., & ssmple name was identified in the 1961
directory by various mesns. If t.ha wa' wes listed in 1961 at the same
address as in 1951, the initials of the pm«m,} his occupation, and his
wife's first neme were used to ascertain if it was the same party., If the
name could not be found using the sbove methods, several others wers
employed as a further check before the name was abandoned as unfindable.
First, if the name of the wife was listed with the sample name in 1951,
her name wae checked in the 1961 directory (using her first nsme as a
guids), thus assuming the possible death of the husband in the interven-
ing period. If the name was found at the same address in 1961 as that
of 1951, it was so listed, or, a new address wss listed if the wife's
name was the only one of its kind in the 1961 list. Secondly, a number



s

of names wers found at a 1961 address, vwhich would otherwise not have
been found, by checking nmmes with similar spellings. Iy vas found
that a number had besn spelled differently in the 1961 directory, from
‘that used in the 1951 (by this is meant minor changes in spelling in~-
volving names of Eastern Buropean origin mainly, which sounded similar
in Fnglish when either spelling was used)s These were presumably
errors arising from the collection of the names by the directory
enumeratora. The fact of a spelling change was accepted only if the

name of the man's wife was the same, as well a3 his cccupation.

When the 1961 address of the sample names was determined, the re~
sults were listed in the following manner:
1. If the names were found at a 1961 address, the new address
was listed beside the sample mme.l
2, If the name was foanﬁ at the same address in 1961 as that
listed for 1951, the words "Same Address” were marked be-
side the me.z

3, If the sample name could not be found in 1961, the words
"No Show" were marked beside the nme.3

Therefore the completed sample consisted of the following three

1

Sec Sample Work Sheet, City Directory Sample Study, Appendix E.
®1bid

2 big.
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categories:
1. Hovers
2, Same Address
3. Ho Show

The number of sample names in each census tract sampled and the
division of each‘ sample into the above three categories is shown by
Table XV, page 117, and discussed below.

Vovers. The percentage of movers in each sample tract varies from a
low of 27.5 psrcent in tract 11, %o & high of 52.1 percent in tract 5.1
Tracts 9 and 10 are within 2 pemént of tract five's percentage, and
they are st least ten percent higher than the next highest group of
traef.s, These tracts are in the older éection of the sample ares (see
map of sample area, Map 17, page 109, but not the oldest (tracts 11 and
12 are the oldest).

Same Address. The percentage of those in each sample, found at
the same address in 1961 a8 in 1951, varies from & low of lh.7 percent
(tract 5) to a high of 40,9 percent (tract 8). The three highest with
percentages ranging from 36.0 to 40,9 percent (tracts 7, 8, sad 13) are
located in the northern seciion of the sample area, which is the newest

and most desirable portion of the area.

1&3@@ Table XV, pagell7.



TABLE XV

NUMBER OF SAMPLE NAMES: NﬁMBER AND PERCENTAGE
OF MOVERS, SAME ADDRESS, AND NO SHOWS,IN
1961, BY GENSUS TRACTS SAMPLED

CENSUS TRACTS
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

NO. OF SAMPLE NAMES 238 261 159 | 88 97 144 40 101 136

OVERS No. | 124 101 62 | 33 | 4 | 7 1n | 37 | 46
9L 52.1 | 38.7 | 39.0| 37.5 | 50.5| 49.3 | 27.5 | 36.6 | 33.8

SAME NO. 35 76 62 36 23 22 11 24 49
 ADDRESS 9L 14.7 | 20.1 | 39.0 | 40.9 | 23.7| 15.3 | 27.5 | 23.8 | 36.0

NO NO. 79 | 84 35 19 25 51 18 4o 41
SHOWS 9L 33.2 | 32.2 | 22.0 | .21.6 | 25.8| 35.4 | 45.0 | 39.6 | 30.2

1Percentage of Movefs,Same Address, and No shows in the Total Sample Names for Each
Census Tract




Ho Show. The accuracy of the conclusions drawn from the sample
was to a certain extent hampered by the high percentages of No Shows
which were consistently encountered in all the sample census itracts.
The percentsge of No Shows in each sample tract varied from a Jow of
21.6 percent (traet B) to a high of 45.0 percent in tract 3.1.1' There
are a number of factors, which when taken together, would sccount for
the high incidence of No Shows; a change of name, misspelling of &
name by enumerators, death, and movemsnt outside the metropolitan area.
Howsver, the results obtained from the use of the data on Movers, when
compared with the census analysis, indicates a sufficlent measure of

validity for our purposes.

The validity of the city dirsctory sample method depended upon the
asccuracy of the division of sample names by sthnie origin. The only
method availables for this was on the basis of the names themselves. is
we shall demonstrate presently, there is evidence to suggest a degree
of aceurscy sufficient for our purposes. |

The designation of ethmie group origin from the names in the sample
was done with the ald of members of the particular groups. In the main,

these were religious leaders of the various groups, who were in a position

3‘6@@% Tract 11, aceording to the Census &f 1951 and 1961, wasz thirty
to forty percent below the average income for the Metropolitan Winnipeg ™
Aven. Therefore this ares is ons of the lowest in terms of economic

" standing in the metropolitan aren es well as one of the oldest residen-
tisl areas. It is probable that a large transiemt population as well
&3 a higher death rate may account for the large percentege of No Shows
in thissample.

//
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to recognise nomes as deriving from a particular origin. One difficulty,
of eaum, lay in neme changing, but this was reduced to manageable pro-
portions because of two factors. OUne, the first names often gave a
clue to the ethnic origin if the last name did not, and two, in many
cases the name when changed was recognized as a charecteristic name in
wogue by a particular ethnic g}mp.z‘

The division by ethnic origi.n follows that used by the Census of
Ganada. for 1951, and used throughout this mmr.z The percentage for
each ethnic group found in the sample for each census tract was compared
with the percentage given for that group by the Census of 1951.° The
results of this comparison are shown by Table XVI, page 120, The larg-
est percentage deviation between the sample percentages and those given
by the Census is 10,5 percent.” However, a deviation of this percentage
ocours only ma; all the remaining deviations are less than 5.3 percent.
In fact, the majority are less than half this amount. This holds true
whether the ethnic group is large or small in a particular iract area.

This high correlation between the ethnioc composition of the sample

Liany of the persons whose aid wan enlisted in determining the ethnic
origin of the sample hames wers long-time residemts of the metropolitan
area, and in fact, of the semple ares in the Herth End of the city.
They recognired many nsmes as being characteristic of a name change by
the members of thelr own ethnic group, in fact in a number of cases the
sample name involved was known personaliy by the informant. Also in a
significant number of cases (with particular reference to one ethnic
group) the sample name was known to the writer.

2&5 Figure 2, page 4C.

3Census Tract Bulletin, 1951, op. cit., and Appendix Ce

%a occurs in Tract 1l. Due to the small sise of the total sample (40),
the results are suspact.



TABLE XVi

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF ETHNIC GROUPS IN TOTAL SAMPLE BY CENSUS TRACTS,COMPARED
WITH PERCENTAGE OF ETHNKIC GROUPS IN TOTAL POPULATION OF. CENSUS
TRACT A8 GIVEN BY THE CENSUS OF CANADA,1951

ETHNIC CENSUS TRACT 5 | CENSUS TRACT 6 | CENSUS TRACT 7 | CENSUS TRACT 8 | CENSUS TRACT 9 | GENSUS TRAGT 10 | CENSUS TRACT 11 CENsué TRACT 12 | CENSUS TRACT 13
G ROUP Al B S| a B C A B c A B C A | B C A B C A B C A B C A B C
NO. | % % | No. | % % NO. | % %) NO.| % % | No.| % |% NO. | % % NO. | % % NO. | % | % vo.l %2 | %
UKRAINIAN 100 l42.0 |45.3| 76 | 29.1 |29.7 | 26 |16.4 |16.7 | 6 | 6.8 | 5.6 14 | 14.4|18.9] 46 |31.9 [30.8| 20 |50.0 |51.9| 48 |47.5 |52.8| 7| 5.1 | 5.9
JEWISH 42 117.6 [16.2| 50 | 19.2 [19.3 | 39 |24.5 |23.4 | 36 |40.9 |43.0 40 | 41.2|45.9| 37 |25.7|27.4| 2 | 5.0 1.8] 8 7.9 [10.2 | 56 |41.2 |43.9
BRITISH 27 [11.3 | 9.6 | 35 | 13.4 [10.0 | 50 |31.4]29.5| 32 |36.4 |34.6 18 .|18.6 | 14.8] 17 |11.8 | 9.6 | 9 |22.5 |12.0] 13 |12.9 | 8.1} 53 |39.0 [35.6
POLISH 20 {12.2 [13.4) 28 |10.7 |12.2 8 | 5.0 7.0 3| 3.4 4.3 8 | 8.2]10.3| 21 |14.6|15.8| & |10.0 |12.8 ] 17 [16.8 [15.5| & | 2.9 | 3.6
GERMAN 16 | 6.7 | 5.4 59 |22.6 [20.5 | 27 |17.0 |15.8 | &4 | 4.5 | 5.9 7 | 7.2| 5.0l 8| 5.6] 3.5, 2 |50 29| 5 |50/ 3.1 8] 5.9 ]| 4.5
ASIATIC 2 8 41 A 1 .6 AL 0| 0 .3 1 1.0 .20 o o0 7] o 0 8] 0 0 8] o] o .2
NETHERLANDS 0 0 710 o0 0 .7 2 | 1.2 7] 0| 0 .6 1 1.0 .70 0] 0 1.1| o 0 .7 1 1.0 .71 o o .7
FRENCH 6 | 2.5 [ 2.2 2 .8 | 1.2 2 | 1.2 ] 1.0 1] 1.11]1.1 2 | 2.1 1.5) 6] 4.2 40| 1 |2.5| 6.7 3 |3.0| 1.9] 3 |2.2]1.1
RUSSIAN 4 |17 e 2 .8 .8 0| o 6] 0| 0 L2 0 0 .9 1 7 2.1 ] o 0 | 1.2 1 1.0 | 2.1 1 .7 | 1.8
SCANDINAVIAN 4 |17 | v.2] 2 .8 1 1 6 | 1.3 3 | 3.4 1.6 2 | 2.1 1.1] 3| 2.1 1.1 1 | 2.5] 1.8 1 1.0 S 21 1.5 ] 1.6
TTALTAN 0 n 0 0 0 .5 o] o 1l o o .2 0 0 30 1] .7 2] o 0 A 0 10 ol o .2
OTHER EUROPEAN| 8 | 3.4 2.1 6 | 2.3 (3.5 | 3119 2.6] S |3.4]1.9 4 | 4.1 | 1.6)] 4| 2.8 2.5 1 | 2.5] 1.6 4 | 40| 3.3] 2 1.5 | 2.5
TOTAL - [238 261 159 88 97 : o144 40 101 136

INumber of Ethnic Groun in Total Sample of Census Tract
2percentage of Ethnic Groun in Total Sample of Census Tract
3Percentage of Ethnic Groun in Total Population of Census Tract as Given by the Census of Canada,1951







&8s derived on the basis of the sample names, snd the ethnic breskdown of
the total population as derived by the Census from direct interview with
the pepulatien; is considered as the best evidence of the reliability of
the data gained from the city directory sample.

III. KESIFENTIAL DISTRIBUTION IN 1961 OF
SAMPLE AREA INTRA-URBAN MIGRANTS

The results obtained from the preceeding method will be utiliszed in
the Toliowing mauner., FPirst, a discussion of the distribution of the
total sample area intrs-urban migrents -~ undiffersmtiated as to é&ihnle
grouvp (this is the category of "Movers®, see Table VI, pagel?t )o The
princlple method of snalysis here is through the medium of a wmap showing
the percentage distribution of the total sample area intra-urban migmts.
Second, &4 discussion of the residential diastribution in 1961 of the
sauple area intra-urban migrants (Movers) from each of the five selected
ethnic groups. This tdll be illustrated by 2 distribution map for each
EXYOupe |

Of the three categories derived from the sample 1list ef nanes, we
are concerned here with only one, that of the "Movers". These are the
intra-urban migrants, that is, the nemes from the 1951 sample which
were located at a different address in 1961.  From the residential dis-
tribution of these migrants in 1961, we are sble to discern characteris-
tic intra-urban migration mﬁ%&m of the five ethnlc groups under exam-
ination during the 1951~1961 period. Furthermors, by comparing the
patterns revealed by this method with those revesled by the analysis of
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the census data, we are able to comment on the validity of each method,
. gnd thereby on the validity of our overall thesis.

When comparing the distribution patterns revealed by the ssmple ares
intra~urban migrants with those shown by the census data analysis, we
are assuming that our sample is a valid representation of the total num~
ber of a particular ethnic group in the sample ares. This assumption is
based on two factors: (1) the high correlation between the percentage
division by ethnic groups in the sample study, fo that in the census, and
(2) the high correlstion between the distribution patterns of the sample
area intre-urban migrents and the patterns resulting from the use of the

census dats. (This will be detalled at a later point)e

¥ap 18, on page 123; presents the percentage distribution of all the
sample srea intra-urban migrants, a totel of 534, to bpecified Metro &h- |
Aveas in 1961, Teble XVII, page 12), presents this percentage distribu-
_tién by census tracts sampled.

The largest percentage of movers remained within the sample area --
31,3 percent, The next largest group moved to West Kildonan - 20.5
percent. Yihen the foregoing two groups sre combined with the group which
moved to the non-sampled ares of the Horth fnd (9.1 percent), we have a
total of 60.9 percent of the sample srea migrants. The remaining forty
percent are spread throughout the metropolitan ares, with two aress -
Eaet Kildonan-Winnipeg Hast with 9.3 percent and Wimmipeg Sotth with
11,9 percent —- the only two of these remaining ama with any
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TABLE XVII

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE AREA INTRA-URBAN
MIGRANTS TO SPECIFIED METRO SUB-AREAS IN 1961,
BY CENSUS TRACTS SAMPLED

CENSUS TRACTS
METRO SUB-AREAS!| 5 6 7 8 9 |10 11 | 12 | 13
WPG.NORTH END % % % % % % % % %
SAMPLE AREAZ | 37.2| 29.6| 24.2| 21.1| 32.8| 42.4| 45.5| 37.8 | 10.9
REMAINDER 17.7| 13.9| 12.8] 3.0| 6.1} 5.7| 9.0| 13.6| --
WEST KILDONAN 8.1| 28.7| 24.2] 30.3| 26.5| 16.9| 9.1| 8.1|32.6
EAST? 14.5| 7.9| 6.5| 6.1| 10.2| 5.6 18.2| 8.1| 6.5
WPG.CENTRE® | 8.1| 3.0 4.8 6.1| 2.0/ 5.6| == | 16.2| ==
WPG,WEST END 4.8 4.9| = | 6.10 == | 42| - | 2.7| 4.3
WPG.SOUTH 4.0/ 4.0| 17.7| 18.2| 14.3| 14.0| -- | 10.8 | 23.9
ST.JAMES 1 o1.6] 3.0 3.2| -- | 2.0| 1.4 9.1| -- |10.9
ST.BONIFACE 1.6| 1.0| 3.3| == | == | 2.8|.-=| -- | 8.7
ST.VITAL 1.6 3.0 3.3} 9.1 4.1} -- 9.1 -- 2.2
~ TRANSCONA 8l 1.0 == | == | 2.0] 1.4| == | 2.7 --
100.0 |100.0 |100.0|100.0 {100.0 [100.0 {100.0 |100.0 [100.0
WPG.NORTH AND
WEST KILDONAN | 62.9 | 72.3| 61.3| 54.5| 65.3 | 64.8 | 63.6| 59.5 | 43.5
NORTH OF C.P:R.l| 77.4| 81.2| 67.8| 60.6 | 77.5| 71.8 | 81.8| 70.3 | 50.0

" lgee Index Map,Metro Sub-Areas - Appendix A
25ee Map,Sample Area , Map 17
East Kildonan and Winnipeg East
4Includes Brooklands
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significant percentages. ‘

A recurring theme throughout this paper has been that there is &
significant difference between residential distribution patterns of
the British and non-British ethnic groups in the g@tmpolit&n aret.
This implies of course, a preference for certaln sections of the urban
avea over others, when residential location is changed, by each of the
groups.

Since the non-British groups constitute 82.9 percent of the total
population of the sample area {see ?a‘?:ls XIV, page 111) the assumption
is made that the distribution pattern portrayed by the distribution map
(Map 18, page 123 ) can be sscribed mainly to the movement of the four
non-British groups. The next step is the logical deduction that the
non~British ethnic groups ave displaying a preference for certain loca~
tiogs in the metropolitan area when changing residence, and this pref-
erence is for the northern half of ihe Hetropolitan Winnipeg Area,
because here we find 71,0 percent of the sample area migrants,

This would logically be the place to discuss the relationship be-

tween residential distribution patterns resulting from the sample study
| to those from the cemsue anslysis. However, this discussion would be
better left until the residential distribution of the sample nemes from

sach of the five ethnie groups has been presented.

When the ethnic origin of the sample names had been determined, the



126

names of those belonging to each of the five sthnic groups previously
selected were divided into three categories: (1) Hovers, (2) Same
4ddress, and (3) ¥o Show (the same pﬁ@edm as thai done for the
total sample)s The results obtained are shown by Tables IVIII(A)
through YWIII{E), on pagesl27 and 128, which illustrate the number of
esch group in the total sample, its ﬁermtaga qf the total sample, and
the mumber and percentage for esch group in the three categories men~
$ioned above. Table XIX,page 129 shows the breskdown of Hovers, Jame
Adress and Mo Shows for each of the five ethniz gréups.

The residential distribution of the sample "Movers” from each
-sthuic group has been plotited on a series of maps, one for each group.
Tris has been done by means of the dot technique, where one dotrepresents
one migrant (Mover) and each dot has been placed on the map in the sctual
location of the 1961 address of the partieular mover. The resuli is a
geries of five mps,z each depicting the iﬁtm-m wmigration pattern
of the sample movers from sgeh of the ethnic groups, from the sample
area in 1951 to their 1961 place of residence. The percentage diﬂrim?
tion of the intra-urban migrants from each of the five ethnic growps to
the various Metro Sub-Aress is shown by Teble XX, page 135 .

The most striking aspect of each of these maps is that the residen-
tial distribution of the sample movers suggests a definite type of

movement for each group. The Ukrainian, German and Polish groups are

lmta derived from work sheets, ses sample, Appendix E.
%vaps 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23, pages 1 through 13.
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TABLE XVIII

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE IN TOTAL SAMPLE BY CENSUS TRACTS,AND NUMBER AND
PERCENTAGE OF MOVERS,SAME ADDRESS,AND NO SHOWS BY CENSUS TRACTS:
(A) BRITISH, (B) UKRAINIAN, (C) POLISH, (D) GERMAN, (E) JEWISH

(A) BRITISH

CENSUS TRACTS
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
NO.IN SaMPLEl:| 27 35 50 32 18 17 9 13 53
9 of SAMPLEL [11.3 | 13.4 | 31.4 | 36.4 | 18.6 | 11.8 | 22.5 | 12.9 | 39.0
5
NO. | 16 12 17 10 8 8 4 5 11
MOVERS  o"" 1c9 32| 34,3 | 34.0 | 31.3 | 44.4 | 47.1 | 44.4 | 38.5 | 20.8
SAME  NO. 22 9 19 12 4 1 2 2 23
ADDRESS % 7.421 25.7 | 38.0 | 37.5 | 22.2 5.9 | 22.2 | 15.4 | 43.4
NO NO. 92 14 14 10 6 8 3 6 19
sHows %  [33.32] 40.0 | 28.0 | 31.3 | 33.3 | 47.1 | 33.3 | 46.2 | 35.8

1Number and Percentage of Group in Tdtal Sample from Each Tract
Number and Percentage of Movers,Same Address,and No Shows in Total Sample
Names for the Group in Each Tract.(i.e.,Total number for British Group is 27)

(B) UKRAINIAN

CENSUS TRACTS

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
NO.IN SAMPLE | 100 76 26 6 14 46 20 48 7
9 OF SAMPLE  |42.0 | 29.1 | 16.4 | 6.8 | 14.4 | 31.9 | 50.0 | 47.5 | 5.1
NO. | 52 23 14 2 9 19 4 20 3
MOVERS  o"" 155709 | 30.3 | 53.8 | 33.3 | 64.3 | 41.3 | 25.0 | 41.7 | 42.8
SAME  NO. | 19 22 9 2 3 8 7 11 2
ADDRESS % |19.0 | 28.9 | 34.6 | 33.3 | 21.4 | 17.4 | 35.0 | 22.9 | 28.6
NO . NO. | 29 31 3 2 2 | 19 9 17 2
suows % l129.0 | 40.8 | 11.5 | 33.3 | 14.3| 41.3 | 45.0 | 35.4 | 28.6
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(C) POLISH
CENSUS_TRACTS
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
NO.IN SAMPLE 29 28 8 3 8 | 21 4 17 4
9 OF SAMPLE | 12.2 | 10.7 5.0 | 3.4 8.2 | 14.6 | 10.0 | 16.8 | 2.9
NO. 15 7 2 2 4 9 1 4 0
MOVERS  o"" lcy 7 | 25.0 | 25.0 | 66.7 | 50.0 | 42.9 | 25.0 | 23.5| O
SAME  NO. [ 5 | 11 3 1 3 6 1 5 3
ADDRESS %  |17.2 | 39.3 | 37.5 | 33.3 | 37.5 | 28.6 | 25.0 | 29.4 |75.0
NO  NO. 9 10 3 0 1 6 2 8 1
SHOWS % |31.0 | 35.7 | 37.5 0 12.5 | 28.6 | 50.0 | 47.1 |25.0
(D) GERMAN -
CENSUS TRACTS
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
NO.IN SAMPLE |° 16 59 27 4 7 1. 8 2 5 8
% OF SAMPLE 6.7 | 22.6 | 17.0 | 4.5 7.2 1 5.6 | 5.0 5.0 | 5.9
NO. 8 23 7 2 4 2 0 1 4
MOVERS  ©o"" ls9.0 | 39.0 | 25.9 | 50.0 | 57.1 | 25.0 0 20.0 |50.0 -
SAME NO. | O 19 12 2 1 2 1 1 1
ADDRESS % o | 39.2 | 44.4 | 50.0 | 14.3 | 25.0 | 50.0 | 20.0 |12.5
NO NO. 8 17 8 0 2 4 1 3 3
SHOWS % |50.0 | 28.8 | 29.6 | O 28.6 | 50.0 | 50.0 | 60.0 |37.5
(E) JEWISH
CENSUS TRAC TS
5 6 7 B 9 10 11 12 13
NO.IN SAMPLE 42 50 39 36 40 37 2 8 | 56
9 OF SAMPLE |17.6 | 19.2 | 24.5 | 40.9 | 41.2 | 25.7 | 5.0 7.9 |41.2
NO. | 23 30 19 15 21 25 2 2 | 25
MOVERS  o"" |54 3 | 60.0 | 48.7 | 41.7 | 52.5 |67.6 [100.0 | 25.0 |44.6
SAME  NO. 71 10 14, 14 10 | 2 4| 18
ADDRESS % |16.7 | 20.0 | 35.9 |38.9 | 25.0 | 5.4 0 50.0 |32.1
NO NO 12 10 6 7 9 10 0 2 13
SHOWS % (28.6 | 20.0 | 15.4 |19.4 | 22.5 |27.0 0 25.0 |23.2




TABLE XIX

DIVISION OF ETHNIC GROUP SAMPLE BY PERCENTAGE
OF MOVERS,SAME ADDRESS,AND NO SHOWS

GERMAN

JEWISH

DIVISION OF SAMPLE BRITISH | UKRAINIAN | POLISH
MOVERS 39.3 42.4 34.4 35.2 55.0
SAME ADDRESS 24.2 126.6 35.9 27.6 24,9
NO SHOWS | 36.5 31.0 29.7 37.2 20.1
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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TABLE XX

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF ETHNIC GROUP
INTRA-URBAN MIGRANTS TO SPECIFIED
METRO SUB-AREAS,1961

135

METRO SUB-AREAS1 BRITISH ‘UKRAINIAN POLISH GERMAN JEWISH
WPG.NORTH 9
SAMPLE AREA' 13.1 39.0 45.5 29.4 29.2
REMAINDER 4ok 20,5 13.7 15.7 1.2
WEST KILDONAN 8.8 10.3 4.5 19.6 44.1
EAST | 14.3 11.0 13.6 9.8 1.9
WEG. CENTRE® 13.1 4.8 6.8 5.9 1.2
WPG. WEST END 5.5 3.4 4.5 7.8 .6
ST.JAMES 8.9 1.4 —-- 7.8 .6
WPG. SOUTH 14.3 2.1 11.4 2.0 21.2
ST.BONIFACE 7.7 2.7 ——- -—— -
ST.VITAL 7.7 3.4 -——- 2.0 ———
TRANSCONA 2.2 - 1.4 - ~—— -
100.0% 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
NORTH OF C.P.R.) 42.8 82.2 77.3 74.5 76.4
WPG.NORTH AND
WEST KILDONAN 26.3 69.8 63.7 64.7 74.5

SWN e

Includes Brooklands

East .

See Index Map,Metro Sub-Areas - Appendix A
See Map: ‘Sample Area, Map 17
East 'Kildonan and Winnipeg
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characterized by a pmponasreﬁee of movers to the northern half of the 4
urban area ~-- ranging fmn; 74,5 percent to 82.2 percent of the movers
from the group. The remaining movers from these groups are scattered
throughout the other sections of the:metropolitan area. The Jewish
group presents the sane type of movement in that 76.4 percent of the
movers migrated to the northern half of the city. However, it differs
in two aspects, one is that the sovement outside of that to the northern
helf of the éﬁ.ty, is highly concentrated in one metro sub-ares —
Winnipeg South (21.2 percent of the Jewish movers) and is practically
non-existent in the resaining sub-sreas. Iven within the Winnipeg
South aWea the Jewish group is highly concentrated, with approxi-
mately 65 percent of the total movers in one census tract area (tract

48, see map 22, page 133 ). The other sspect by which the Jewlsh
movement differs from the three other non-British groups is in the
chevacter of the distribution within the northern half of the urbsn area.
" The Jewish movers here, are by an overwhelming majority concentrated in

the West Kildonan sub-area and in the cont

guous section of the sample
ares to the southe. (n the other hand the Ukrainiens, Folish and Germen
. movers are more evenly scattered throughout the northern half of the
urban ares, albeit in varying degrees. ZFach has the largest percentage
of its movers within the sample area of the North Ind (see Table XX,
page 13 ), Within this area they are scattered fsirly evenly,-with the
exception of the mr*théeast. corner which is predominately Jewish. As

Table XX, gageff: 4 , demonstrates, each of the three groups has a

substantial percentage of their movers in other sections of the northemn
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half of the city, that is, the North End apart from Lhe sample area,
West Kildonan, Winnipeg East and Hast Kildonan (see Maps 19 through 23,
pages 130 throngh 13h),

The residential distribution of British sample area movers presents
a completely different picture. The distribution map on page 13k, (Map |
23) revesls this difference immediatsly, There is no sub-area of the
Hepropolitan Winnipeg Area which contains more than 14.3 percent of the
Britiﬁh movers in 1961 (see Table xx; page 135). In ther words, a
highly rsndom distribution throughout the metropolitan area. This s a
direct contrast to the distribution of the movers from the four non-
British groupse. There is an aﬁpmnt. difference here betwesn the random
distribution of the sample study movers to the relative eoncentration of
the British in the southern half of the city revealed by the analysis
of the census data. We will consider thié point when comparing t.he
sample study to the analysis of census data.

IV. COMPARISON OF CHANGES IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRIBUTION
PATTERNS DERIVED FROM DIRECTORY SAMPLE AND

CENBUS TRACT DATA

The results obtained from the use of the Uity Directory ses a source
- of date for ethnic group intra-urban migration cannot be considered
dirsetly as a means of determining changes in residential distribution of
the ethnic groups under study. These results apply to one sector of the
urban area -- albeit an important one in terms of a source area of intra-

urban migration -~ and cannct therefors be interpreted as answering the
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question of changing ethnic group residential pattems for the urban
ares as o whole. 7The main parpose of using this method was to validate
the generalized patterns of residential distribution which resulted
from the cartographic analysis of the census tract dats. In this respect
the method appears eminently viable, as the actual 1961 destinations of
the sample area movers coincides very closely with the changes in resi-
dential distribution revealed by the analysis of the census tract data.
Thers are several points which must be keﬁt. in mind concerning the
sample taken from the city directory. First of all, the validity of
the sample is based on the awvmpiian that it is in fact a valid random
semple {(quasi-rendom) of each of the ethnic group pa;ﬁulations in the
sample area. It is the writer's aaataﬁ‘e.ien that this assumption is
gorrect, based primarily on the fact of the high correlation between the
ethnic group percentages in the sample and those given by the Cemsus of
Canada. |
‘#nother aspect of the sample which must be evaluated is the fact
that the 1961 residential distribution patterns are based on only a
portion of each etbnic group sample. 7This portion consists of the ssmple
' names whose addresses were found in a new location in 1961 {the "Movers®).
This portion varies from 35 to 55 percent of each group's total sample
(sse Table XIX, page 2% ). The only means of evaluating the assumptions
made of residential distribution from this portion of each sample is by
comparison with the patterns revealed by the analysis of census tract data.
Let us examine each of the five groups and compare the results
derived from the city directory sample and the analysis of census tract
data.



he Je Grow
A comparison of the map showing the 1961 distribution of Jewish

sawple ares intra-urban migrants (map 22, page 133 ) with the map of
1961 pammtage distribution of this group in the Hetropolitan Winndpeg
Area (Map 15, page$] ), immediately reveals a strilking similarity of
residential distribution. Furthermore, a movement from the older resi-
dentisl areas of the North ind to the three areas of 1961 concentration,
tract 48 in Winnipeg South, West Kildonasn, and the northern section of
the North End, are clearly indicated by both the sample distribution
map and the change in percentage distributions map (Map 16, page98 ).
it is for this group that the results of the two methods desmonstrate the
highest correlation. This is to be expected in view of the high degree
of residential concentration of this group (see Index of Hesidential
4Yegregation, Figure 3, pageli? ), the wholesale movement to clearly de-
fined small areas, and most important, the fact that the sample area

is the major, in fact the only originating area for intra-urban migra-
tion. It follows from the above, that the ¢ity directory sample method
is a highly effective means of determining the intra-urban movement of
the Jewish group implied by the changes in percentage distribution as
revealed by the cartographic analysis of the cemnsus tract data.

The German Group

The correlation betwsen the results of the two methods is not as
significant for this group as it was for the Jewish group. This is due
basically to the fact that the German group, as we are considering it
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here for cartographic anelysis, is composed of sub-groups which are re-
flected in differing aress of residential concentration within a large
section of the urban area (see discussion of distribution, page 78 ).
However, the validity of the sample method as a means of determining
intra-urban migration revesled by the censug tract data is demonstrated
by the following two points. First, the 1961 sample distribution map
of the Cerman group (Map 21, page 13), shows the major percentage

of Cerman group movers residing in census tracts 6, 7, and 2, a fact
derived from the percentage distribution maps (Maps 11 and 12, pages 79
and 80 )., Secondly, the preference for residence in 1961 within the
same general srea as demomstrated for 1951, is clearly indicated by
both methods, that is, the northern half of the metropelitan ares, and
the contiguous Winnipeg Centre and Vinnipeg West ind subeareas. The
significant point here is the addition of the Wimnipeg Centre and
Winripsg West Tnd sub-areas, which in 1961 are revealed a2 new areas of
high residential concentration, due to the selection of these areas by
post-war German immigrants, This high degree of concentration in a
vmll area by an Immigrant group illustrates that the tendency towards
immigrant residential segregation is still very much a factor of urban
ecolegy today, as it was during the gréat immigration periods of the
past.

The Ukrainian Group
The absence of change in the dominance of the northern half of the

urban aren as the major area of Ukrainian residential concentration is
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as clearly revealed by Lhe map of 1961 sample residential distribution
(¥ap 19, page 130), as it is by the percentage distribution maps (Map
5 and 6, pages 62 and 63)s There is no doubt here as to the usefullness
of the sample method in svaluating mneiusim drawn from the analysis
of census tract data. The northerm half of the ciiy remains the major
residential area for this group, and the intra-urban migration of this
group clearly indiecates the confinement of residential movement within

this areae.
The Polish group

A comparison of the 1961 sample distribution map for this group
(ap 20, page 131) with the percentage distribution maps (Maps 8 and 9,
~ pages 70 and 71), veveals a situation highly similar to that discussed
sbove for the Ukrainian group. The differences are ascribed mainly to
the smaller size of the Folish group. The aress of residential concen~
tration are the same (the northern half of the urban area) and the Polish
intra-urban migration dewonstrates the ssme pattern of residentisl con-

centration in 1961 as that of the Ukrainian migrants.

The British Group

The result of the analysis of intra-urban migration of this group
cannot be used to validate the results obtained from the census tract
data because of one major factor. That is the fact that the sample area
chosen is not an area of major residential concentration of the British
group. The percentage distribution maps derived from the cemnsus tract
data (meps 2 and 3, pages 54 and 55) have shown that the southern half
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of the urban area is the ymferm residential section for the majority
of the British group, and that albhough movement has occurred by mem-
bers of the group, it has remained within the confines of this general
YO8 Therefer&, a8 we have previously stated in Chapter Three, des~
area, they exhibit evidence of midemf,ial gggmgatian. However, what
the results of the mple atu'éé‘ ée revesl, .‘s# t!w difference in the
migration patterns betwesn the British gieup snd the four non-British
groups. This difference is readily apparent when the 1961 sample
distribution maps for the five groups are compared. Each of the non-
British groups shows a high degree of preference for specific sections
within the metropolitan area, while the British group shows a near ran-
dom distribution in temms of percentages within the various metro sub-
areas in 1961, We can only surmise that this evidence of lack of resi-
dential segregation on the part of the British group (in the face of
‘thai shown by the analysis of census tract data) can be ascribed to the
following factors. The first, is that the migration pattern is derived
from an area which is not a major residential concentration of the
British, snd therefore those members of this group living there in the
first place can be considered to be less concerned with selection of an
area predominently British. Second is the size of the British group
compared with each of the other four groups. Residential preference
for this group ecan be shown in one section of the ciiy, but the large
numbers of the group necessitate a falrly high degree of random distri-
bution throughout the metropolitan area {as d

.y



of Residentisl Segregation) and it is entirely logical to asswme that
movement from an area of miner residemtial concentration (bhe Sample
area) will not follow the pattern shown for the areas of major resi~

dential concentration (the southern half of the urbsn area).

The use of city directories as a source of data for a sample study
of ethnic group intra-urban migration has been demonstrated in the pre-
cesding chapter as possessing sufficient validity to prévidu- highly
useful observations. This walidity is rvestricted of course, to the

migration originating in the sample area (Wimnipeg North Bnd). How-

ever, when these results are used in conjunction with those derived frem
the analysis of census tract data, thelr validity is considerably
snhanced. The high correlation betwesn the changee in residential dis-
tribution for ssch ethnic group in the Hetyopolitan HWinnipeg Ares shown
by the percentage distribution maps from the census data, with the
-residential changes shown by the sample movers, rsinforces pot only the
use of the city directory method, but also the use of the cartographic
analysis of the census tract data.

 Herein lies the major point with regard to this paper. The sample
from city directories not only establishes that changes in ethnic greup
residential distribution between the years 1951-1961 are in large part
the result of intra~urbsn migration of the members of the ethnic groups,
but also validates the use of the method of cartographic analysis based

on cansus tract data to determine changes in the residential distribution
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of athnic groups.

It is apparent from the discussions of sach ol the Tive ethnie
groups that owrmethods work better for the analysis of some groups than
for others. The method worked better for groups which are highly con-
centrated, and this applies particularly to the %u‘iéh group in the
Winnipeg area. The effectiveness decresses as we move down the sesle
of concentration, through the Ukrainian, Polish, German and lastly the
British. In particulé.r, the German group proved most difficult to
snalyse effectively by these methods. This was dus to the fact that
several distinct sub-groups are included in the one census clagsifica-
tion «- the German Group. Therefors it was impossible to assess
quantitatively the degree of segregation exhibited by the Menmonite

and Gevman National sub-growups.



CHAPTER V

CORCLUSION

This study has examined five selected ethnic groups in the
Metropolitan Winnipeg Area during the peried 1951-1961, from the point
of view of changes in their respectiive redidential distributions.

Basic to this point of view has been ‘tlm assumption that ethnie groups
in the Winnipeg ares have demonstrated throughout the city's history
& definite tendency in varying degres, towards residential segregation.

This historical pattemn .:af residential concentration has been
documented through the use of census data, contemporary aceounts, and
interviews with members of the various ethnic groups who were among
the first members of their group to arrive in Wimnipeg. The striking
feature of this historical pattern of residential segregation is iis
apparent stability to the present day. In some cases (the French group
noteably) this residential distribution was set well before the turmn
of the century (the British group to & lesser degree), while for the
Central and Rastern Huropean groups the mideatial patierns originated
approximately sixty years ago when large numbers of these people began
to arrive in Winnipeg. Due to the lack of census data on ethnic group
distributions within the Metropolitan Winnipeg ares during this period,
the preceeding statements must be acoepted as indicating a generalized
picture only.

In 1951, with the introduction of population breakdowns for the

Metrorolitan Winnipeg ares by census tracts, a more detalled examination
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of ethnic group residential distribution became possible,

Our examination of changes in residential distribution of ethnie
groupe in the Winnipeg srea during 1951-1961 began by constructing an
Index of residentisl segregation based on census tract data. This Index
provided a quantitative method for determining the degree of residential
segregation exhibited by each ethnic group in 1951 and 1961, and the
relative position of the groups to each other, The results from this
Index indicated first: that residential segregation did in fact exist
smong the ethnic groups in the metropolitan area (that is residential
segregation in terms of the tendency for members of an ethnic group to
eoncentrate reé-identially in eertain aress of the ciiy), second; the
degree of residential segregation veried from the near rendom distiribu-
tion of the British and Scandinavian groups (Index slightly over 1..0),
to the high concentration of the Jewish group {Index near 5.0}, and
_thir-d; although the degree of residemtial segregation decreased slightly
for most of the sthnic groups during the 1951-196) peried, the relative
positions of the groups to sach other and t0 the dominant British
group, remained substantially the same. |

In order to substantiate the general picture of residential distri-~
bution implied by the Index of residential segregation, five ethnic
groups were selected for detailed cartographic analysis during the 1951-
1961 period. These were the British, Ukrainien, Polish, German and
Jewish groups.

Throughout this paper cartographic analysis was used as the basic
method of determining residential distributions and changes in distribu-
tions during the 1951-1961 period. Two sources of data were ulilized for
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this analysis. Ome wes the census tract data from the 1951 and 1961
Census of Canada, and the other was the name and eddress listing from
the 1951 and 1961 Winnipeg city directories. The results derived from
the use of each of these methods were signifieant in themselves, but
when used together eaeh reinforced the other and provided g higher de-
gree of accuracy for the following conclusions.

First of all, as previously mentioned, each of the five selected
groups exhibited a degree of residential segregation in their pattern
of residential distribution ranging from the highest for the Jewish
group, followed in diminishing order by the Ukrainian, Folish, German,
and British Groups. The degree of segregation for the Jewlsh group in
1961 was more than five times as great as that for the British group.
Second, although the degres of residentlal segregation of the nop-
British groups studied decreased Iin relation Yo the British group during
this period, the relative degrse of segregation mmong the groups
remained highly stable, as did the position of the non-British groups
relative to that of the British group. Third, slthough a dispersion of
the ethnic groups in tems of their movement towards the periphery of
the urban area is evident, there is a marked tendemey for the groups to
demonstrate a movement within a certain sector of the city. This ten-
dency is revenled by the 1961 concentrations of these groups in certain
solscted sections of the metropolitan ares, the British in the southem
half of the city, the Jewish in the northem half of the eity {(with a
separste outlier in the southern half), snd the northern half of the

city for the remalning three groups. And lsstly, the British group,



élthaugh revealing the most random residential distributien of any group,
a function of its dominant cultuwrel position and large nmumbers, exhibiis
a tendency for residential preference, which is shown by the high con-
centrations of this group in the Sohth and Southwesi sections of the
eity.

#ith the acceptance of the fact that the preceeding conclusions
have clearly demonstrated the existence af.rasidmntial segregation among
the five ethnic groups selected for study in the wetropolitan area, and
the fsct that this situation has changed only in minor degree through
the stué& pariéd, it is possible to make a statement regarding the extent
of the assimilation process smong the varied ethmic groups. This of
course, is only from the point of viéw of one variable of the assimila-
tion process, and that is residential segregation,

The existence of varying degrees of residential segregation displayed
by each of the five ethnie gé@ups in 1961, and the fact of a relatively
minor decrease in the degree of segregation since 1951, lends considerzble
weight to the comclusion that,; with respect to the effect of this
variable on the assimilation process, very little progress has been
made toward further assimilation during this period.

Several points im particular serve to emphasize this conclusion.

The first is the fact that the Jewish group increased iis degree of resi-
dential segregation from that of 1951, as well as further increasing its
degree of segregation relative to the other four groups studied {each
other group slightly decreasing during the 1951-1961 period). And

secondly, the certographic analysis of the census tract data has clearly
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CENSUS TRACTS W}THIN THE METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG
STUDY AREA, GROUPED BY METRO SUB-AREAS

~ CENSUS TRACT
METRO SUB-AREAS NUMBERS
WINNIPEG NORTH ENDZ..eeuovossosossnossonasslal3
WINNIPEG EASTe'on‘a-ncooo-lsaoaaotoo_oio'on.--14'17

WINNIPEG CENTRE.;.............o..a...a......18-24,
: ' - 27,35-37

WINNIPEG WEST ENDussuoeoenseonsnonneneessss25,26,28,
29-34

WINNIPEG SOUTH. s eoevoevrooosossonsconeansss38-48
ST.BONTIFACE . e v econeensenosscsonassasansessal9=53
TRANSCONA. « s« e v enesasocsocnnsncasnssansessdb=57
TUXEDOu o ¢ ¢ e s setosensonsavacsssossssnssnsessdd
BROOKLANDS. « ¢ ¢ e vevvesocnasosssssasnsnsosassdd
ASSINIBOTA+ e eeovconseonscssoosssosonaconsasbl
CHARLESWOOD o ¢ o v s 0 cvsovonnsonssosscasassoossbl=62
FORT GARRY. o v coouienconnconssosssonsnnsonss03=65
EAST KILDONAN. . eccverrooscosossoacansoesessb6-69
NORTH KILDONAN. s s cseoeooooncoocassssosossesl0=71
WEST KILDONAN. s s e ensscnnecneesnonsnsosases2=74
OLD KILDONAN. o« v vvuvensnseessnsoncoasoooesslS
ST.JAMES « v v v e vesoceocessocnsesnnnnnnnnnnees?6=81
ST VITAL « « s e e snneennsecessseseesessesseeesaB2-86
lgee Index Map,Census Tract Areas

See Index Map,Metro Sub-Areas
3City of Winnipeg,Census Tracts 1-48
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CTED ETHNIC GROUPS AS A PERCENTA

TABLE I

_SELECTED ETHNIC GROUPS AS A PER GE--OF.TQTAL_CENSUS _TRACT POPULATION,1951 AND 1961
AND PERCENTAGE CHANGE,1951 TO 1961: TOTAL CENSUS TRACT POPULATION,1951 AND 1961
AND PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1951 TO 1961: METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG 7 '
CEN§H§ BRITI$H GERMAN UKRAINIAN ' POLJSH JEWISH TOTAL-TRACT
TRACT 11951 | 1951 |CHANGE | 1951 1961 | CHANGE | 1951 | 19p1 |CHANGE | 1951 |-1951 | CHANGE | 1951 |1961|CHANGE| 1951 | 1961 | CHANGE
i ! / 1 {
% % % 4 % | % % % % % % % % % % % NO. NO. %
1 (43.0|36.% | - 6.6 5.8 12.7 6.9 | 23.1 | 24.5 1.4 12.4 1 9.1 - 3.3 .3 1.1 .8] 3,032 6,972 129.0
2 45.8| 23.4 | -22.4]13.6 | 15.7 2.1 || 16.3135.9| 19.6| 5.7 |10.9 5.2 1.6 | 4.3 2.7 1,358 4,291 215.0
3 2621 24,0 | - .2 6.5 8.7 2.2 | 44.9 | 40.1| - 4.8 15.4 | 14.1 |- 1.3 .3 A .1| 7,004 7,399 5.6
4 13.5] 17.0 3.5 7.0 8.2 1.2 || 52.2 | 46.8 | - 5.4 | 17.8 | 14.2 |~ 3.6 .6 .3 3| 3,699 3,495 -5.5
5 9.6 15.7 6.1 5.4| 8.7 3.3 || 45.3 135.8 | - 9.5 | 13.4 | 11.8 | - 1.6 16.2| 4.3| -11.9| 8,972 8,904 - .8
6 10.0| 13.3 3.3120.5|17.7 | -2.8 | 29.7 |31.5| 1.8 12.2|12.8 .6 19.3| 7.3 -12.0| 9,364 9,200 -1.7
7 29.5| 20.7 | - 8.8]15.8|15.2 | = .6 || 16.7 | 24.2 7.5 7.0 110.8 3.8 23.4/18.0| - 5.4| 6,333 6,466 2.1
8 34.6| 27.0 | - 7.6 | 5.9 ] 8.5 2.6 5.6 | 14.8 9.2 | 4.3 7.2 2.9 43,0(28.2| -14.8] 3,236 3,262 .8
9 |14.8] 18.2 3.4 5.0 9.9 4,9 | 17.1]18.9 1.8 | 10.3 | 14.2 3.9 45,921.1 -24.4| 3,962 4,218 6.7
10 9.6 15.4 5.8 3.5| 7.0 3.5 | 30.8 |25.4 ]~ 5.4)15.8 |17.4 1.6 27.4| 7.2] -20.2| 6,010 5,796 -3.5
11 12.0] 10.2 | - 1.8 2.9 | 6.8 3.9 | 51.8 |33.1}-18.7 | 12.8 | 14.9 2.1 1.8 .5! - 1.2| 2,169 1,688 -22.1
12 8.1 9.2 1.1] 3.1] 5.2 2.1 [152.8138.9|-13.9 | 15.5|13.8 |- 1.7 10.2} 6.1] - 4.1| 3,931 3,857 - 1.8
13 35.6]27.5 | - 8.1 4.5 9.4 4.9 5.9 | 13.2 7.3 | 3.6 | 6.5 2.9 43.9(28.4 -15.5| 5,129 5,364 4.5
14 49.6 | 40.0 | - 9.6 |12.1|23.1 | 11.0 9.6 | 9.5|- .1| 4.8} 5.5 .7 9.9| 2.7| - 7.2|| 3,072 3,216 4.6
15 55.9 | 42.1 | -13.8 |13.2 ,16.2 3.0 | 13.0 | 13.4 4l 3.9 5.3 1.4 .50 .5 --- 4,350 4,788 10.0
16 48.9{ 40.9 | - 8.0 |14.1 | 16.2 2.1 | 15.5|15.4 |- .1 5.4 5.8 A .8 .1 - .7] ‘5,108 6,088 - 1.9
17 46.9 | 41.3 | - 5.6 [19.5 | 15.9 |- 3.6 | 13.4 | 14.6 1.2 | 3.6 5.7 2.1 20 .5 .3 1,815 4,714 159.0
18 23.6 | 25.0 1.4 7.3 4.6 |- 2.7 32,2 126.1-6.1| 9.8| 7.3 - 2.5 .81 6| - 2] 2,738 1,554 |- 43.2
19 34.1125.2 | - 8.9 8.5 8.4 |- .1 [16.0]10.2 |- 5.8 6.8 | 6.4 |- .4 70 .4 - .31 6,666 5,527 |~ 1.1
20 56.5| 47.1 | - 9.4 | 6.7 | 7.5 .8 7.7 | 6.3 |- 1.4 3.7 | 3.7 - 1.7 1.0} = .7 5,402 3,925 |~ 27.3
21 53.y | 40.0 | ~13.1 | 7.1 [11.7 | 4.6 8.9 |10.0 1.1] 5.2 | 4.8 |~ .4 I 50 - 2] 7,649 7,490 |~ 2.0
22 35.7 |1 27.5 | - 8.2 [15.0 |13.5 |~ 1.5 8.8 | 9.1 3| 8.2 5.7 |~ 2.5 1.1 5| - .61 4,715 4,576 |~ 2.9
23 34.7126.0 | -~ 8.7 /122.0 |19.1 |~ 2.9 14,8 |10.1 |~ 4.7 | 6.9 | 7.1" .2 1.2 1.0| -~ .2| 2,163 2,145 |- .8
24 48.8 | 43.4 | ~ 5.4 |13.4 |17.7 4.3 8.4 | 8.7 31 6.0 5.9 1~ .1 .71 1.5 8| &,009 4 215 5.1
25 61.9 | 43.1 | ~18.8 | 7.5 |20.8 | 13,3 .41 7.3 1.9 | 5.0 | 4.1 1.1 S50 1] - .4 12,553 | 13,147 4,7
26 71.9 | 54.6 | -17.3 | 5.4 |[15.5 | 10.1 3.1 5.4 2.3 | 1.9 | 3.2 1.3 6 .2 - 4| 4,337 4,496 3.6
27 67.9 | 54.2 | -13.7 | 8.3 |10.9 2.6 7.0 | 9.6 2.6 | 4.2 | 5.6 1.4 6| 5] - .1| 6,528 8,495 30.1
28 73.1|58.2 | -14.9 || 5.2 {10.9 5.7 3.0 | 8.5 5.5 | 2.2 1 4.2 2.0 30 .3 --- 2,065 3,154 52.7
29 79.9 | 62.4 | -17.5 || 4.0 [12.8 | 8.8 2.3 | 6.7 4.4 | 1.8 | 2.7 .9 3 .2 - .1 3,892 4,117 5.7
30 76.5 | 54.3 | -22.2 || 4.7 [17.2 | 12.5 2.4 | 6.5 4,1 1.6 | 3.4 1.8 1.2 .6| - .6| 4,068 4,242 A
31 72.3 | 55.1 | -17.2 || 6.8 |14.1 7.3 4,0 | 6.9 2.9 | 2.0 | 2.9 .9 7| .2|- .5| 3,538 3,651 3.1
32 67.8 | 48.1 | -19.7 || 6.8 |17.2 | 10.4 4.8 | 7.3 2.5 | 3.1 | 3.7 .7 61 .31 - .3 8,269 8,308 .5
33 69.7 |45.4 | -24.3 | 5.7 |17.1 1.4 4.4 |11.1 6.7 | 3.7 @ 5.2 1.5 9 .20~ .7 5,713 5,981 4.6
34 63.9 | 44.3 | -19.6 | 5.3 |15.8 | 10.5 | 7.9 |10.4 2.5 | 3.8 | 6.1 | 2.3 S50 W4l - L1 4,512 4,613 2.2
35 63.6 |51.4 | -12.2 | 5.1 | 8.9 3.8 8.6 | 9.9 2.3 | 3.4 4.5 1.1 1.3 1.1 - .2| 9,564 8,664 - 9.4
36 50.5 |49.9 |- .6 | 5.8 | 5.0 i« .8 7.9 ! 6.5 |- 1.4 || 4.5 | 3.7 |- .8 1.0 .8| - .2| 3,245 | 1,576 -51.4
37 60.4 [61.2 | .8 | 5.1 | 6.4 1.3 7.2 | 6.1 |- 1.2 || 2.6 | 2.7 .1 3.11 2.2 - .91 5,414 4,447 -17.8
38 66.2 |56.3 |- 9.9 | 4.0 | 8.6 4.6 5.0 | 6.1 1.1 | 3.7 | 3.7 | --- .913.8 2.9 | 4,537 = 5,669 24.9
39 77.6 |66.6 | -11.0 | 3.6 | 8.4 4.8 2.2 | 4.0 1.8 | 2.5 | 3.2 .7 20 .6 4| 4,373 5,863 34.0
40 77.8 |61.7 | ~-16.1 || 3.9 | 7.4 3.5 2.5 | 4.3 1.8 | 2.4 | 3.6 1.2 20 2] --- 6,293 7,651 21.5
41 65.9 |49.1 | -16.8 | 4.8 | 9.1 4.3 9.0 | 8.9 14 5.2 | 5.4 .2 T 7] ee- 7,181 8,189 14.0
42  169.6 |53.0 |-16.6 | 5.3 | 8.7 3.4 5.0 | 5.8 .8 | 3.0 | 4.9 1.9 2.0} 2.2 .20 3,963 | .4,459 12.5
43 77.1 167.0 .| -10.1 | 3.5 | 6.8 3.3 1.7 | 2.8 1.1 | 1.3 | 2.9 1.6 5.6 5.2 - .4 | 7,096 7,595 7.0
l | | |

U
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CHANGE IN THE NUMBEBﬁAND~PERCENTAGE OF THE. TOIAL~m‘

TABLE II

POPULATION BY. METRO SUB-AREAS: METROPOLITANh

T

WINNIPEG 1951 AND 1961 o

166

TOTAL METROPOLITAN POPULATION

METRO SUB-AREAS 1951 1961 Pﬁﬁgﬁg;
NUMBER | PERCENT NUMBER | PERCENT
WPG . NORTH 64,199 18.1 70,912 14.9 3.2
WPG. EAST 14,345 5.1 18,806 5.0 - .1
WPG. CENTRE 58,093 16.4 53,014 11.1 -5.3
WPG.WEST END 48,947 13.8 51,709 10.9 2.9
WPG . SOUTH 50,126 14.2 70,988 14.9 + .7
ST.BONIFACE 24,823 8.0 26,883 5.6 2.4
TRANSCONA 6,752 1.9 14,248 4.0 +2.1
TUXEDO 1,627 .5 1,627 .3 - .2
~ BROOKLANDS 2,915 .8 4,369 .9 + .1
ASSINIBOIA 1,337 4 3,688 .8 + .4
CHARLESWOOD 3,113 .9 5,536 1.2 + .3
FORT GARRY 5,972 1.7 14,544 4.0 +2.3
EAST KILDONAN 13, 144 3.7 27,305 - 5.7 +2.0
NORTH KILDONAN 3,222 .9 8,888 1.9 - +1.0
WEST KILDONAN 10,754 3.0 20,077 4.2 +1.2
OLD KILDONAN 869 .2 1,327 .3 + .1
ST.JAMES 19,561 5.5 33,977 8.1 +2.6
ST.VITAL 17,280 4.9 25,577 6.2 +1.3
TOTAL 354,069 100.0 475,989 100.0

!

Source: Census of Canada,

1951 and 1961
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APPRUDIX B

SAMPLE WORE SHEEY - CITY DIRECTORY SAMPLE STUDY
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SAMPLE WORK SHEET

CITY DIRECTORY SAMPLE STUDY

SAMPLE NAMES FROM 1951
CITY DIRECTORY

LOCATION OF SAMPLE NAMES
(1961 CITY DIRECTORY)

CENSUS TRACT 9

ABERDEEN AVE.(MAIN ST.TO SALTER)

277 BLUMBERG,JOHN

297 MICHALGHUK,WALTER
321 BRZIZICKO,STANLEY
345 BULEGA,WILLIAM
361 MAZUR,L

389 GREEN ,MRS.ROSE
405 CALSEN,JOSEPH
286 BURROWS,JOSEPH
308 OPITZ,ANDREW

332 BOOKHALTER,PAUL
DYCK , HENRY

374 WOSKOSKY ,STEVE

255
287
311

SLOANE ,MIKE
TYMOCHEK ,MRS.M.
OSTROVSKY , SAMUEL
333 RHINER,R.

365 FEDUN,SAM

387 BAHRIE,PAUL

258 MYRGLAD,L

286 KOLLINGER,VINCENT
316 GROOM,R.B.

344 FLAXMAN,ISRAEL
376 WILLIAMS,WILLIAM
404 SHNIDERMAN,ALEX

ANDERSON AVE.(MAIN ST.TO SALTER)

369 BALABAN,LOUIS
389 YOUNG, JOHN

'364 NARVEY,FRED

390 MILLER,DAVID
406 BOOKBINDER,SAMUEL

BOYD AVE.(MAIN ST.TO SALTER)

291 WOLCH,MRS.CLARE

309 NASBERG,BEN

349 MILLER,JACK

385 CLELAND,MRS.GLADYS
276 COHEN,JACOB

302 SATO,JISHIRO

328 FREEMAN,A.E.

350 STEINDEL,DAVID
370 RUD,NINA

400 KROKOSH,WALTER

ALFRED AVE.(MAIN ST.TO SALTER)

SAME ADDRESS
530 HARTFORD
. 120 EMILY

678 MOUNTAIN
SAME ADDRESS
SAME ADDRESS
413 CATHEDRAL
NO SHOW

378 McKAY

NO. SHOW

98 HANDYSIDE
'489 HENDERSON HWY.

27 ROYAL CRESENT
298 ALFRED

SAME ADDRESS

NO SHOW

708 ABERDEEN
SAME ADDRESS
NO SHOW

SAME ADDRESS
311 CONWAY

44 CATHEDRAL
NO SHOW

304 ENNISKILLEN

~

. 305 JOHNSON

325 COLVIN PLACE
388 BURRIN

NO SHOW

571 QUEENSTON

© 392 SCOTIA.
' SAME ADDRESS

SAME ADDRESS
SAME ADDRESS
SAME ADDRESS
122 ROBINSON
375 WELLINGTON CRESC.
424 PERTH
NO SHOW

© 372 JARVIS

168

ETHNIC GROUP

JEWISH
UKRAINIAN
POLISH
UKRAINIAN
POLISH
JEWISH
SCANDINAVIAN
BRITISH
GERMAN
JEWISH °
GERMAN

POLISH

JEWISH
POLISH
JEWISH
GERMAN

: UKRAINIAN

OTHER EUROPEAN
SCANDINAVIAN
GERMAN '
BRITISH
JEWISH

_ BRITISH

JEWISH

UKRAINIAN
BRITISH
JEWISH
JEWISH
JEWISH

JEWISH
JEWISH
JEWISH
BRITISH
JEWISH
ASTATIC
JEWISH
JEWISH

. OTHER EUROPEAN

UKRAINIAN





