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FREFACE 

The happy circumstances surrounding the social, cultural and 

economic relations of the peoples of Canada and the United states have 

often been oited as an example for an uneasy world to follow. Probably 

no other two countries under separate sovereignt y have more closely woven 

interests. For hundreds of years the peoples of North America moved to 

settle the continent paying scant attention to the internat i onal border. 

Today, even though certain restrictions are enforced, t her e is an ease 

of accessibility to either nl:l.tion by the nationals of the other that 

defies duplication elsewhere. 

The ease of assimilability of the two peoples is remarkable when 

one remen.bers the traditional alle iance of Canada to Great Britain and the 

diverse racial stock of t he United States-born in Canada . Further compli­

cation is caused by the existence of a French-Canadian population which, 

quite justifiably, demands a l arge voice in the governmental affairs of 

the Dominion. 

ThereJs~a hope tbat-this~thes:i.s will s e-Fve~the readel:',-a-s- it ha-s 

the writer, as an introductory insight into the broad relat i onships of 

the Canadian and the United States populations. The study has also shown 

the need of t he continuing dependency of each country upon the other if 

a peaceful and profitable way of life is to be enjoyed. While the citizens 

of both powers are justifiably proud of their governmental institutions 

and while the majority are content to maintain the status quo nevertheless, 

the geographic proximity of the two countries and t heir binding economic 

ties make it essential that a family type of harmony prevail. 

iii 



iv 

The immediate purposes of this thesis are firstly the noting of 

the historical integral movement of the North American peoples; secondly, 

the thesis seeks to determine the distribution and the characteristics 

of the Canadian-born who are in the United States; thirdly, ·the distribution 

and characteristics of those American-born who have taken up residence in 

Canada in their search for best advantage. Such informati0n as this thesis 

contains is offered under these three headings. 

The statistics used in Part 2 are those of the United States Census 

from 1850 to 1950. Unless specifically acknowledged otherwise, they are 

the statistics seleoted by L.E. truesdell, Chief Statistician for Pop-

ulation, United States Bureau of the Census, as being most pertinent to 

his stud:r, The Canadian-Born in the United States. The statistics used 

in Part 3 are those of the Canadian Census from 1851 to 1931 and unless 

otherwise indicated are those selected by R.H. Coats and N. L. Maclean of 

the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, as the basic material for their study, 

The A..'nerican-Born in Canada. 

Frequent reference in the body of this thesis to the urban ward 

movement of both t he Canadian and American peoples in the last few decades 

warranted some additional information being presented on this aspect of 

internal migration. This has been done in the form of a brief appendix. 

I wish to acknowledge the academic patience of Miss Betty Belle 

Robinson of the Department of Political Economy, McMaster University. 

For the clerical work involved in this presentation I am grateful to 

Miss Brenda Redick and Mrs. J. Collins. 

McMaster University 
April 16, 1950 

A.B. 
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PART 1 



THE CANAPIAN-AMERI CAN POPULATION MOV1UMENT 

PART 1 -- A survey of the Integral movement of Americans and Oanadians; 

a. general s tudy of North American popul a.tion movemP.nt from its Atlantic 

Coast starting point. 

1.. Un~ty of the Westward Movemen~: Gen~ral Summary · 

Regardless of the poli tical boundary line between Oanada Rnd the 

Uni ted states, North American population movements have historically 

followed a fundamenta l pattern in the quest for a better living. One 

easily perceives the basie American stock of the Maritimes and of 

Ontario, the millions of French Oanadians in New England, the traces 

of Canadians :In the American mid(Ue ,"eet and of Americans on the 

Canadian prairies, and the persis tent interchange of Canadian and 

Amer icans on the Pacific Coast~ "North Americans all, and eminentl y 

capable of allegiance t o one country one day and to another the next. nl • 

Self genera t ed pressures of number, the pioneer spirit and new tides 

of immigration have caused a movement of population that haa had li tt le 

regard for poli tical all egi ance but was rather based on a demand for 

raw materials and staple crops which persisted over three centuries. 

By the end of the 19 th century, the Pacific Ooa s t t~s peopled bl set t lers 

(or their desoendants) from the Atlantic areas . Transport systems, l and 

companies and governments rec ognized the demographic integration which 

~~8 to prevail in Borth Americ~and laid their plans accordingly, thus 

contributing further to the devel opment. The questions arises, "Why is 

there such an integration?" 

Chronologically, the first factor affecting the distribution of North 
'~ ..... v_ ,; 

America's population 18 the glacial a ction which stripped the Canadian shield 

1. M.L.Hansen, The Mingl ing of the Canadian and American People , The 
Ryerson Press, Toronto 1940 , PaX. 



area of its fertile Boil and deposited it in the area of the American mid-

we st from the Gres. t Lakes to the Gul f of Mexico. It Herein l ay ,the 

principal r eason why future North Am(~ricans would d1fftribute themselves 

on the con tinen t in the proportion of t\vel va Americans to one Canadian. \1
2

0 

lilven here '''as a basi a for economic integration in that huge harvest in 

the fertile areas of the mid-west United States contrasted wi th the 

extractive industries of the Canadian Shield. Ultimately there was to 

be an interdependence of one area on the other. 

Economical ly speaking , rivalry and integration are based on the 

ambitions of the early Europeans who settled the oontinent a long t he 

lines of its natural avenues into the interior i.e. Ruds~n ' Strait and 

Hudson Bay, the StoLa,.,.rence River, Hudson River to the Mohawk and the 

Mi ssissippi system, in a quest for the natura l resources which the rest 

of the world wanted. 

Brebner suggests that there are three prominent factors whi ch 

obscured the fact that the movement of Oan~dians and A~ericans was an 

integral one, " ••• the natural div iding line of the St.Lawrenoe and Great 

Lakes with the Canadian Shield to the north of them, the slight but 

perc6pt1.hle height of l and--be-tween- the- Mhseuri- Va-H ey and- the valreye-

of the Assin1bolne and the Saskatchewan, and men's inclination to find 

comfort in the fact that they and their regional groups are not as other 

men ar~.,,3b Therefore, the route of the a dvance of the people was 

determined by topography, resources, poli tics and chance, but a ll routes 

were based on the Atlantic Ooast starting pointo (See Figure 1). 

2. J.B.Brebner, North Atlantic Triangle, the B$erson Press , Toron to, 
1946 . P. 1 . 

3. J.B.Brebner. opr cit, Pe6. 
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The whole of the Atlantic Coast was not a base area , even thuugh 

early Brl tish policy "'as determined by the thought that it sho!,1ld be a 

syetem of' ooloniesfrom sea to sea in jurisdiction. In actuality, commerce 

from Europe became concentrated in certain ports, mostly in New Engl and 

(at the Hudson River , Delawa re Ri~e~ and Ohesapeake, Bay) because of the 

more hazardous navigation in the South and the bleakness of Newfoundland 

and the North. A gradual consolidation o.f inlan:1 terJ."i tory which followed 

the establiahment of these port3 made ready for an advance into the interior. 

Once the adVance began there were four distinct columns in terms of 

time, destina tion and significance~· These were (1) along the Atlantic 

Highway with New Englanders moving down the coast; (2) through the valleys 

into the interior forming thG first "f3st of 1750-1800; 0) along the Ohio -
River System to a New qest peopled from the Middle States and by new , 

immi gr ants; and (4) finally came the expaneion beyond the Mississippi o 

Movements (1) and (2) began as independent columns and merged into (3); 

(4) was the further westward expansion of the merged columns. Once the 

Indians were defeated. and the Pat~l)onships5. broken up - f a ctOl"R which had 

bad retarding effects - popula tiol1 movements progl'ol3sed more rapidly .. :By 

-1..g1-2 --t-here ':las the- berginnlngof a Joint expansion along the Gre..9. t Lakes 

by those American5 1!!ho had used the Mooo,,,k Route6• and those O~ rm(:l'ans who 

had moved u.p the St.tawrence ; both sides of Lake Erie wi tness~d. considerable 

act i vity. The whole movement in the a.rea was t ho~! ever, d1 verted in to Ohi 0 

by the Wa.r 0t 1812-15. The population bypassed that SQ@~ion 

4. M.L.Hans en , 0E. oit. pp. 6-19. 
5. Patroons - persons who received l arge tracts of land with manorial rights 

under the old Dutch governments of New lork State and New Jersey. 
Great blocks of land were held wi th a specula tion motive; their 
high prices hinder~d organized development of these areas 9 

6. The Hudson River-Moha'\'k Rtver Route was popul ar wi th the pioneers because 
of thp, ease of wa ter t~anspo~t through the mountain valley. Once beyond 
the mountains travel was easy oval" broad plains. 
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of Micbigan north of Detroi t and. headed for Chicago and the prairies 

stretching to the Mississippi! The j.nitial intermingl1ng a long the St. 

Lawrence and the Great Lakes was inevitable as Oanadians chose to go west 

rather than to an inhospitable north and an antagonistic south. EVentually 

those , ... ho \'Iere moving to make a home in the normal course of events in 

the Ca.nadian west met the Laurentian Shield and the column was turned into 

the American west, filling Michigan. 

The expansion beyond the Mississippi was the greatest in ~lumber and 

the most cosmopolitan~ Canadians, New Englanders and new immigrants were 

destined to mingle after the American consolidation, after the Oanadians 

had advanced along the St. Lawrence and after New York, ~uebec and 

Montreal had established good connections with the Qld ~orld. 

The era of railroad building shortened the duration and distance 

of the journey to theW9st and led to an even greater unity of movement. 

For example, lines \"lere laid across the. peninsula from the head of Lake 

Erie to the head of Lake Michigan in 1854. Another early line was that 

from Ohioago to Sarnia - Port Huron which carried the migrants to the 

west and commercial good.s to the east. The railroads became huge land 

companies, i.e. they had been endowed w1th millions of acr~s as an 

encouragement to their construotion. The location of these lands and 

the disposal polioy of the companies determined the weatern Jnovement.~. 

"Three hundred years after the st. Lawrence was diecoverad by Cartier 

the steam railway was brought to lifa in America to become a prime 

agenoy in the turning of the tide of traffio from the Mississippi to 

the Great Lakes ... St.Lawrence outlets, and the binding together of 

Canada and the United States 1n friendly accord." 7• 

.. pm 

7. W. J. Wilgus, The Be.ilway Interrelations of the United states and Canada, 
Toronto, the Ryerson Presa, 1937, E.37. 
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The liest became Iowa, Minnesota , the })l.kot·s , Nebraska and Kansa.s 

and 1 t \"as the \'1e t to Americans, Oanadians and now immigrants from 

1865-1890. The settling of the Canadian \II st at tJlis time was remarkable 

but was oonsidered only as an off!3hoot of the aettling of the a bove 

territory. 

Due to genera.l world depres sion there was l ittle frontier development 

and there was a consolidation in areas establisnsd bGtore 1880. World 

depre ion WRS relieved a.ft er the turn of thi3 century by increased world 

gold production and. higher prices , moderating :Lnfluences \\'hich led to the 

opening of new agricultural e.reas in the Uni ted States. Grain growing in 

t he Old W~et gave way to mixed agri cultur€ and the Middle West became the 

world's new granary. This meant that land was sClt r eer !Lnd more expensive 

in the Middle ~1e st at a. time whEm farmers I sons wll.ntetl Wheat land. Furthsr 

westwa r d expansion in wheat farming in tho Uni ted States was limited by an 

area best Ruited t o re.nching f).no. III ning a,,:\i1vi ti es . Thus the sona of 

American farmers turned to the Oanadian West which now ea.mc into its O\~n. 

The Oanad12.n ;railroad s had rea ched l.ll from the enst and the American 

railro8.ds had reached the l)order; consequently internat10nal boundar1es 

me~nt-no-thing to tlre ne1ir :p1~neers. 

Thus the foref'ts of the east and t he prniri6S3 of the 'tlest . ere 

oonquered and the moving popul a tion rea ched the Rockies and the Pacifio 

Coast; a.ll but the northernmost of the four population columns \t!hieh left 

the Atlantic coast had mingled once they passed the Appr..lachians. They 

successively settled the old south ,\-Iest and ol d north west. The spearhea.ds 

of the movement provided the ranchers of the \-Jest who \\'ere in tarn to be 

dispos ~ essed by a population int~nt on farming the l and. The whole of the 

movement reached the western extremity oithe continent a nd joined a north­

south movemen t bdHeen the United States and Bri tieh Columbia. "There was 

unity within the westward movement and that unity makes olearer the pattern 
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that lies beneath the confusing \l1anderings in \ihich the Americans and 

Canadians were constantly engaged." S 

2. Establishment of an Atl anti c Base 1604 - l~: 

Before the wes tward movements took place. the North Americans needed 

to create a base. The period 1604-1755 saw the occupation of the pl &i ne 

and lowl ands sloping back from the Atlantic. Eventually there was a 

merging of the several agricultura l communities that had been formed. 

Another aspect was the north-south movemen t of peoples in the ooasta.l 

regions and from the Newfoun~land fi shing oommunities. 

An impor tant part of the Atl antic movement was based on the war wi t h 

the French and expulsion of the Acadians . The British felt t.hat the 

native Acadlans 'f.'ere a great drawback t o settlement in tM~ tnElY held the 

choices t locations and resi$t~d any i nterference. Conse~uentll when 

Braddook was defeated in 041q9. ~he worried British admi nistra tion decided 

t o remove the Aoadians. Quota~?f French were coneequentl~ ~~~igned to 

each colony frem Massachllsett tl ~o Georgia ill an attempt tQ ~U't'y:se French 

blood. With the oapture of Louisbourg 1n 175S a northward, :pQP~l.ation 

movement ~~s encouraged t o the ~asin of Minas. 

Nova Sootia a.nd several groups aho entered Hew 13runswick; the f ormer 

became the "child of New Engl and.' ''lO " 

In reality t here was a general northern movement and the influx into 

Nova Scotia was mere l y a part of ito The area around the Richelieu and 

Lake Ohamplain began to fi ll 1n rapidly and an Ameri can wedge approa ched 

the at. Lawrence. Important to the population of the area wa s the 

Proclamation of 1763. This prohibited. western settlement which the 

8. 

9. J . B.Brebner , New Eng1andsOutpost , N.Y., 1927, pp . 203-233 . 

~O.M.L.Haneen , The Mingling (11' t.h.e-Cana.dfa..n- and- Am-er-i-cmrl?eople-;­
Ryerson Press, Toronto, 19110, Po35. 
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British authorities feared to encourage, wishing to avoid strife with 

the Indians of the west. They feared the outbreak of such hostilities 

would weaken their position in the east relative to the Fr.~nch. element 

and that the balance of power might fall into French hands during 

British preoccupation with Indian uprisings. The British authorities 

did all in their po~r er to keep a strong 101a l nucleus in the Atlantic 

base area. However, dissention grew in the American oolonies over 

stamp taxes, etc . and many English, anticipating trouble, moveo. north 

and $s rved to fill in many gaps in the settlement picture. By 1714 

settlement began to proceed west'''ard in the general direction of the 

Niagara Peninsula. 

3. Loyalist Migra tion and Its Aftermath 1775-1837: 

The partiality to the British crown on the part of the Loyalists 

inevi tably led to population movements in anticipation and as a consequence 

of the Amerioan Revolution. There were aome who wanted to return to 

Engla.nd , and these gathered in refu~ee camps a long the east ooast along 

wi th disba.nded military personnel.. The Mari times seemed to be the 

___ ~a tu.ral plaoe- of exi-le for- a great ma-nl whrl-e others loOleed to the 

security of Montreal and Quebec and eventually further wes t to Niagara. 

In the f1nA~ analYSis Nova Scotia secured around twenty thousand new 

immigrants. In addition, New Brunnw1ck received a bout fif teen thousand 

especis.lly in the St. John's area. Loyalist settlement in th.e Niagara 

are8· was ha.mpered by Indian enmi ty in the. t the a rea. wa. s the home of 

loyal Iroquoi~.. Gradualll the area between the~~ad of the st. Lawrence 

and Niagara around Lake Ontario \~as filled in by pioneers whose families 

in turn settled the area drained by the Thames River System. 
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All of these new settlements acted like magnets on mora and more 

settlers a nd from 1785-1812 there was a steady flow of population 

northward mor(\) in the "pioneer" than in the "lo¥a.list" Bense. At the 

sa.me time there waH some sDu'bh"mrd movement from the Marl timf')s of immigrants 

who were originally destined for Canada but "'ho were disappointed by the 

bleakness of Cape Breton and the coastal a.rea.. 

The Cl.1vision of Quebec into Upper a.nd Lower Oanada made available 

the land known as the lllFtstern 'rownRhips \'Ihich previous to thi s time had 

been held for the French Canadians. Population moved freely north and 

sou th a.long the na.tural channels eV!3n though the poB tica.l border s,s 

defined by the Treaty of Utrecht (1783) waa an east-west one. The land 

wa!3 a.ccessible and a. market wa.s available in Montreal for its products, 

aspeoially the basic ash chemicals which \-lere in demand in England for 

the dyeing of textiles. 

Americana were trea ted very liberally by the Canadian authorities 

as rega.rds the land policy until the outbreak of the War of 1812-14. Up 

to this time " ••• eight out of every ten persons in Upper Oanada were of 

American birth or American descent .. 1I11• As a result of this war a 

deTinite p:opulation policy was formulated for Canada which stated that 

Americans were to be discouraged from entering and the entry of British 

immigrants was to be fostered~ This was difficult, however. in that 

there was a deoided preference for migration to the United States in the 

mind of the British immigrant - - a s with all Europeans. The reluctance 

to accept Americans rea.cted against Oanada t-;hen the westward movement 

resumed in 1825. Only the formation of the Canada. Company in 1826 and 

its vigorous action in sponsoring imnligratlon, building roads, etc., 

saved Canada from a longer period of inactivity. The policy of the 

11. Ibid, P.90 
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oompa,ny was so · effective that Bri tish immigrant opinion once again swung 

in favour of Canada. One shoul d note ho:~ ever that many merely used 

Canada as a steppi ng ston~ to the United States. 

4. MagnGtio Pull Southward 1~37-l860; 

" ••• ·..,hen, in the middle I fortie s I, prosperity returned to the 

oontinent of North America, it set UUdSl' Hay such vigorous activi tiy 

in the industry of the ea stern sta.tes a.nd such hopeful develop~ent of 

the agriculture and transportation of the 1r!estorn states t.hat for the 

tim being the advantages to be found in the provinoes were almo s t 

eclipsed o Then Oana dians joined with Americans in the great expans i on 

of settlement into t he Mis si ssippi Valley and beyond that did much to 

stamp indelibly upon American consoiousness an infootioua faith whose 

historical name is f' .t.fanifest Destinyu. 12. 

Cana dians left home around 1837 because of the political rebellions 

and consequent severe reprisals in 'both provinoes and beoause of the 

depression ti l th its hardships of eCCInomic stagnatioll. It remained f or 

Lord Durham t the ne,~ Gov~rnor General, to a.naly ~e the ai tua t i on a.nd 

1niti~te f~r-reach~ng legisla tiono Ch~ef amongst his ref~r~s were the 

mergence of Upper and Lot"er Oa nada. and a policy of liberal laud grants 

designed to hold the population. 13• Unfortunately f or Canada, the United 

States was entering an era of prosperity in all of her l and a rea f r om 

Atlantic to Pacific and this proved to be a dra'l>ring force on many 

Oanadia.ns o The fishermen left l~ova Scotia E'.nd. the lumbermen left New 

Brun£lwiok. FX'ench Oana di8.ns sought relief from over-population and 

t .. ere a ttracted to the Ne"T Engl a nd toxtile mi lls. Moreover , in CaI43-da 

the French Canadian l~aa hindered in his natural. popUlation expansion b~ 

the actiona of land speculators and the prOVisions of the Ol ergy Reserve . 14o 

• 
12. Ibid, P. 115. 
130 ~ew, Lord Durham, Oxford, Olarendon Press, 19290 
14. 1791, 1/8 crown lands set apart for support Prot. clergy- Secularized 1854. 
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In addition. the copper · mines on the United states side of Lake Superior 

proved an attractive drawing card. 

Superimposed upon all of this waa the disoovery of gol d 1n Oalifornia 

wi th its promi e of ret-lard to CanlJ.dians a ttrs,cted to that a rea. The only 

compensa ti on, at least in numeric~l terms, was the continuing flo~ to 

Canad. from the parent United State~1 communities of the Q.uakert\ and 

the Mt:tnnoni te!:l and the influ..."'t of formal' Negro slaves. ThBse latter 

were given much help by flympathet1c Cn.nadlans . 

5. ~ct of Civil War 186l-§2: 

The freedom which was characteristic of populat ion movements had 

been extended to budntHls enterprise by n series of reciprocs.l agreements 

in 1854. Thus ":By thta m ddle of the 19th century so cl,ose were the 

relations bet\"een tlle Brit:\' !Sh ProvincfJr, and the United States that any 

violent change i n the internal organization or dOID?St1 c affairs of ona 
,. 

of them created repercug~ions that would be felt in the most remote 

district of . thE., other. u15
& Such a ellOck occurred in 1861 'Jith the 

outbree.k of Civil War and. the disruption of southern trade in the 

Uni-tod S-ta taB. 

The greatest population movement of the war wan caused by young 

Oanadians entering the Unit ed Sta t es t9-' servo in the forces under the 

.. ~ 
impetus' of a "bounty" system '<Ihioh msda the whole thing a prafi table 

financial adventure. An aotual brokerage in human beings appeared in 

1862 hen the Federal admi nistration pas~ed a draft l aw whioh a llowed 

a draftee to ~ave a substitute serve for him. A counterpart to this 

movement was that of the drRft dodgers to Cn~~da and of refugees, i.e. 

those SOllthernp,ra 'IIho in norma l times had holidayed in Oanada now sought 

refuge there. Another aspeot of the whole matter ~s the attractiveneas 

l5~ ~. p.139o 
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of the labour market in the United Sta tes as a result of the wartime 

economy -- manufacturing , lumbering and mining -- all were drawing cards e 

The upper Mississippi region and the Had River area would probably 

have had a great expansion in this era were it not fo r the Sioux uprising 

of 1862; the uprising was how~ver. an indication to man¥ Americans that 

they should migrate north of the 1~9 parallel where Brl tiah relations 

with the Indians were friendly. 

The Oivi l War had a s its aftermath a Republic which was intent on 

pushing rail linfls to the v/es t and overcoming the Indian menaoe. This led 

to another westward surge of population from the eastern Unit~d States~ 

Because the Laurentian Shield was a ba rrier to the developmp,nt of the 

Canadian wes t , peopl ~ in Eastern Canada joined in the movement using 

American routes ~~':1d 5;':1ttling in American territory. 

6. The Strength of Economi c Fac t ors: l865-18g01 
. - - -_... . q 

The new '.;estward expansion gave rise to a sUl'ge of optimi SJn assacia ted 

",1th economic prosperity, but virtual stagnation came with the financial 

orash of 1873. It is ironic that the prosparity due to the t~chnological 

advances in New inngland and "the repeal of the Reciprocity Tl'eaty led to 

much suffering in the Canadian Maritimes. Prince Edward Island crops, 

Nova Scotia fish and coal and New Brunswick l umber were suddenly surplus 

commodities; as a result, there was another population movement to New 

Engl and and to the American west from the Maritimes. 

The financial cra sh of 1873 ushered in for Canada twenty-three years 

of falling prices an~ depressed business conditions at a time when the new 

Dominion might have hoped for a surge of prosper0us activity. The wide 

expanses of the American west were muoh more a ttractive than the ba rrier 

of the Canadian Laur entian Shield. French Canadians adopted the habit 

of founding new communities in New England when they found that the mills 
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there provided work for the 'ilhole family. This e:todus was a.rrested only 

when the depression of the '70's' made itself felt in the United States. 

Emigration from Ontario was to the western prairies by men who had no 

desire to clear aores of forest in Ontario when wide open prairie was 

available. 

The Canadian west was reoognized in its true light only when plans 

were mad.e to organize transportation from Lake Superior to the Red River 

and to build a railroad to British Columbia. During the interval British 

stock moved out of Canada and . unlike the French Canadians who maintained 

a home connection~6.wera permanently lost to O:anads.. However, once th.e 

Red River area wa.s made accessible. Oanadians made e. vigorous eft'ort to 

hold the district for themselves a.nd not allo\'l Americans to claim it. 

This consolidat;.~Yl. r..0 ,<r eV' r, gave \-Jay to a mov,ment along the Saskatchewan 

River System. Once the stability of settlement had been disrupted by this 

movement, there wafl an increased. willingness to migra te into the United 

St"tes as well. 

7. The Great Emigra.tion from Oana.~a 1980-182~: 

Ln the area of the UnHed Sta teo west of the Missi sS i ppi in particular. 

and ~ven in the l1last. there was the feeling that a. new era. was at hand. The 

persistently high demand for American wheat contributed to this f eeling in 

the wheat producing a.reas o It drew Canadi~aa a8 well as Americans to 

those looali ties and. was responsi1l1e for a renewed YJestward movement 

characteristic of the migratory patterns of both peoples. In Ontario. for 

ox~mple. the limits nf agricultural settlement were being 'reached and young 

people looked further west and particula rly to Miohi gan to repeat the 

exploi ts of their forefathers. 

16. Traditionally many French Oanadians have migrated to the United. States to 
take advantage of economic opportunity but with the thought of returning 

to Canada for permanent residence~ 
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As apart of this movement there occur~ed the further settlement of 

Manitoba. -- the "Manitoba :SoomII 17._- '-/hieh came when ths Oanadia.n Pacific 

Ra ilway pushed its lines over the Laurentia.n Shield; this was the opening 

of the Canadian "lest, comparable to the open1ng of the vostern United Sta.tes. 

In the far west the gold rush of 1879-60 led t o a north-south movement 

1iThich disregarded international boundarie~. In 1881 OCl'.9truction of the 

western end of the C&uAdian Pacific Hailway added much to the prosperity 

of British ColulUbia a nd tha ,.,estern sta tes and a ttra cted tradesmen from 

the United. StELtes t o Oanc'1da . The completion of the railroad acted like 

a magn~t t.o draw people \'1 6shrard. Included in this migration were not 

onl y $kill ed· lumbermAn and miner" but s.lso trRined profossiona.l people 

who looken not to make their living from the land, but to do i ng business 

ir. the gro'ving ~i ties of the west o 

In Q,uebec, the Habitant realized that the American demand now was for 

ye8.r round. r theY' than 2easoHa.l workers. and. hI') to ok a.dvantage of cheap 

rail ratea t o tl'p..vel to French Cana.dian communities which we re mushrooming 

in New mngl and. His origi nal idef'. may ha.ve been to return to Q.uebec. but 

many families decided to stay and they adopted a French Oanadian nationalism 

tinged with AUle~icani$mo As the pormanonGY ~f the sett~ement came to be 

recognized. more profesflional people callle from the compara tively crowded 

(:l.I~ee.s of Quebec and their contributions to these communities made l ife . . 

much more pleasant for all. The movement was not without some counteraction 

as American tradesmen moved in to find work in Canadian indu try, which was 

beginning to fee l prosperous under the influence of the high protectionist 

policy of the Oonservative Government of 1876. 
'r-

These populatio~?movements continued until around the turn of the 

century when the s lowing down of western expa.nsion began to have damaging 

effects upon the industry of the ea st. 

17. M.L.Hansen . op.cit •• p.192 



Table 1. -- Cana dian Born Popula tion in the United States : 1850 to 1930. 

Increase % of Total % of % of Total % of Native % of 
Census Population Foreign Born Popula tion Population Foreign Born 
Year Number Amount % of U.S. in UoS. of Canada of Canada of Canada 

1930 1,286,389 161,464 14. 4 1.05 9.1 12 .. 4 15.9 550 2 
1920 1,124 ,925 -79 ,712 -6.6 1.06 8.1 120 8 16.5 57.5 
1910 1,204,637 211,715 2.1 1.31 8.9 16.7 21.4 75.9 

1900 1,179.922 198,984 20.3 1.55 1l.4 22.0 25.3 168.7 
1890 980 .9 38 263,781 36.8 1 .. 56 10.6 20.3 23. 4 152.4 
1880 717,157 223,693 45.3 1.43 10.7 16.6 19.3 118 .. 9 

1870 493 , 4 6~ 243,494 97. 4 1.28 8.9 13 .. 4 16. 4 82.0 
1860 249.970 102. 259 69.2 0 .79 6.0 7 .. 9 10.3 36 .. 6 
1850 147 .711 00 • 0 0 .64 6.6 6 .. 2 9.8 32 .1 

Source: L. E. Truesdel l - The Canadian Born in the United Sta tes. Table 2, p.l0. 7 
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Table 1 indicates that the degree of wi llingnes s to leave Canada 

expanded to major proportions between 1880 a nd 1900. 18 

B. Magnetic Pull Northward ~ IB96 - 1914: 

Just as the century turned, however, the Canadian wheat belt came into 

its own ; this was the era that brought forth Sir Wilfred Laur ier's famous 

sta tement to the effect that just a s the ninteenth century had belonged to 

the Uni ted Sta tes, the twentieth would be that of Canada. 19• The railroads 

continued to open up thousands of acres of wheatland and bumper crops sold 

at high prices in European mark~ts. The magnetic f orce of these fact ors 

coupled with the f a ct that the Dominion Government embarked on a n intense 

immi gra tion programme brough t " ••• a lmost a million Americans over the 

internationa l line into the. great \-/heat belt that extended Vles t from the 

Red River to the f oothills of the ' Canadial1 Rock'ies ll • 20. The ba sis of this 

movement was the fact that Cana da wanted cap i tal and "kno\o,l how" at just 

the time that the United Sta t es' Middle Wpst began to feel cro\-lded; it is 

logical to suppose that many of tbese "America ns" t"' ere in r eali ty Canadia.ns 

a nd their descendants who had settl ed a generation earlier in the 

Mississippi Valley. 

In addition, many Mormon communities from United States' sources were 

s@ttled in s~~thern Alberta. This a rea was the northward projec tion of 

the Great Plains and the production of grain in much of it was possible 

only through the construction of extensive systems of irriga tion. The 

Mormons' skill in cana l engineering a nd the science of cult ivating the 

soil under artificia l conditi ons enabled them to initia te these improvements. 

The reticence of the Mormons toward outsiders meant that additional sett~s 

we re forced to "leap-frog" over these areas . However , the irriga tion idea s 

l B. L. R. Truesdell, The Canadia n Born in the United States , t he Ryerson 

Press, Toronto,1943,Table 2 ,p.lO. 
19. Manitoba Free Press, July 4, 1906. 
20.H.L.Hansen, oPe cit., p. 220 
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of the Mormons Were duly observed and copied by many land companies . The 

Canadian Pacific Rai l road , for example , deve loped a three mil lion acre 

tract in 1903-05. 

In 1912 a rail line was pushed into the Peace River district and it is 

a matter of speculation as to how the a rea would have developed were it 

not for the approaching war a nd the financial stringency of 1913; this 

latter was caused by a depression in the prairie areas which made for 

caution in public and priva te enterprise. 

During this era British Columbia advanced in all phases of economic 

activity. Much of this was the response to the demands from the prairies 

for the products of the fishing , lumbering and mining industries. Moreover , 

a semi-leisured class of peopl e moved in from the developing areas to 

finish their .lives in the pleasant Victoria-Vancouver area. The traditional 

floa ting l abour supply of the West Coa st now moved toward Ca na da to t ake 

their place in the rapidly developing lumbering , mining , f ishing and 

agricultural schemes. 

One other area of Canada was to be opened up during this 1900-14 period; 

this was the land to the northeast and northwest of Lake Superior. Investors 

and sett~ers moved. in to take advantage of the mineral wealth. The Canadian 

Pacific had cut the a rea on its way west and in addition, a n American l ine 

was pushed north from Sault Ste. Marie to join the Canadian Pacific, thus 

making a convenient route for Americans to f ollow. 

The final notab l e point of the period was the inflow of American capital. 

In the interest of goodwi ll a nd to counteract the t a riff l aws , many American 

companies set up bra nch plants in Canada a nd migra tions of men, capita l and 

skill were observed a long the interna tiona l boundary from Quebec to British 

Columbia. 
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9. ,iar and its Aftermath 19l1~ - 1938: 

During the war the Uni t ed Sta tes \1a S tra ns f ormed into a credi tor nation 

and Oana da rose to the position of a prominent world trader. All of this 

led to a ~everish expansion of industria l and agricultura l acti vity. 

American dolla rs flowed into Ca nada contributing t o the growth of a number 

of interna tio nal industria l a reas such a s the forest industry of Seattle-

Vancouver ; the mi ning industry of Briti sh Columbia a nd Washington; the 

transport industry of Windsor-Detroit ; power a nd ca na l s in the Niaga ra area; 

the mills of Montreal and northern New York.. Certain minor mi gra tory 

movem ents were associa ted with these developments. 

In the period following the First World War, the United Sta t es a ppl ied. 

i mmi g ra tion quota s in the ea rly '20 's (1921-1924) 21. \-Ihich "" ere not 

applicabl e to na tive-born Canadia ns of British or French otocks. The 

C~nadian sta ndar d of living depended on a continued hi gh purcha sing power 

abroa d a nd th.is s impl y did not exist from 1918 to 1923. Oonsequently during 

these yea rs, Oanadia ns, noting the economic expansion of the United States. 

took adva ntage of t he ea sy entry into tha t Country. Their movem ent was 

stimulRted by the fa ct tha t Thtropeans who could not enter the United States 

took up residence in Oanada thereby aggrava Ung the depr essed conditions. 

However, such economic devi . es a s high ta riff wall s a nd bila t e ra l tra de 

tr ea ti es were real ca uses working toward a n eventua l economic stabi l ization 

be t ween Canada, Brita in and the United Sta tes. It wa s upon the ba sis of this 

commercia l compromise that futur e migrh tory trends would be ba sed. "In e f fect, 

the Uni ted Stat es had broken ins ide the British system crea t ed a t Ottawa in 

1932, a t the price of reducing her own t a riffs and, in pa rticula r, of recog-

ni zing ~s norma l the f low into the United Sta t e s of a l a r ge number of r aw 

22 
a nd semi-manufa c t ured products from Cana da." • 

21 . E. PoHutchinson, "Imm:gm.tion policy s ince World "'ar I, II The An nal s of the 
Amerlca n Academy of Politica l and SocIa l ~ cl ence,March 1949. 

22. M. L. Hansen, oPe cit., P. 220. 
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Another important aspect of th~ !lost \iar period \"as the depressi on 

in both the Canadian and American I:' est due to over-expansion in grain. This 

meant that acr~ages \-I ere too grea t , once World War I ended; the debt 

~tructure ba sed upon 't!artime prices was too heavy for the pea cetime economy 

.to bearj the expenditure on expensive l abour saving ma chinery a nd on ma ny 

of the irriga tion projects were out of proportion to the income structure. 

In addi tion, a drought cycl e persisted fr om 1929 t o 1938. Peopl e left the 

prairies a nd most of them head.ed f or the l arger citi es of the United Sta te s 

and Oanada. 

NeverthAless, Canadian productivity increased in fields of industry 

other than agriculture. British a nd American industria l interests set up 

branch pl a nts a nd Cana.da herself expanded the pul p a nd paper, mining a nd 

hydro-el ectric industries. This rise in t he importance of i ndustry led to 

a notable gro ,.,rth in urban (as compared \-/ ith rura l ) population. As the 

ci ties grew, educa tiona l institutions a l so gre,,' and improved. American 

employers looked with grea t favour on Canadi a n-trained prof essiona l men~ 

Some numbers of these emi gr ated to the United Sta tes to t ake adva ntage of 

the more numerous opportuni ties to bp- found there. 

-Desp~~e these movamen-ts-, t he overall pictur e innica tes a compar a tive 

i mmobility amongst North America~a in the Post War I era ; just a s the t wo 

na tiona worked out a n economi c equilibrium be tween themsel ves and Bri taint 

so too did the popul a t ion ,seem to conform t o the demands made by this 

equilibrium. While a great number of Canadians were south of the border, 

they seemed. to have little desire to return to Oanada nor \-las there a grea t 

desire on the part of Oanadiana, other than professiona l peopl e , to leave 

home ; s imilarly wi th America ns. Concoi vably this mi ght be me r ely a lull 

wh ich is to be broken by the devel opment of the mineral and oil production 

of Canada . If this production were to take on major proportions there is 

little fear that either government would strictly prohibit a n appropria te 

popula tion movement. 
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10. The Present -- The Future: 

Davi s and Senior sugge st some possible genera lizations rela tive to 

i mmi grati on in the We stern Hemisphere~3. They state that the United Stat es 

has consistently r eceived ra ther than given. Most of the emigra nts going 

frcm the United States to another American country have represented 

individuals returning to their homeland ra ther than na tive American stcck. 

The United Sta t es ha~ alway~ been a mag~~t despite the fact that most of 

the Cana dian a reas it'om \vhich the immigrants have come a re more sparsely 

settl ed than the United Sta tes. At tim~s there has been a feeling of 

resentment in Canada that the United Sta t es should draw trained professional 

people and other Canadians \olho might have contributed tc this development . 

.of the country. The immigrants from Canada have tended. tc ccncentrate in 

a particular region of the United Sta tes the regicn closest tc them in 

terms of tra nsporta tion facilities; they have, especially in the oa se of 

the French Canadians, retained their identity as separate ethnic groups. 

The mos t predominant motive for migra tion has been econcmic. Not too much 

is kncwn about this immigration in that a large proportion of it CBme by 

way of the extensive l and borders. Thare has been little pclitica l controversy 

and i nternat ional ill-will over the immig~ati~n. Of all the na tions of the 

Wes tern Hemisphere, Oanada has always sent the l argest share of immigr ants 

to the United States. During the period 1901-47, Oanada a nd Newfoundland 

supplied just .over two million immigrants to the United Sta tes - i.e •• 

60.6 per cent of the Wester Hemisphere immigra tion. Though Canada has 

held up \Ole11 a s to proportion of the tota l immigra ticn, she reflects the 

declining tendencies genAral l y chara cterizing i mmi gration tc the Uni ted Sta tes. 

There seems small possibility tha t Canada will ever again wish to send her 

23. K. Davis and C.Sfmior, "Immi gration frcm the We stern Hem isphere tl 
t 

The Annals of the American Academy of Pclitical 
and Sccia l Science. March 1949, pp.70-73. 



Table 2. -- Immigrants from the Western Hemisphere by Region of Origin . 1901-1947 (000 omitted), 

Total 
Region of Origin 1901-10 1911-20 1921-30 1931-40 191n-47 1901-47 

Western Hemisphere 362 1,144 1,517 160 209 3.391 
Canada and Newf oundl and 179 742 925 109 99 2,054. 

Per Oent l 19 .. 5 64.9 61.0 67.8 47. 6 · 60.6 
14exico 50 219 459 22 37 788 

P-er Cent .13 .. 7 19.1 30.3 13~9 13.9 23.3 
West Indies 108 123 75 16 " ,30 351 

Per Cent 29.7 " I 10.8 4.9 9 .. 7 14. 3 10.4 
South America - "7 :j.1 ' "" ~2 42 g 12 122 

Per Cent 4~g 3.7 2.8 11-" 9 5.9 3.6 
Central America 8 17 16 6 . ll~ 61 

Per Cent 203 1 .. 5 1,,0 3.7 6. 9 1.8 

Source - U.S. Immigra tion and Natural ization Service. Annual Report, Year ended June 30. 1947. 
Table 4, \ cited in The Anna ls, March 1949. p.73. 
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people to the United sta tes i n that ~~~ Cana dian Government is sager to hold 

its people a nd to a dd to their number by immigra tion. The va rious regions 

of the Western Hemisphere have rema ined highly consistent in the proport ion 
, 

of the i mmigra tion they have f urni shed to the United Sta tes. i. e. r a nk order 

ha s rema ined the same. Ca nada has a l ways sent the l a rgest sha re. Ta ble 2. 

raises the question a s t o whether the peroentage drop for Canada in the era 

1941-47 i.ndica t es a future lessening. of Ca na dian-born migrants to the United 

States. One i s t emp ted to f eel, however; that the intAgra l popula tion 

movement of the North American Continent will once aga in ha ve a n effect as 

t he r esources of Canada a r e developed, and that quite poss i bl y the mo vement 

will btl into Oa na da from the United Sta tes. Moreover, wi"th increased 

unioni zation in the Uni t ed Sta t es a nd growing urbaniza t i on a nd industria liza tion 

in Ca nada , it seems unl i kel y th~t many Oanadia ns will find better opportunities 

in the United Sta t es t han in our less cro\\fded country_ 

Conclusions : 

Both Ca nada a nd the Un~ tp,d S ta ~e~ had their origins in Atla ntic Coast 

colonial enterpri se. Se ttlement gr adually spread a long the Atla ntic sea board 

a nd the · river va lleys. The west~!ard popula tion movement to the Pacific 1t1aS 

more or less contemporary~with settlament of the Canadi an Northwest being 

delayed until such times a s were developed pa rticula r va rieties of whea t suited 

to the clima te a nd until such times a s rail~lay lines 1tTere bullt to service the 

area s. 

In the pres ent day) government a nd bus ines s of both na tions a re ca rried on 

in much the same way. Our economic a nd socia l l i fe is simila r a nd passage 

over the border is made a s easy as ponsible. A SSim~tilitY is easy. 

The two succeeding part s of thi s thesis will a ttempt ·to investigate the 

distribution and characteri st ics of t he Ca nadia n-born in the United Sta t es a nd 

the America n-born in Oa na da. Such a study a ssumes new importa nce when it is 
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REA~'2EO t hat approxima tely 15 per cent of the f or eign-born popula t ion of Ca nada is 

United States-Born and 9 per cent of the f oreign-b orn popula ti on of the 

United Sta t As are of Canadian birth. 
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FIGURE :3 

CANADIAN-BORN IN CANADA AND THE UNITED STATES 

1850-51 to 1930-31 
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THE CANADIAN BORN POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES 

1. INTRODUCTION AND GENERAL STATEMENT I 

One will recognize that the United States has been the main 

foreign contributor to Canadian population" but one ll1'IB t also realize 

that in both a relative and an absolute sense" and at different kinds of 

periods the Canadian race has contributed to the population of the 

United States. This section of the thesis will attempt to observe the 

distribution and characteristics of the Canadian stock in the United 

States. This is an important factor sinee much of the present distribution 

of the American-born in Canada is a result of the coming to Canada of 

the de3cendants of Canadians who settled in United States territory. 

"The truth is, the historic Canadian exodus is the l argest and most 

significant single episode, certainly to a Canadian, scarcely less to 

an American, in the w~ole history of Canadian-American population 

relat.ions. ,,1 

Figure 2 indicates that as early as 1850 the Canadian-born in 

the United States numbered approximately 147,000. By 1931 this number 

had increased to approximately 1,285,000, i.e. over three times the 

number of the American.born in Canada. Figure 5 shows the number of 

all Canadian-born who were in Canada and the United States 1850-1931. 

Coats and Maclean point out2 the amazing fact that in the eighties" 

for every thousand that Canada added to the native-born at home, there 

were sent 700 to the Canadian-born in the United States . Even in the 

lR.H. Coats and M.C. Maclean, The American-Born in Oanada, The 
Ryerson Press, Toronto, 1945, p. 25. 

2Ibid• p. 24. 23 
"-'--



Table 3--Proportions of Popul a t ion Moving f rom the Uni t ed St a tes to 
Canada and from Canada t o t he Uni ted Sta te s; 1851-1931. 

Census Canadian-Born in Uni t ed States American-Born in Ca nada 
Year l~umber %Tot a l Can. %T ot a l U. S. Number %T ota l U.S. %Tota l Ca n. 

Popula tion Popul a t ion Po pulation Popal a ti on 

1~51 147, 711 6.06 O. 61~ 63, 002 0 . 27 2.59 
1861 2L7, 970 7. 7 )~ n.79 70 ,000 0. 22 2. 17 
1871 li93 ,);64 13.38 1. 28 611 ,613 0. 17 1. 75 
1881 717 , 157 16.58 1. 43 77,753 0 .16 1. BO 
1891 980.938 20,30 1.56 80,915 0 . 13 1.67 
1901 1179 , 922 21 . 97 1 . 5'> 127,899 0 .17 2. 38 
1911 120u,637 16.72 1. 31 30 3 , 680 0 . 33 l.1. 21 
1921 1124 ,925 12. 80 1 .06 374 ,022 0 .35 11. 26 
1931 1286,3t;9 12 . hO 1.05 3h4 ,5l 4 0 .28 3. 32 

Source : Coa ts a nd t,taclean, The Amp.rica n- TIorn in Canada, p . 24. 
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FIGURE 4 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE CANADIAN-BORN IN THE UNITED STATES 1930 -- Note that map 

emphasise<j'blocing" in easily accessible areas . 

SOURCE: Truesdell - The Canadian-Born in the s 
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nineteen-twenties there were added 220 to the Canadians of the United 

States for every additional 1,000 in the Canadian census. This in 

spite of 500,000 "returned Canadians" in the immi gration figures of 

1926-31. 

Another contrast in the movement is illustrated by Table 3 

showing that the Canadian-born made up nine per cent of the entire 

foreign-born population of the United states, i.e. over twelve per cent 

of all Canadian-born people are today living in the United States 

whereas of the American-bor n, less than one-third of one per cent are 

in Canada. 

A glance at the accompanying map (Figure 4) indicates that 

Canadians are widely scattered in the United States. A closer inspection 

r eveals that the scatter is apparent rather than real. Coats and 

Maclean ·indicate5 that three states contain half the Caradian-born, and 

eleven states contain nearly eighty per cent. The l argest representation 

is in New England (500,000); second largest in the North-Central States 

(550,000), then t he Middle Atlantic states wit.h 180,000 and the three 

-Pacific States ~ith 170,000. Out of the one and a quarter million 

Canadian-born, eleven states have less than one thousand each, and 

fourteen states have less than five thousand each. 

The above figures are then an indication that the Canadian-born. 

in the United States settle in blocs, i.e. most of t hEm are found in 

a small number of places and in these places t hey form a large percentage 

of the total population. Our map figure further indicates that these 

blocs occur in the easily accessible region, i.e. the adjacent border 

areas . This implies also that Canadians are not merely attracted to 

American cities gen rally, but rather that they are attracted to 

5Ibid. p. 25. -
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particular cities , i.e. those where Canadian groups are already present. 

If one were to use occupations as a measure of distribution, 

it is found that a ve ry even distribution is found, i.e. although the 

Canadian-born in the United States bloc according to population group 

they do not bloc according to occupation. This factor will be further 

amplified below. Pursuing the analysis further, one mi ght Bay that the 

apparent dispersal of the Canadian-born is due to a high degree of 

individualism in the charaeter of the migratory Canadian . However, 

t he bulk of the movement being concentrated in a few areas indicates an 

economic cause for the movement dispite t he broad occupational distribution. 

Coats and Maclean indicate t hat t he economic cause was not native to 

the United States, but rather to Canada , i.e. they claim that it is an 

-overflow movement, " •••• which began sporadically, but culminated in 

rural Ontario and Quebec several decades ago, and which halted 10-spots 

just over the border, where a new home was made under circumstances as 

like the old one as possible,,:4 In subsequent decades and Chiefly 

because of social f actors, Canadians have continued going to those parts 

of t he United States where Canadians were already to be found . In 

addition their child ren have tended to stay in this same orbit.5 

4Ibid• p. 27. 

SP.K. Whelpton, Needed Population Research, Lancaster, Pa., 1938, 
p. 123 notes the following: The movement from Canada to the United States 
may be divided into three points; 1. Prior to 1860, varied emigration 
conditions; 2. 1860-SO, when t he overflow was from the densely set tled rural 
parts of Ontario and Quebeo; 5. After 1880 when the exodus became general. 
The emigrants of the first period were distributed widely and evenly in the 
United States. Those of t he second went to border stat es, to be followed by 
those , of t he third with an increasing tendency to i nvatie t he oities. As to 
the Canadia.n "stock lt in t he United States, they a re to be found in t he whole 
living in the same area 8S the Canadian-born - only a negligable proportion 
show evidence of having moved wi t b t he tide of "continental" migration. 



Table 1.1---Popu1a tion Of Thp. United Sta tes a nd Canada 
1850 to 1930. 

United States Canada 
Incrp.as'3 % Increase Ratio Ratio 

Census Number Amount Number Amount % U. S, to Canada 
Year Canada to U.S, 

1930 122.775 .046 17 ,061f ,426 16.1 lO.376.786 1,588~337 18.1 11.83 0,09 
1920 105. 7lO .620 13.738.354 14.9 8.787 .949 1.581.306 21.9 12,03 0.08 
1910 91 .972 •266 15 ,977.691 21.0 7. 206 .643 1 ,835. 328 ~lf 2 , . 12.76 0.08 

l\:) 1900 75, 991t • 575 1 -) .046.861 20.7 5 .371. 315 538 ,076 11 .1 14.15 0 .07 co 
1890 62.947 . 71w• 12.791.931 25. 5 1 ~ ,8 3 3.239 508. 4~9 11.8 13.02 0.08 
1880 50 .155,783 10 . 337. 334 26.0 4 , 324.810 635.553 11.2 11.60 0.09 

1370 39 . 818, L49 8,375.128 26 .. 6 3,689, 257 459,624 14.2 10.45 0 .10 
1360 31, l!43 ,321 3. 251, l 45 35.6 3, 229 ,633 793, 336 32.6 9.74 0 .10 
1850 23,191 ,876 .. .. ... . 2. 436,297 . . . . . . . ...... 9.52 O.ll 
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From all of this it can be gathered that the movement of Canadians 

to United States bas represented a population movement as a whole rather 

than t he movement of individuals and as such they ~ ve' proceeded to the 

most easily accessible parts of the United states and have kept together. 

Even so, in the areas in which they did settle Canadians in the 

United States have mingled freely with the native population. 1hey have 

intermarried and have become naturalized in many cases. The French 

Canadian bas not been as e.ager to t ake permanent root in the United' 

States as has the English Canadian stock, but nevertheless he is deeply 

influenced by United Stat es customs. With Canadians 1n the United states 

as with Americans in Canada, occupational assimilabll1 ty has been easy. 

Nevertheless, the overflow of Canadians into the United St ates has meant 

that they form a distinctive element in the population. 

This section of the thesis 1s then an attempt to review information 

concerning the Canadian-born in the United states,relatlve, e.g. to 

basic population relationships, age, marital status, etc., to point out 

the predominant features, and to show probable reasons for such relation­

ships. 

2. POPULATION RELATIONSHIPS BET~$EN THE UNITED STA1~S AND CANADA: 

From Table 4 it may be seen that in 1851, at the beginning of the 

decennial census, the Canadian population numbered approximately 2,500,000 

and that of the United States was approximately 25,000,000. In Canada 

the major portion of the population was in Ontario and to the East; t.M.t 

of the United States was east of the Great Pl ains . The fact therl, of 

vast spaoes to be settled in the west of both nations led to population 

growth and the intermingling noted in Part I of this thesis. By 1901, 



~able 5 

Ameri can-Born Popul a tion in Canb.da : 18501 to 1931 

Cehsus Number Increase Percp.n t of Percen t of Perc p-nt of 
Year Amount % the t ota l the total the t otal 

Popul a tion Popula t ion Can .I-Dorn 
of Canada of U, S,A. in U,S,A . 

1931 3Li4 ,574 - 29 , 1148 - 7. 9 3. 3 0 .3 26 . 8 
1921 374 ,()22 70, 342 23. 2 Jr.3 0.4 33. 2 
1911 303,680 175 ,781 137.4 4.2 0.3 25 .2 

1901 127 . 899 116.984 58. 1 2.4 0 . 2 10.8 
1891 80,915 3,162 4. 1 1.7 0. 1 8: .2 
1831 77 , 753 13,140 20.3 1.8 0.2 10.8 

1871 64.613 -5. 387 - ?<.7 1.3 C.2 13. 1 
1861 70,000 7,0()0 11.1 2.2 0.2 28 . 0 
1851 63,000 2 .6 o.j 42.7 

Foreign- Born Popula tion of Canad.a By Place of Birth : 1851 to1931 

Census Tota l Number Born In- -
Year Number Increa s e Uni ted British Other 

Amount % States Isl es Countries 

19-}1 2, 307, 5"25 - 351,800 - t8. m 31~4 ,J14 1. 138 , 91.-r2 82"4-;-009 
1921 1,955 ,725 368 ,764 23.2 374,022 1.025.1~9 556 .584 
1911 1. 586 .961 887, 461 126.9 303.680 804.234 479 ,047 

1901 699.500 55 . 629 8.6 127,899 40u . 848 166,753 
1891 643. 871 40 .887 6~g 80 .91 5 477.735 85,221 
1881 602 . 984 1.009 0.2 77,753 470 .906 54 .325 

1871 601 . 975 - 84 , ~ l g -12.3 64 . 613 496 , 595 40.767 

1861 686 ,29 3 219,507 47 .0 70,Of)0 616 . 293 
1851 466 ,786 . ... ... 63 .000 1103,786 

30 
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the Canadian population was approximately 5,500,000 and was widely scattered 

throughout Canada; that of the United Stat es was approximately 76,000,000 

and occupied much of the good farm land of the western United States. 

The population growth of Canada is seen to be relatively slow up to 1900 

while that of the United States was continuous and even. A rapid increase 

in the Canadian population is noted in the 1900-1910 era. This was due 

to the opening of the Canadian West. Refer ence to Table 5 indicates 

only small increases in the number of Canadian-born in the United States 

during this era and is thus an indication that t he Canadians were finding 

suitable settlement a reas in their own west. In addition, Canada, during 

this era, by offering expanded opportunities for settlement, attracted 

.indreasing ·immigration ·from the United States and from European sources. 

This is indicated by reference to Table 5 which shows a doubling of both 

t he American-born and the foreign-born popuiliations in the 1901-11 decade. 

The theory has been advanced that the Canadian contributi·on to the 

United States population has been paritally compensated for by an influx of , 

foreign-born people. An anlysis of Table 5 reveals that in 1901 the entire 

foreign-born population of Canada was only approximately 700,000 while 

Table 5 indicates that the number of Canadian-born in the United States was 

over one million. Thus at that time the Canadian contribution to United 

States population was more thai. the contribution Canada received from all 

foreign sources. As noted earlier, the foreign-born population of Canada 

more than doubled by 1911 (the addition from United States being Bubstantial) 

due to the opening of the Prairie Provinces after new varieties of wheat 

had been developed. Following t he era of Pr airie settlement, the rate of 

increase of the foreign-born population (Table 5 ) more closely approximated 

the r ate of increase of the native po pulation (Table 4). By 1931, the 

population of Canadian foreign-born was approximately 2,500,000. 



Table 6--Percenta~e s Based on Numbir of Foreign Born From Selected Count r ies: 1890 ,1910 and 1930. 

Percent of Tota l Percent of all Percent of t he Population of the 
Country of Population of the Foreign Born Popula tion of Country of Birth at 

Birth United States in Uni ted States Country of Birth Censusnea res t 1930 
1930 1910 1890 ]930 1910 1890 1930 1910 1890 

Canada 1. 05 1. 31 1. 56 9.1 81.9 10.6 1204 16. 7 20 . 3 10, 376.786 

0 . 66 1 . 411 • 6. 5 
1 

2.6 37.794 ,003 England 0 . 95 5.7 9.8 2.1 3. 3 
Scotland 0.29 0 . 28 0 . 38 2.5 1.9 2. 6 7. 3 5. 5 6. 0 4,842. 980 
Wales 0 .05 0 . 09 0 . 16 0 .4 0 . 6 10 1 2 . 8 4 .1 6.6 2, 158 4 374 
Ireland 0 . 75 1. 47 2 . 97 6.5 10 . 0 20 . 2 i 21.7 ")O~ 8 39.8 4 ,258 ,854 

~ Norway 0.28 o . ~ 4 0 .51 2.1+ 3. 0 3. 5 12 . 4 16.9 21 .2 2.814 .194 
ro Sweden 0. 48 Onts 0 .76 1! . 2 4.9 5. 2 I 9.7 12 . 0 LOoO 6. 142 .191 

Denmark 0 . 22 0 . 20 0 .21 1.3 1. 3 1.4 5. 1 6.5 6.1 3.550.656 
Germ&ny 1. 31 2 . 51 l~ . 112 11.3 17.1 30 .1 2 . 4 3.6 5.6 66.030. 491 
Poland 1. 03 1.02 0 . 23 

1
8•9 6. 9 1.6 3.9 32. 133.500 

Italy 1 .. 46 1. 46 0 .29 12 .. 6 9.9 2 .. 0 4 .. 3 3.9 0.6 41,176,671 
Gr eece 0 .. 14 0 .. 11 1.2 0.7 o •• 2.8 3 .. 8 0.1 6, 264 , 684 
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At the same time there wereapprox!mately 1,300,000 Canadian-born in the 

United States(Tab.3) There may be some justification for the replacement 

theory. 

(a) Foreign-aorn From Canada and other Countries: 

In a consideration o.f the place which the Canadian-born occupy 

in the po~lation of the United States, a comparison should be made with 

the numbers of persons in United States lIho were born inobher countries. 

Table 6 reveals that in 1950 both Germany and Italy made greater 

contributions to the Uirlted States population than did Canada. One 

should note that several. countries other than Canada had by 1900 

contributed a substantial per cent of their total population. These 

would include, as Table 6 indicates, I reland, Norway, Sweden, Scotal and, ­

Denmark, and Italy in that sequence. The point to be lrulde here is that, 

"The circumsta.nces of having contributed a considerable part of the natural 

growth of its population to the settlement and the urban growth of the 

United States is t i~refore not peculiar to Canada, though in no other 

case has there been anything at all like the tree interchange of popula.tion 

between the two countries concerned which is evidenced by' t he fact that 

in proportion to the population of the receiving country, there are far 

more persons born in the United States living in Canada than there are 

Canadian-born living in the United States fl •
6 

(b) Urban and Rural Al'e8.s: 

The urban population of the United States, i.e. that residing in 

cities and other ineorporated places having 2500 or more inhabitants 

6L .. E. Truesdell, The Canadian-Born in the United States, The 
Ryerson Press, Toronto, 1943, p. 21. 
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(the remainder of the population designated as rural) has shown a 

continuous increase in each successive census, e.g. 1790 - S.l per cent; 

1880 - 28.2 per cent; 1950 - 56.2 per cent. Since excess of bi rths 

over deaths is smaller in cities than in surrounding country , the 

rapid growth of cities can be classified as due to migr ation from rural 

areas to cities. 7 Since this aspect of internal migrat ion is so notice-

able amongst the native United States population, one might conceivably 

reason that a large part of the foreign-born population entering the 

United States might a lso be carried in this general city-ward movement. 

Figure 5 shows the urban-rural classification of Canadian-born, all 

foreign-born and the total population; 1910 to 1950. Or the Canadian-

born popUlation in the United States in 1950, approximatel y 77 per cent 

were in urban areas as compared with approximately 56 per cent of the 

total population of the country. (Truesdell notes, however - p. 24 -

that if the area considered is reduced to the sixteen states in which 

the Canadian-born form one per cent J o~ more of the population the per-

centage urban of the total population is approximately 72 per cent and 

the Canadian figur~ ' is thus more comparable.) Figure 5 also indicates 

that the urban rural di stribution of the Canadian-born is similar to that 

of the total foreign-born population. However, the excess of the per-

centage urban among the Canadian-born over that in the total population 

of the United States was greater in 1910 (75-46 : 27%) than in 1950 

(77-56 ~ 21%) indicating that the tendency 'toward greater urban concent-

ration has not a f fected the Canadian-born as much as the remainder of 

7See ApPendix of this thesis for a more complete review of this 
aspect of internal migration. 
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f.1ountain: 
Montana 2.08 2~68 3.68 5.68 6.33 6.34 5.69 o ••• · ... 
Idaho 1.02 1.15 1.65 1.81 2.02 1.79 2.23 

• 0 • 0 • •• 0 

Wy oming 0.51 0.74 0.98 · 1.35 2e Q.0 2.61 3.61 · ... • •• 0 

Colorado 0.56 0.81 1.20 1.82 2.21 2.98 1.89 2.00 
• •• 0 

New Mexico 0.15 0.20 0.31 0.39 0.42 0.23 0.14 0.08 0.06 
Ari zona 0.47 0.59 0.89 1.03 0.83 1.41 1.47 · ... • •• G 

Utah 0~ 23 0.33 0.45 0.48 0.58 0 .. 72 0.79 1. 61 2.97 
Nevada 1.05 1.53 2.26 2.44 3.51 5.05 5.57 3.03 • ••• 

Pacific: 
'ffashington 3.09 3.18 3.46 3.92 4.87 3.80 4.68 3.51 • •• 0 

Oregon 1.88 1.76 1.84 1.82 2.03 1.73 1.31 1.26 2.20 
California 1.79 1.74 1.88 2.01 2. 15 2.18 1.90 1.43 0.90 



Tab1,e 7-- Percentage of ota1 Popul at ion Canadian Born , By States: 1850 to 1930 

Divisi on and Stat e 1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 1880 1870 1860 1850 

United States 1005 1.06 1.31 1.55 1.,6 1.43 1.28 0.79 0.64 

New Engl and: 
Maine 9.28 9.69 1Q,27 9.66 7.88 5.72 4.27 2.79 2.43 
Net.., Hampsh'ire 10. 96 11. 81 13. 44 14.33 12.30 1. 82 40 07 1.37 0.79 
Vermont 7.56 7~'0'6 7. 32 7. 47 7. 52 7.41 8. 61~ 5.01 4. 61 
Massachusetts 6.81 6~84 8.83 10.45 9.27 6.69 ll.81 2.20 1. 59 
Rhode I sland 5.72 6.04 7.73 9. 16 8. 08 6. 62 4.71 1.62 0.69 
Connecti cut 2.36 1.79 2.40 2.98 2.84 2.64 2.02 0.68 0.26 

Middl e At l antic : 
New York 1. 18 1.09 1. 36 1.62 1.55 1.66 1.80 1.42 1.52 
New Jersey ooln 0.33 0 036 0.38 0.33 0.31 0.27 0.17 0.12 
Pennsyl vania 0. 17 0. 17 0.20 0.23 0.23 0.29 0.28 0. 12 0.11 

F~st North Central: 
Ohi o o.la 0.ll3 0.50 0.55 0.45 0.50 0.49 0.30 0.30 
Indiana 0. 19 0. 18 0.22 0.24 0.23 0.28 0.28 0.23 0. 19 
Illinoi s 0 . 58 0.60 '0.81 1.05 1.03 1.11 1 .28 1. 18 1. 26 
Mi chigan 4. 21 1~ .52 , 6. 15 7. 62 8.66 9. 09 7.57 4.87 3.52 
Vli sconsin 0 . 53 0 . 71l l a07 1'.64 1.96 2.20 2.43 2.34 2.71 

~es t North Central: 
Minnesota 1.06 1.42 1. 98 2.72 3.33 3.80 3. 80 1+.66 23.32 
Iowa 0 . 26 0.37 0 4 52 0070 0.91 1.30 1 .50 1. 23 0.91 
Missouri 0.15 0 . 19 0.25 0.28 0.32 0 . 40 0 . 49 0 .. 24 0. 15 
Nor th Dakota 1.84 2.ll3 3.73 8.83 12.07) 7 90 6.39 30. I II South Dakot a 0.49 0.70 1.03 1 .. 75 2.72) • .0. 
Nebraska· 0 . 32 0 . 45 O~62 0.85 1.1.4 1.91 2 .. 14 1.52 
Kansas 0.22 0 .. 30 0~43 0.58 0.83 1.26 1 ~46 0. 92 o ••• 

South At l ant ic : 
Del aware 0.20 0.20 0.25 0 . 16 0.18 0. 17 0.09 0.03 0.02 
Maryland 0. 14 0. 13 0. 11 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.08 0.05 0.04 
Di-s-toCo 1 umb-i-a- O-~-36 0.39- 90-35 O. 36---0-.28 O. aa- O. 22- Gi-08 0.06 
Virgini a 0.07 0.08 0 0 07 0.0 0.05 0.0 0 0 03 0.02 0.02 
West Virginia 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.05 0 005 • • • It .... 
North. Carolina 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 • 0 •• .. .. 
South Carolina 0 .. 02 0.02 0,,02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0 . 01 
Georgia 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 O.OE 0.02 0 0 02 0.01 
Florida 0.56 0.43 . 0.23 0.23 0.29 0.17 0.09 0 0 05 0. 11 

East South Central : 
Kentucky 0.04 0.04 0.05 0. 06 0 .. 06 0.06 0.08 0.05 0.03 
Tpnnessee 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.05 0 .. 06 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.01 
Alabama 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.01• OioOI~ 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 
Mi ssissippi 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.01 

West South Central: 

Arkansas 0.04 0 . 05 0 . 07 0. 08 0 .08 0 . 10 0.07 0 . 04 0 . 02 
Louisiana 0 .05 0.07 0 .07 0.07 0.07 0 . 08 0.10 0. 12 0 .10 
Oklahoma 0.09 0 .• 12 0 . 17 0.23 0.16 •••• 0000 o boo 0$ It tt 

Texas 0.08 0.09 0.09 0. 10 0. 13 0.16 0.07 0.08 0.06 
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the American population. One should remember at this point the social 

motive attraction of those cities in which Canadians had already settled. 

(c) Canadian-Born by States: 

Reference to Canadian-born distrib~tion by States indicates that 

the l a r gest proportionate represent ation is in New England, then, in 
" .' 

numerical order, the North Central States, the Middle Atlantic States and 

the three Pacific States is verified in Table 7. 

The fact that in many States this percentage of t he total 

population represented by the Canadian-born has varied from census to 

census (Table 7) gives statistical strength to the view expressed in 

Part I of this thesis that the Canadian-American population movement has 

historically been an integral one to a large degree. In a general review 

of the situation, Truesdell (p. 28-29) points out (1) that the New 

England and Middle Atlantic States Canadian-born populat i. on has grown 

' because in the early days of Canadian settlement th,ere was much commerce 

and population interchange between the Canadian and New Engl and colonies, 

at first by water, but l ater by well e'stablished l and routes. The 

growth of t he textile industry was also an important factor. (2) The 

decline in the West North Central States indicates that persons of 

Canadian birth had taken a l arge part in t he settling of t hese areas, 

but had not been followed by fellow Canadians as the area developed. In 

addition the origimal Canadian-born settlers may have moved on because 

of their pioneering spirit and because their partially developed holdings 

brought good prices from less ventursome souls; (3) that Michigan has 

attracted Canadians as its ~ndustrial strength increased; (4) that the 

Pacific Coast stat es have always attracted the Canadian-born and are 

doing so now in increasing numbers. One feels that climatical conditions 



Table 8 -- Canadian Born in the United States, by Color and Sex, With Comparative Data for 
I Total Popula tion: 1900 to 1930 

. Males 
Class an~ Census Year Total Male Female per 100 

females 

All Canadian Born~ 
1930 1,286,389 620,762 665,627 93.3 
1920 1,124,925 550.679 574 .246 95.9 
1910 1.204.637 605.956 59S,,6S1 101.2 
1900 1,179.922 610.121 569.801 i07.1 

"fhi te Canadian born: 
1930 1.278.421 617.090 661.331 93.3 CJ'I 
1920 1.117.878 547.357 570.521 95.9 co 

1910 1.196.070 601.S33 594 .237 101.3 
1900 1.172.860 606.666 566.194 107.1 

Nonwhite Canadiau born: 
1930 7.968 3.672 4,296 85.5 

Negro 5.817 2.554 3. 263 78.3 
Indiau 1,969 1.001 968 lQ3.4 
Other Races lS2 117 65 lS0.0 

All foreign .. born whi te: 
1930 13.983.405 7.502.491 6.480.914 115.8 
1920 13.712.754 7.528.322 6.184.432 121.7 
1910 13.345.545 7.523,788 5.821.757 129.2 
1900 10.213.817 5.515. 285 4 .69S.532 117.4 

Total Population of United Sta tes: 
1930 122.775.046 62.137,080 60.b37.966 102.5 
1920 105.710.620 53.900,1131 51,810.189 104.0 
1910 91. 972.266 47.332,277 44.639.989 106.0 
1900 75.994 ,575 38,816,448 37.178.127 104.4 



I 
Ta.ble 9 -- Canadian Born in the ini ted States, by Color and Sex, for Urban and Rural Areas:1930 

Sex and Color Total Urban Rural-Nonfa rm Rural-Farm 
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent 

of total of total of total 

Total 1,286,389 994 '1800 77 .3 191,192 14.9 100 .397 7.8 
White 1,278,421 988.738 77 .3 189, 9l.~6 ll~ . 9 99,737 7.8 
Negro 5. 817 5,257 9).4 429 7 0 l~ 131 2. 3 
Indian 1.969 

1

659 33.5 795 40.4 515 26.2 
Other Races 182 146 80.2 22 12.1 It~ 7. 7 

620.762 466.726 55.459 
,po 

Male 75 . 2 98,577 15.9 8.9 0 

White 617,090 464 ,065 75.2 97.927 15.9 55.098 8.9 
Negro 2,554 2,248 88.0 227 8.9 79 3.1 
Indian 1.001 314 31.4 412 1+1.2 275 27.5 
Other Races 117 99 84.6 11 9. 4 7 6.0 

Female 665.627 528.074 79 11 3 92 ,615 13.9 41+,938 6.8 
White 661,331 524, 673 79,.3 92 ,019 13.9 44,639 6.7 
Negro . 3, 263 3, 009 92.2 202 6.2 52 1.6 
Indian 968 31~5 35.6 383 39.6 240 24.8 
Other Races 65 47 · ... 11 7 · ... 

Males per 
100 females 

Total 93.3 88.4 · ... 106.4 · ... 123.4 · ... 
White 93.3 88.4 · ... 106.4 123. 4 

• •• e 

Negro 78 .. 3 ~4. 7 112 .. 4 
• • co 0 ~ ... .. .. 0 0 

Indian 103.4 91 . 0 107.6 · . '" . 114.6 · ... 
Other Races . . . . o 0 •• .... . ... · .. ., 
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there might be an inducement for retired Canadians to take up residence 

in that area; (5) that t he Canadian-bonn population in the Southern 

states has always been a comparatively negligible factor. In general, 

then, the most important single reason for the location of the Canadian­

born in the United States is once again emphasized as being "ease of 

access from. Canada tl
• 

5. CANADIAN-BORN IN 'l'HE UNITED STATES BY COLOUR AND SEX: 

Practically all of the Cana dian-born in the United States are 

of the white race. (Table 8) The percentage of the non-white Canadian­

born was 0.60 in 1900 and 0.62 in 1950. The Census of the United States 

now regards the colour classification of no importance. Reference to 

Table 8 also indicates that sinee 1900 the sex ratio (number of males 

per 100 females) has decl ined considerably, i.e. 1900 - 101.1 males per 

100 temales; 1910 - 101.2; 1920 - 95.9 and in 1950 - 95.5. One reason 

tor this eharl~e might be a returning of the males to Cana.da. in greater 

numbers than t he females; this point will be elaborated on below in the 

dlse~1Qn_of "ye.ar -'lf~immigration!'-. Ano-ther ~eason---might- be- that the 

Canadian-born population is ageing, thus showing a preponderence of 

females. This latter point will again be noted in our discussion below 

on t he age of t he 8anadian-born in the United States. 

Table 9 indicates that the urban distributi on of the 

Canadian-born in terms of t he sex r atio was only 88.4 a s compa~ed with 

106.4 in rural non-farm areas and 125.4 in rural farm areas_ Tbis then 

is an indication that there is a marked excess of females in the Canadian­

born population of the cities. This can in turn be attributed to the 

fact that the cities offer more employment opportunity for the females 

and the rural areas more employment opportunity for the males. 
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Future statistical referenoe in this thesis is confined to the 

Canadian-born white population. 

4. THE CANADI AN-BORN WHITE POPULATION, FRENCH AND ENGLISH: 

(a) Historically: 

Canada was settled by the French around 1600 and during t he 

developing process there was enmity between them and the English in 

the United states for possession of Canadian territory. Much of this 

enmity was the reflection of European wars between France and England. 

At the end ot the Seven Years War in 1765, Canada was ceded to England .. 

This meant .s cessa~ton of French ~nigration to Canada. 

Nevertheless, t he hench-Canadian population has increased from 

an estimated 90,000 in 1765 to three million in 1931. In other words 

the French-Canadian population, because of the excess of births over 

deaths within the group itself, ms doubled in number every thirty-­

three years. 

In Canada t he French-Canadians have tended to segregate in their 

own distinctiv~coJIUnUnities, 1.e.- 1o- 1951-, 85 per cent in Quebec and 

East, ten per cent in Ontario and only five per cent to the West. In 

contrast the English-Canadians have scattered widely. This same charac­

teristic is evident amongst the Canadian-born in the United States, i.e. 

the French-Canadians have their distinctlve communities and carry on a 

-considerable population exchange each y I' vdth Canada, whereas the 

English stock Canadian-born are found in oonsiderable numbers in all 

parts of t he countr.y with the exception of the South. 

The language characteristic is undoubtedly th e main reason for 

the above noted distribution. The Quebec Act in 1164 allowed t he main­

tenance of the French language and religion. At t he present time, most 
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FIGURE 6 

SEX RATIO IN THE CANADIAN-BORN POPULATION OF 

THE UNITED STATES, FRENCH AND ENGLISH: 1900 to 1930 
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of the Canadian public documents are printed in both languages. In 

addition, the homan Catholic Church does much to ma.intain the French 

l anguage and traditions, presumably on the theory that a mingling with 

the English-Canadians might weaken the French-Canadian tie with the 

Roman Catholic Church. Moreover, the English speaking Canadians are 

in most cases not many generations removed from their iarrlgrant grand­

parents and thus retain more of a pioneering spirit t han the French­

Canadian. This latter point may be considered a reason for the comparative 

"bloeing" of the French-Canadian in the United St ates and for the fact 

that the major proportion of Canadian-born in the United S'btes West are 

of English stock. Finally, the F'llglish s peaking Canadian-born have 

found th~Dselves naturally more readily assimil4ble in the United states. 

(b) Sex Distribution: 

Figure 6 gives graphic verification to t he former eonment that 

the sex ratio of the Canadian-born in the United States is gradually 

declining. In 1900 there were 114 Frellch-Canad1an males for 100 French­

Canadian females; in 1910 t he r atio was 109; in 1920 it was 105 .. and 

in--1930 it ws,-s 102. The correspoMingratios for the EngliSh-canadian­

born were 104 in 1900; 98 in 1910; 95 in 1920 and 90 in 1950. Noting 

that t he French started with a higher ra.tio, t he rate of decline has been 

about the same for both races. 

An attempt will now be made to carry this analysis of t he Canadian­

born in the United States further by reference to the white population 

of Canadian stock in the United States. 

5 . THE WHITE POPULATION OF CANADIAN STOCK IN THE U I TED STATES 

(a ) General Statement: 

This group i s composed of the sum of t he Canadian- bom whites and 

those members of the United States populati on having one or both ~ents 
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born in Canada. 

The present numerical condition of these two elements is traceable to 

the historical fact that the Canadian-born have not always continued to 

enter the Un! ted States areas which were pioneered by Canadians. Thus 

although the numbers having Canadian parentage is considerable, the 

number~: of Canadian-born , is small in these areas. Conversely, in these 

areas where Canadian immigration is recent, the numbel " of Canadian-born 

is high and the number of the native population claiming Canadian-

parentage is low. 

Truesdell points out (p. sa) tha.t the relative importanoe of 

the Canadian stock in the om ted States has changed considerably. From 

1890 to 1900 the percentage of the total population of the United States 

represented b.Y the Canadian stock increased from 2.9 to 3.4, i.e. because 

in that era the effects of the Great Emigration from Canada 1880 .. 1896 

began to be felt. 8 Since 1900 the percentage has decreased to 5.1 in 

1910; 2.8 in 1920, and 2.7 in 1930. This isa result of the declining 

relative iaportance of the Canadian-born rather than to any drastic change 

in the percentage represented by native persons of Carr.rlian parentage. 

In sunmary, the Canadian stock as a whole has inereas d during the forty 

year period from 1890 to 1950 from 1,800,000 to 5,500,000 (approximately). 

This was made up of an increase ot 51.1 per cent in the Canadian born, 

mostly between 1890 and 1900 and an increase of 156.8 per c.ent in the second 

generation group. This latter large increase can be attributed mainly to 

the French-Canadians in the United Sta.tes because of their larger .f~.m.Uies, 

geographical stability and urban co ncentration. 

8Cf. Part I, Section 7 of this thesis. 



Table 10 -- White Population of Canadian Stock in the United Sta tes French and English:1890-1930 

Per Cent Increase 

1920 1910 1900 1890 
Class 1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 to to to to 

1930 1920 1910 1900 

All Canadian stock 3.337,345 2,959,483 2,846,891 2 ,562.330 1,845.032 12.8 4.0 11.1 38.9 
French 1.106,159 870,146 947.792 850,1+91 535.501 27.1 -8.2 11. 4 58.8 
English 2,231.186 2.089.337 1.899,099 1,711,839 1,309,531 6.8 10.0 10.9 30.7 

Canadian Born 1,278,421 1,117,878 1,196.070 1,172,860 975, 496 14. 4 -6.5 20 0 20.2 
French 370,852 307,786 385,083 394,11-61 302,496 20.5 - 20.1 -2. 4 30.4 
English 907, 569 810,092 810,987 778,399 673,000 12.0 -0.1 40 2 15.7 "'" (J) 

Canadian Parentage 2,058,924 I, 81n, 605 1,650,821 1,389.470 869,536 11.8 11.6 18,,8 59.8 
French 735,307 562,360 562,709 456,030 233,005 30,,8 -0.1 23.4 95 .. 7 
English 1,323,617 1,279, 245 1.088,112 933.4Lj.O 636,531 3.5 17.6 16.6 46 .. 6 

Per cent French: 
All Canadian st~~k 33.1 29. 4 33.3 33.2 39.0 ... . · ... . ... 
Canadian born 29 .0 27.5 32.2 33.6 31.0 .0 •• . . . . • • 0 • 

o . 0 ., 

Canadian Parentage 35.7 30~5 31~ .1 32.8 26.8 · ... ..... 
Ratio of Canadian parentage 

to Canadian born: 
Total 1.6 1.7 1.4 1.2 0.9 · .0. 0.0. • •• 0 

French 2.0 1.8 1.5 1.2 0 08 • 0 .0 .... · ... o •• 0 

English 1.5 1.6 1.3 1.2 1.0 · ... · ... .. • D • 



Table 11 - - White Popula tion of Canadian Stock. French and English, in Urban and Rura l Area s: 1910-1930. 

All Canadian S~ock Canadian Born Canadi an Pa rentage 
Census Year 

and. Area Total French '1 English Tota l French EngUsh Total French English 

1930 ~ 

Pe r cent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .....:J 

Urban 73~4 76.6 71.8 77.3 78.9 76.7 71.0 75.5 68.5 
Rura l Nonfarm 16.7 16.2 16 .. 9 1409 15.0 14.8 17·,. 8 16. 8 18 .. 3 
Rural- farm 9.9 7.2 1103 7. 8 6.1 8.5 li'~2 7.8 13.2 

~.;:~~": 

1920 \~ 

Per cent ioo.O 100. 0 100.0 10000 100.0 \ 100.0 100.0 100)0 100,,0 
Urban 70.4 76 . 7 671' 9 74 .. 3 79. 2 72. 4 68 01 75~3 65~0 
Rural 29.6 23.3 }?0 1 250 7 20.8 21.6 3109 ~ 24.7 35.0 

f. 
1910 \ 

I 
Per cent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 67.9 76.5 63.7 73. 1 81.3 69. 2 64.2 73 . 2 59.5 
Rur a l 32. 1 23.5 36 03 26.9 18.7 3008 350B 2~._B 40.5 
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Reference to Table 10 shows that of the total population of 

Canadian stock, the majority were English speaking in 1950, i.e. approx­

imately 2,200,000 of 5,500,000. However, referene~ to the Canadian 

parentage section of the table reveals that the French-Canadian second 

generation gained substantially faster than did the second generation of 

English stoek, bet ean 1920 and 1950. That t hese increases mould not be 

eonsistant over the period 1890 to 1950 was hinted at by our former 

reference to the ~ffect of the opening ot the Canadian West in 1900-1910. 

In addition, the war comitions of 1910 to 1920, i.e. the return 0·£ 

Canadian stock to Canada to enlist or serve the war machine was a further 

distrubing factor. In more normal times, a factor to be reckoned is the 

movement of t he children of the Canadian-born back to Canada. 

(b) Rural.urban Distribution: 

Reference was made in Section 1 (b) to thegenel'al rural-urban 

movement and the indication was that the Canadian-bol'n popula.tion shows 

a lower percentage urban than the United States total population. 

Table 11 shows that the French stock has a higher percentage 

urban than has the E~~lish; moreover, the Canadian-born Show a higher 

percentage urban than the American-born of Canadian parentage. The 

French-Canadian born is t he most highly urbanized, i.e. 78 . 9 per cent urban 

as compared with 76.7 for t he English-Canadian born and with 75.5 and 

68.5 respectively for t he French and English of the second generation. 

The reasons for this are the occupational distribution (see below) 

of t he French Cana.dian and also the fact that they tend to settle whereas 

the English-Canadians tend to wander. The French-Canadians a.re mainly 

settled in States which are industrialized and urbanized while English­

Canadians are in their greatest numerical strength in the important farm 

states, i . e. those of the Middle West. Another causal factor is that the 



Table 12 -- Ca nadian-Born White Popula tion in the United States. French and English. by Year of 
Immigra tion a nd Sex: 1930 

Year of All Canadi~n Born French Engli sh 
I mmigra tion Total Male Fema le Total Male Femal e Total Male Female 

Total 1.278.421 617,090 661.331 370.852 187.523 183.329 907.569 429.567 478,002 

Reporting yea r of 
i mm igration 1,191.155 578,905 612.250 355 .260 180,429 174.831 835,895 398, 476 437.419 

No t Reporting 87,266 38,185 49,081 15,592 7,094 8.498 71.674 31.091 40.583 

Per cent Repor t i ng 100.0 lOp.O 100.0 100.0 100 .. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
1925 to 1930 13.3 12\09 13 .. 7 10 0 2 9.8 10.6 14.7 14.4 15.0 ,p. 
1920 to 192t~ 17. 4 18.2 16.6 15.6 15.9 15.3 18.1 19.3 17.1 to 

1915 t o 1919 7.3 7.0 7.6 6.6 6. l ~ 6.8 7.6 7.3 7.9 
1911 to 1914 4. 8 4. 6 5.0 4.7 406 4.9 4.8 4.6 5.1 
1901 to 1910 14. 7 14.0 15.3 15.9 15.3 16.4 14.2 13.1i 14.9 
1900 and eat-lier 42. 4 43.3 41.7 47.0 48.0 46.0 40 .5 41.1 39 .• 9 
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Canadian-born group as compared to the American-born of Canadian parentage 

contains many singl e people who go to the city seeking employment. The 

American-born group being longer resident and composed of f amilies has 

tended to spread from urban t o rural areas. 

Generally, the ~~gures reveal that all of the groups (Canadian­

born, French and English; C~nadian parentage, French and English) are 

dominantly urban. 1his is in keepi ng with t he general trend of f nternal 

migration in t he United St ates. 

6. YEARS OF I MMI GRATION OF THE CANAD IAN-BORN : 

Another method of ascertaining the general time pattern of 

immigration to the United States of the Canadian-born is to question their 

year of arrival. The accompanying t able (#12) indioates the following 

salient poi nts: (1) Of those answering the question, 42 . 4 per cent entered 

prior to 1901; 14.7 per cent from 1901-10; 4.8 per cent from 1911-14; 7.5 

per cent from 1915-19; 17.4 per cent from 1920-24; 15.5 per cent from 1925-30. 

(2) The figures generally speaking also indicate that a greater proportion 

of the French-Canadians migr ated to the Uni ~ed States pre 1910, but since 

that time the proportion for English-Canadians is higher. (3) In no case 

is there a marked variation between the two sexes. This is an indication 

that unlike the European immigration to the United States, the Canadians have 

represented a more nearly normal segment of the population of <r igin, 

rather than a group of predominatnly male workers. A question arises 

here as to how to reconcile the fact that many Eastern United Stat es cities 

have drawn an excess of Canadian-born females. The answer must be that 

there has been an excess of males in the newer Western areas. Thus the 

theory that a more normal segment of the population has migrated to the 

States, while recogni zed as t r ue, is not quite as obvious as first appeared. 



Table 13 -- Canadian-Born White Population in the United States. French and English. by Citizenship 
and Sex: 1930 

Sex and All Canadian Born :French English 
Citizenship Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent 

Total 1, 278 ,421 100.0 370.852 100.0 907,569 100.0 

Na turalized 658,557 51.5 173.938 46.9 484 .619 53.4 
Having first papers 109.062 8.5 29,797 80 0 79.265 8.7 
Alien 444.624 341>8 154.002 lU.5 290.622 32,0 en 
Unknown 66,178 5.2 13.115 3.5 53.063 5.~8 

..... 

Male 617.090 100~0 187.523 100.0 429.567 100.0 

Naturalized 310.145 50. ,3 89.258 47.6 220.887 .0:5.1•4 - .. 
Having first papers 77 ,950 12.6 22.725 12,.1 55. 225 12.9 
Alien 197.408 32,0 69'.354 37.0 128.054 29.8 
Unkno ... m 31.587 51>1 6.186 3.3 25. llDl 5.9 

Female 661.331 100.0 183.329 100.0 478 i 002 100.0 

Naturalized 31+8. 412 52.7 84.680 46.2 263.732 55.2 
Having first papers 31,112 4.7 7.072 309 24.040 5,0 
Alien 247.2l6 37.it 84.648 1~6. 2 162,568 34.0 
Unknown 34.591 5.2 6.929 3.8 27.662 5.8 



52 

Our general pattern then is once again given proof, i.e. the 

year-ot-immigration information indicates that the periods of heavy 

migration of Canadian-born to the United states are pre 1900 and after 

1920 with comparatively tew in the years 1900-1920. 

7. CITIZENSHIP OF THE CANADIAN-BORN: 

The degree to v.hich the Canadian-born have become naturalized 

serves as a measure of t he expected permanency of their stay. The United 

States Census distinguishes three specific classes: (i)" Naturalized -

which is the most important group for our purposes; (ii) having first 

papers, indicating that when a person meets the residence qualifications 

he intends staying in the United States; (iii) Aliens. Table 15 indicates 

thut of the total Canadian-born white population of the United states in 

1930, 51.5 per cent ere naturalized and 8.5 per cerd;. had first papers. 

Moreover an appreciably higher proportion of the females were naturalized; 

at the same time more than twice as many males as f'eHtales had taken out 

first papers. The apparent discre~cy here is explained by the provision 

which allows an a.lien woman who marries an American to become natJlralized 

without taking out first papers . 

The French-Canadians show less propensity to become naturalized 

despite the fact ~hat they average a longer stay in the United states 

than English-Canadians. The basis for this is that many French-Canadians 

go to the United State·s, but retain the idea of eventually returning to 

Canada. Moreover, as we have seen, they tend to group together and not 

mingle with the native population; they seem to be instilled with very 

little desire to become naturalized. 

(a) Comparison with other Countries: 

Table 14 indicates t hat immigrants trom several countries show 



Ta.ble 14 -- Foreign-Born Whi te Mal es 21 Years Old and Over. by 01 tizenship. for Selected Countries of Birth;l930 

Havi ng Males. 
Naturalized first Papers Al l Ages. 

Country of Birth Total Number Per cent Number Per cent Alien Unknown per cent 
naturalized 

All Countries 6.797. 494 4 ,217,576 62.0 926.454 13.6 1.435.309 218,155 60.6 

Canada. t otal 531,685 290.066 54.6 75.305 14.2 138,023 28 .291 50.3 
French 167 ,·493 86.019 51. 4 22.209 13.3 53.572 5.693 47 .6 
English ~61~ .192 201~ .047 56.0 53.096 14.6 84.451 22.598 51.4 CJ1 

<:A 

England 391.838 272. 566 69.6 46 .307 H.S 56,671 16, 294 67 .. 8 
Scotland 163.588 96 .710 59 .. 1 31.062 19 .. 0 29.992 5.824 55.6 

Ireland 394.845 278,889 70.6 48.576 12.() 47.353 19.997 69.3 

Norway 191,248 135. 482 70.8 23. 298 12.2 26.173 6.295 69.7 
Sweden 326. 663 235.680 72.1 39. 475 12.1 41.881 9. 627 71.1 
Denmark l07. 1l23 80.1911 75.3 12.267 11. 4 10,808 3. 437 74.3 

. Germany 813.294 588,1295 72.3 108,098 13.3 87,696 29, 205 70.4 
Poland 656. 348 363.922 55. 4 110,597 16.9 169. 496 12,333 55.1 

I taly 986.531 545.729 55.3 119,191 12.1 299.015 22 .596 ~4.6 
Greece 125. 619 62. 649 49.9 22.701 18.1 36.516 3.753 9.5 
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a percentage of naturalization much higher than Canada' s, e.g. Denmark, 

Norway, Germany and Ireland in particular. Reference to year-0f-immi­

gration information9 indicates that these are countries from which principal 

emigration to United States took place at a relatively early date. But 

simpl -, to note that the Canadian-born are newer arrivals does not give us 

the only reason for laxity in naturali zation, i .e. we have already noted 

that French-Canadian-born migrants show less propensity to naturalize even 

though they have been eligible for considerable time. The probable reason 

is that very many Canadians go to the United Stut~s with the expectation of 

returning to Canada - the French Canadians are particularly so inclined. 

The ease of border movement between Canadians and Americans makes this a 

stronger desire with Canadians than it could possibly be with immigrants 

from Europe and Asia. It must be pointed out also that beoause Canada is a 

country which is continuing to send immigrants on a relatively large scale 

her percentage naturalized will continue to show lower than those countries 

which have caased to be heavy contributors to the United States population. 

8. AGE OF THE CANADIAN STOCK: 

(a ) General Analysis: 

The classification of the age groups of a population is a most 

important statistical reoord. For example, if the population is found to 

contain many young and few old people it can be said to be a growing 

population; a high proportion of young adults means high birth rate and 

high economic productivity. Age group statistics are necessary for the 

proper interpretation of information pertaining to education, marriage and 

occupation. A country which is seeking to establish an immigration policy 

9t.E. Truesdell, op. cit., p. 95, Table 36. 



Table 15 - - White Population of Ca~dian Stock in the United States.By Age. with Data for Total 
Population. etc.: 1930 

Can a d ian S t 0 c k 
Population of the 

N u m b e r Per c e n t Unite~ ~t~t~s~P~r cent 
- -Cana-- Cana=- - Cana- Foreign ... 

Age Total dian Canadian Total dian dian par- Total born Native 
born Parentage born entage white White en 

en 

All Ages 3.337.345 1.278.421 2,058.924 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0 100.0 

Under 5 years 183.489 8.823 174.666 5. 5 0. 7 8.5 9. 3 0. 2 10. 5 
5 to 9 years 211,962 35,887 176.075 6. 4 2. 8 8. 6 10. 3 1.0 11.4 

10 to 14 years 234,499 51,090 183.409 7.0 400 8.9 9~8 1.3 10;9 
15 to 24 years 555,339 153,745 401,594 16. 6 12.0 19.5 18. 3 800 19.5 
25 to 44 yea.rs 1,136,661 415.958 720,703 34.1 32. 5 35.0 29 . 4 42.1 27 ,, 6 
45 to 64 years 762,811 427.095 335.716 22.9 33.4 16. 3 17.4 35.3 15,, 3 
65 and over 251.189 185.155 66.034 7. 5 14.5 3.2 5.4 12.0 4. 7 
Unknown 1.395 668 727 • 0 . 0 e. 1 • ••• 0.1 0.1 0.1 
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will pay particular attention to the age of immigr ant s in order to assure 

for example t hat no relief burden will be pl a ced on t he state or that 

there will be no surpl us of the working age group amongst the immigrants 

which might compete with the native working force. In addition, a proper 

knowledge of age statistics f acilitates prediction of future trends, 

especially in these daya of controlled mi aration to Canada and the United 

States. 

For our particular purpose in this study, age classifi cation is 

important. The age statistics of the Canadian-born in the United States 

are, however, not as good a base for prediction as they mi ght be. This 

is because of the continuing movement of Canadian-born into the United 

States for permanent residence and because of t he fluctuat ing traffic . 

Truesdell emphasized (p. 121) that the age composition of the 

Canadian stock as a whole di ffers from that of the total population of the 

United States mainly in that it contains relatively fewer children under 

fifteen and appreciably more persons in the age periods beyond twenty-five. 

Table 15 shows the basic age composition of the Canadian stock 

as a whole in the United States. The salient features are a s follows. 

(1) Of the Canadian-born, 7.5 per cent were children under fifteen years 

of age (compared wtth 2.5 per oent under fifteen years of age in the total -<_ 

foreign-born population). This is an indioation that Canadians migrate 

as families rather than as individuals; compared to the native population's 

52 .8 per cent under fifteen years a SUbstantial difference is observed. 

(2 ) In the age group f i fteen to t wenty-four years, the percentage of 

Canadian-born followed the same trend as the under fift een group. (3) In 

the forty- five to sixt y-four age group, the percentage 55. 4 i s a little 

lower than the percentage of 55.5 for t he whole foreign-born white. (4) At 

sixty-five years and over the percentage was 14.5 again somewhat higher than 

the 12.0 percentage of the foreign-born whites. 
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The age distribution of the second generation of Canadi an stock is 

mor e nearly that of the normal r esident populat ion although the percentage 

of children was smaller . and t he age group twenty-five to forty-four sub­

stantially l ar ger. 

Truesdell (op. cit ., p.125) gives a very complete tabl-e concerning 

the age data for the Canadian stock classified as French and English and by 

sex. The important point revealed by the figures is that the French. 

Canadian-born, oddly enou h, show a smaller percentage of children under 

fifteen years of age than the English-Canadian- born - 5.9 as compared to 

8.1; al so a smaller percentage of fifteen to twenty-four - 10.0 as compared 

to 12.5 . I n t he age groups t wenty-five to sixty-four there is a slightly 

higher percentage of French t han English and practicall y the same percentage 

of sixty-f ive years and over. The differenoes between males and females 

in the va r i ous age groups in Canadian~Born and Canadian .parentage categories 

is relatively small. This observation holds for t he two r acial stocks. 

The principal changes in the a ~e composition of the Canadian-born population 

of the United States are a marked decrease of the percentages between 

twenty and forty-nine years of age in t he period between 1910 and 1950, and 

a considerable increase in the ages from fifty years upwards. During this 

time the Canadian-born population has been a relatively static group subject 

to increasing age , i .e. there have been iusufficient immigrants in the 

younger ages to offset the effe cts of advances against mortality. 

(b) The Canadian-Born in Canada and the United States by Age: 

According to Truesdell, (op. cit., p. 127) the most striking difference 

in age distribution between the Canadian-born in Canada and the Canadian-
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born in the United States is the very much l arger percentage of children 

in the former than in the l atter . In 1931, 58.8 per oent of the Canadian 

born in Canada were under fift een years of age as compared with 7.5 

per oent of the Canadian-born in the United States . Beginning with age 

twenty-five , however, the situation was reversed, the percentage i n each 

subsequent age group being higher for the Canadian-born in t he Uni ted 

States than for those who remained i n Canada . This ' then is onoe again 

an indication of the relatively little immigration from Canada to the 

United States in the 1900-1950 period . Consequently, the Canadian-born 

in the United States increased appr eciably in average age, while the 

Canadian-born remaining in Canada were added to by the birth of thousands 

of children each year. 

It is of some interest to note relativel y little difference in 

the 1951 age distribution of the Canadian-born in Canada and i n t he United 

states . This was a change from 1910 at which time the percentages of 

females amongst t he Canadian-born i n the United Stat es was appreciably 

higher in all the age periods up to thirty-five years and appr~ciably 

smaller in all the l ater age periods. This l atter situation might be 

said to 'be anot her manifestation of the Great Emigration from Canada 

1880~1896 and particul arl y of the movement of French-Canadians to New 

Engl and where the demand had arisen f~r year round rather than seasonal 

workers. 

The number of males per hundred f emales in the whole number of 

Canadian-born white persons in the Unit.ed States deoreased from 101.5 

i n 1910 to 93. 3 in 1930. The decrease i n the sex ration, which represents 

an increase in the relat ive number of femal es was most marked in t he ages 

from thirty-fi ve years upwards. By cont rast , the sex ratio f or the 



Table 16 -- Relation Between Survivors of Canadian Born who were in the United States in 1910 and 
Number Enumerated in 1930. By Age 

(A minus sign denotes exces s of "survivors" over enumera ted) 

Age in 1910 Population Survivors From Enumerated Gain Over 
( Years) 1910 Af!.e In 1910 to 1930 in 1930 Survivors 

1930 
Male Female (Yea1rs) Male Female t>iale F~ma1e Male Female 

Under 5 7.073 7.009 20 to 24 6 ,612 6.596 41,140 50.7.37 34.528 44 .141 
5 to 9 12,083 12~171 25 tb 29 11,338 11.1+64 49 .411 53,941 38,073 42 ,477 en 

10 to 14 16.712 17.280 30 to 31+ 15,450 16.024 47.633 51,592 32,183 35.568 <:0 

15 to 19 27 .065 30.486 35 to 39 ~4,540 27,750 48 ,352 54,454 23.812 26,704 
20 to 24 46 .696 . 53,944 lW to 44 41,455 48.257 52.728 57 .347 . 11,273 9.590 

25 to 29 57.704 63.912 115 to 49 49.773 56,107 53.264 59,928 3. 491 3.821 
30 to 34 64.716 67 ,496 50 to 54 53.643 57.619 58',221 62,250 4.578 4,631 
35 to 39 66.484 64.868 55 to 59 52.088 52. 973 51,966 51,3!S6 -122 -1.587 
40 to 44 64.758 60.941 60 to 64 46,479 46.235 45,066 45.014 -1. 413 -1,221 
45 to 49 64 .948 59 .080 65 tb 69 40,450 39.519 40 ,293 40.178 - 157 659 

50 to 54 54.097 48.112 70 to 74 26.893 26,241 25.960 26.311 - 933 70 
54 to 59 39,173 35.259 75 to 79 13.687 13.904] 60 to 64 31.253 28.045 80 to 84 6.397 6.644 24 848 27. 565 -2.982 4,182 
65 to 69 22.496 20.194 85 to 89 . 2,093 2.209 ' 
70 to 74 13,424 12.414 90 to 94 5.653 626 



60 

Canadian-born i n Canada showed relatively l ittle change. This could 

conceivably mean that number s of the Canadian-born males in the United 

States had returned to Canada for war service and had not returned afte r 

the war. Such being the case, their r emaining in Canada may have served 

to counter act the loss of manpower during the war with consequent effect 

on t he sex ratios. 

Table 16 shows the relation between the estimated survivors of 

t he Canadian-born enumerated in 1910, classified by age, and t hose 

enumerated in 1950. The important point here is revealed when the 

estimated number of survivors is compared with the number of pe rsons in 

the correspondin a aae groups, as enumerated in 1950. It becomes apparent 

t hat t here had been a l ar ge net immigr ation of persons who we~e below the 

age of thirty-five i n 1950, since at each age below thirty-five t he number 

of pe rsons enumerated exceeded t he exp ect ed number of survivors. On 

t he other hand, in 1930 among males thirty-five years and over, the expectdd 

number of sur vivor s exceeded the number actually enumerated" indicating 

a net 10s8 of popul at ion i n t hese ages thr ough the return of some of the 

ol der male immigr ants to Can"da. The tendency of t he older females to 

return was less pronounced, except i n the 55-44 age group. 

(c) Urban and Rural Areas, 

Truesdel l t s figures (pp. 134- 5) ElhoVI t he differences in age 

d:i.stribution as between urban and rural areas . His general comment ie 

that there were proportionately fewe r old people i n t he urban areas t han 

in the rural non-farm or in the r ural f arm. Also, contraI"J to expectations 

the percentage of children under fi f t een was about the same. The con­

clusion to be emphas zed is that these fi gures show the effect of the 

migration to t he cit i es of person~ in the earlier working ages. This is 

further clar ified by his note that i n the urban populati on, 54.5 per cent 



Table 17 -- Sex Ratios for the White Canadian Stock.French & Eng1ish,by Age.for Urban & Rural Areas: 1930 

All Canadian Stock Canadian Born Canadian Parentage 
Area and Age Total French English Total French English Total French English 

Uni ted Sta tes 95.2 100.1 9209 93.3 102.3 89.9 96.4 99.0 95.0 
Under 15 years 102.2 101. l.\. 102.7 990 1 95. 4 100.3 102.8 102.1 103.3 
15 to 24 years 94.1 : 950 4 9305 86.5 89.6 8505 97.2 97.0 97.3 
25 to 44 years 91 0 2 97.3 88.4 91.0 100.7 87 00 91.4 95.6 89.2 
45 to 64 years 95.8 104.1 92.4 95. 4 105. 4 91.1~ 96.4 102.6 93.6 
65 and over 97.5 110" 7 92.4 96.9 112.1 91.2 99 .. 2 106.9 95.9 

Urban 90.7 96.0 88.1 88 .. 4 97.4 8409 92 .. 3 95.2 90.6 
Under 15 years 101. 4 100.6 101~8 97.1 93. 4 99.0 102.1 101.4 102.6 
15 to 24 years 89.1 90. 8 88.2 82 .. 3 84 .. 6 8106 92.2 9206 91. 9 
25 to 44 years 88.3 9401 85.5 89.3 98. 4 850 6 87.7 91.9 85.3 (» 

~ 

45 to 64 years 89. 6 98.1 85.7 89.7 100.0 85.3 89.4 95.6 86.4 
65 and. over 83.9 98.9 7718 gil. 1 100 .. 9 77.4 83.3 92.5 79. 4 

Rural-Nonfarm 103.2 109.7 100.3 106.4 117.2 102.2 101. 6 106.4 99.3 
Under 15 years 104.0 103.3 10403 102.2 99.5 103.0 104. 2 10307 104.6 
15 to 24 years 100.5 104.3 9807 96.8 102.2 94.6 101. 6 104.8 99.9 
25 to 44 years 97.9 107.0 93.8 99.1 110.8 9309 970 4 105.3 93.8 
45 t o 64 years 107.9 107.7 lO3l 9 111.2 122.9 106.9 104.6 113.0 101.0 
65 and. over 113.8 128.7 108~4 116.8 136.4 110.3 107.7 115.9 104.1 

Rural-farm 118.8 127.7 116.1 123. 4 138.1 119.5 116.9 123.8 114.7 
Under 15 years 105.8 105.6 105.9 108.1 107 .. 3 108 .. 3 105.5 105.4 105.5 
15 to 24 years 131.3 13905 128.8 12801 136.7 125. 4 132.2 140.3 129.7 
25 to 44 years 107.5 118.5 10402 97. 4 113.3 92.0 110.4 120,,4 107.7 
45 to 64 years 121.1 135.8 117.0 122.7 141.2 118.2 119.9 132.5 116 .. 1 
65 and over 158.8 17b.3 153.9 159 .. 1 188.7 152.11 158.1 160.0 157. 4 
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were from twenty-five to forty-four years old; and 32.6 per cent from forty­

f ive t o sixty-four . In the r ural fann population, only 19.9 per cent were 

between twenty-five and forty-four years of age, and 39.0 per cent were 

from forty-five to sixty-four. These l atter flgures indicate t hat t he 

more r ecent youthful immigrants from Canada to the United States had gone 

to the cities and that the f arm popul ation was growing older. 

(d) Sex Ratios by Age: 

The purpose of the accompanying t able - #17 - is t o present t he 

number of males per hundred f emales in the Cana di an stock, by age, for 

urban and rural areas . In the ent i re Canadian stock in 1950 there were 

95 , 2 males for every hundred females. The chief source of the. excess of 

females was t he Engl ish-Canadi an stock, with a r at io of 92.7 compared with 

t he French-Canadian 100.1.' In a normal stable popul ation t his excess of 

females would be concentrated in the higher ages but in t his case t he 

concentration was i n the fifteen t o twenty-four age group . In addition 

the excess of f emales was confi ned al most entirely to the popul ation 

resident in urban areas, i. e . among the Canadian-born of all ages there 

was a ratio of 88.4 mal es per hundred females in the urban areas compared 

with 125.4 on the f a rm. 

By way of general expl anation of this phenomenon we note t hat the 

cities offer office and factory work which draws the females fromt he 

farm where in reality t hey a re not needed as badl y as ar e the males. 

However , the distinctio .• is so clear, that to account for i t we must 

further assume t hat women left Canada in l arger nllnlbe rs than men to seek 

employment in Unit ed St ates cities. Truesdell in this regard warns t hat 

this assumption can be made only fo r t he English-Canadian popUlation since 

the sex distribution of all Fr ench-Canadi ans i n the United St ates is 

nearly even. 
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9 . THE M RI TAL SrrATUS OF THE CANADIAN STOCK: 

A general statement on t he conjugal condi tion of t he Canadi an 

stook in the Unit 'ad s t ates (Truesdell OP e cit. , p. 167) i ndicates that t he 

condition differs very little from the correspondi ng distribution of t he 

entir e population of the United ~ tates. This despite the fact that the 

Canadian element is considerably ol der, its median age being 33.5 as 

compared with 26.4 years for the total population . The marital status 

statistics of the L1~igrant aroup can be an important cr±terion as t o the 

permanency of the migration and may also indi cate t he degree or ease of 

assimilabil ity. 

'1'he accompanying figure - 117 - shows the classificat ion of the 

Canadian stock by mar H al status. Of the whol e number of males Canadian 

stock fifteen years old <..r!d over in the Unit ed states in 1930 , . 32 .2 per cent 

were single, 61 . 4 per cent mar ried, 5.0 per cent widowed, and 1.3 per cent 

divorced. For the t otal Unite States population, the corresponding 

figures are 34 .1, 60.0, 4.6 and 1 .1.10 Of the whole number of female s of 

Canadian stock fifteen years old and over, 26.3 per co t were single, 61.0 

per cent married, 11. 2 per cent were widowed and 1.4 per cent divorced . 

Corresponding percent ages of the female population of United sta.tes as a 

whole were 26.4, 61.6, 11.1 and 1.3. 

Comparison of the male an f emale percentages reveals that the 

percent age single for males i s somewhat hi O'he r t han t hat for females . The 

percentage married is nearly the same while the percentage of f ema.les 

widowed is almost double that of the males. ' This l utter fact is indicative 

that marriage is more often broken by the husband's death because of the 

lOr.. E. 'l'ruesdell, op. cit., p . 168 f or t he United States figure s 
used i n t his par agr aph. 
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greater longevity of women as compared with men and the later age at 

which men tend to marry. 

One would expect also that since there are relatively f ew Canadian-

born in the younger ages the percentage single in this group would be 

less than that of the second generation Canadian stock. This hypothesis 

is proven by the figures indicating that only 24.0 per cent of the Canadian-

born males fifteen years and over were single as compared with 38.4 per 

cent in the second generation of Canadian stock, and 34.1 per cent in the 

total population of the United States. The corresponding female statistics 

are 31.0 as compared to 28.4 per cent.11 

The most extreme differences were in the percentages widowed, i.e. 

for the Canadian-born compared to the second generation the ~gures were 

7.4 to 5.2 for males and 16.4 to 7.1 for females. The high percentage for 

widowed females explains the relatively low percentage married. 

(a) Urban and Rural Areas: 

Having noted that there was an excess of females in the urban areas, 

one fnight expeot that marital status figures would reveal greater numbers 

of single girls in the oities, and the smaller number in the farm areas. 

This i s proven an accurate expectation with the percentages of females sing~ 

being given as urban 28.3; rural non-farm 20.9, and rural far,m 18.6. 

10. ILLITERACY IN THE CAN ADIAN STOCK: 

\~en one remembers that generally speaking the immigration and 

naturalization l aws of the United States demand literacy the importance of 

this concept is realized. Moreover one could expect' that if the immigrant 

population were literate then assimilibility is made easier. According 

to the United States Census, one is illit,erate if he is unable to both 

llL.E. Truesdell, Ope cit., pp. 169-70 for statistics quoted in this 
section. 



Table 18 -- Illiteracy Among Persons of White Canadian Stock 10 Years Old a~~ Over, French and 
Hnglish. By Sex: ' 1930 

TOT A L FRE U CH El~ GLISH 

Illiterate Illiterate Illiterate 

Cla.ss and Sex Number Number Per Cent Numb~r Number Per Cent Number Number Per Cent 

All Canadian s tock 2,941,894 57.247 1 .. 9 957.650 48.303 5 .. 0 1.984,244 ,8.944 0.5 ()) 

Male 1.427,190 31.461 2.2 478.306 26.147 5.5 948,884 5,314 0.6 0) 

Female 1..514. 704 , 25. 786 1. 7 479.341+ 22,156 4.6 1,035,360 3.630 0.4 

Ca.nadian Born ,1,233,711 40. ~68 3.3 360.724 35.760 9.9 872.987 4.908 0.6 
Male 594,661 21,549 3.6 182,590 18.698 10.2 412.071 2,851 0.7 
Female 639.050 ' 19.119 3.0 178.134 17,062 9.6 460.916 2.057 0.4 

Canadian Parentage 1,708,183 16,579 10 0 596~926 12, 543 2.1 1,111,257 4.036 0.4 
Male 832,529 9.912 1.2 295.716 7,449 2.5 536.813 2.463 0.5 
Female 875.654 6,667 O.B 301,210 5,094 1.7 574,441~ 1.573 0.3 
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read and write. Table 18 summarizes the data on illiteracy of the Canadian 

stock in the United States. The figures reveal t hat 1.9 per cent of the 

total were illiterate, i.e. among the approximately three million persons 

ten years old and over in the Canadi an stock, some 57,000 were unable to 

read and wr ite. Further investigation reveals t hat illiteracy is higher 

among the Canadian- born than amongst those persons born in t he United 

Stat es of Canadian parentage ; 5.3 compared to 1.0 per cent. This is 

expl ained by the observed older age grouping of the Canadi an-born, i. e. the 

general rule is that illiteracy is always higher among older persons. 

Of some special concern is t he fact that of the French-Canadian­

born, 9.9 per cent were returned as illiterate as compared to p.S per cent 

of the English.Canadian-born. The percentage of illiteracy for English~ 

Canadians compares favourably with the percentage of i lliteracy among the 

total native population, i .e. O.S compared to 1.8. Truesdell f ound 

(op. cit. , p. 180) that the percentage of i l l iteracy amongst the males in 

the Canadi an stock in 1930 was appreciably higher than amongst. the females, 

i.e. 2.2 per cent compared to 1.7 per cent. 

In regard to t he ability of the French-Canadian-born to speak 

English, it was found that even t hough there were more illit erate males 

the men had greater ability to speak English.12 Those who were unable to 

speak English were practically all Canadian-born. Thus a high pe rcentage 

of second gener at ion French-Canadians speakin~ English is an i ndication 

that the French-Canadians in the United States rapidly learn the l anguage 

despite the tendency of the French-Canadians t o settle in blocs. In the 

Province of Quebec itself, onl y 59 .0 per cent of the French population 

s poke English in 1930 while 81.8 per cent of the French outside Quebec 

spoke the language . This is an indication that conditions in the provinces 

12L.E. Truesdell, op. cit., p. 192. 



FIGURE 8 

CANADIAN-BORN WORKERS, FRENCH AND ENGLISH, ALL WORKERS IN 

16 SELECTED STATES, BY SOCIAL ECONOMIC GROUPS: 1910 

SOCIAL ECONOMIC GROUP 
f.:.!:::l I 

1 PROFESSIONAL PERSONS 1 
11 .L 1 1 1 

2(a) FARMERS (OWNERS & TENANTS) 

2 (b) WHOLESALE & RETAIL DEALERS 

2(c) OTHER PROPRIETORS 

. 3 CLERKS ETC. 
". '0(' .: ... •. : •. • / :.: ....:-- : • • :: 

4 SKILLED WORKERS & FOREMEN I 
- : ., . , •• ~ 1o ~ ..... I . " •• "'/ " , ....... . ..... ' ~' I .... ,' .. _ •••• -.. •• ~ 

Sea) SEMI SKILLED WORKERS (Mfg.) I 

S(b) OTHER SEMI SKILLED WORKERS 

6(a) FARM LABOURERS 

6(b) FACTORY & CONSTRUCTION 
LABOURERS 

6(c) OTHER LABOURERS 

6(d) SERVANT CLASSES 

.;,: I. \',;.," r.J 
.L 

~ I 
-.,-: . .......... " "" j 

1 
.' ". ,";"" r • ... . ,' 

~ Fr.-Can. Born 

~ Eng.-Can. Born 

P All Workers in 16 Stat es 

68 



69 

outside of Quebec are similar to those under w' ich t he French-Canadians in 

the United States live. One feels that the Canadian internal migration 

trends during War II will show results in the 1951 census, i. e. that more 

French-Canadians in Quebec will have learned to speak English. 

11. CANADIAN-BORN VlORKERS I N THE UN-ITED STATES BY OCCUPATION : 

The best available study of the occupational distri bution of 

Canadian~born workers is that which divides t hem into twelve 80cial-

economic groups. The area deal t with is that of the sixteen Sttes 

having one per cent or more of the 1910 population Canadtan-born}3 (It 

is felt t hat conditions affecting choice of occupation are not radically 

different today.) The results are depicted in Figure 8 an may be commented 

upon as · follows. In the professional group 5. 3 per cent of the Canadian-

born workers were found . This compares with 5.2 per cent of the native 

workers. Only 8.6 per cent of the Canadian-bor n workers were farmers 

compared with 15.9 per cent of native while workers. The general state-

ment again holds t rue that che Canadian-born in the United states are 

found mainly i n urban areas, ~ith v~ry few in any part Qf the South, 

where relatively l ar ge proportions of all \'~orkEirs are engaged in agriculture. 

In the "Wholesale and Retail Dealers" group, 5. 2 per eent of the 

Canadian-born compare with 3.9 per cent of all the native workers. 

"Other Propr ietors, managers and officials", 4. 7 per cent oompar ed with 

4.0 per cent. In the "Clerioal ll group 9. 9 per cent Canadian-born to 

13.0 per cent of the native born. "Skilled workers and foremen fl 18.4 

per cent compared to 14.6 per cent. "Semi-skilled wo rkers in manufac-

turing" shows the greatest divergence, i.e. 19i:3 Canadian-born to 14 .. 9 

13' hese stat es were Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusettes, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Michigan, Minnesota, North Dakota , 
Montana, Idaho, Nevada , Washington, Oregon and California. 



Tabl e 19 -- White Canadian Families in the United States. French and English. by ~enure of Home and 
by Residence (Urban or Rural). wi th Data for .lI.Il F.amilies: 1930 

All Foreign- Born 
Tenure and All Canadian French Cana- Engli sh Cana- All families in White Families 
Re sidence Families dian fami lies dian Families Unit ed States in United States 

Per Per Par Per Per 
Number Cent Number Cent Nllillber Cent Number Cent Number Cent 

Al l Families 460.731 100.0 141.118 100.0 319 .613 10v/OO 29.904.663 100.0 5.736~ 491 100*0 -..'I 

O"mers 222,265 - 48.2 61 .227 43 .. 4 161 .038 50 .. 4 11~.OO2.074 46.8 2.968.707 21•8 0 

Tenants 232.169 50.4 73 .215 55.4 15(..954 48.2 1? 319.817 51. 2 2. 690 ,300 6.9 
Tenure Unknown 6 . 297 1 .. 4 1,676 1.2 .1,621 1,,4 582.772 1.9, 77.484 1,,4 

Families Living In 
Urban areas 384 ,169 75.6 lly .721 78.5 237.448 74.3 17.372.524 58 .1 4 .535.603 79.1 
Rural-Nonfarm 74.031 16.1 21.883 15 .. 5 52 .148 16.3 5.927.502 19.8 689.999 12.0 
Rural-farm 38,531 8.4 g.514 6.0 3a .017 9 /0 4 6.604,637 22.1 510 .889 8.9 



Table 20 -- White Canadian Familie$ in the United States, French and English, by Tenure of Home. 
for Urban and Rural Areas: 1930 

U RB AN RURAL Rura.l - Farm PER CENT OF TOTAL 
No·nfarm 

Rural 
Per Per Per Non- Rura l 

Cla ss and Tenure Number Cent Number Cent Number Cent Urban farm Farm 

All Canadian famil ies 348,1·69 100.0 74,031 100.0 38.531 100.0 75.6 16.1 8.4 
Owners 147,252 42.3 44 ;530 60. 2 30 .1~83 7901 66.3 20;0 13. 7 
Tenants 196,879 56.5 28.408 ~8 l~ 6,882 17 .. 9 84.8 12.2 3.0 -..J . . 
Tenure Unknown 4,038 1 .. 2 1,093 1.5 1,166 3 .. 0 61t.1 17.4 18.5 ~ 

Fr ench 110,721 100.0 21 1 g83 100 .. 0 8, 511~ lOO.d 78 .. 5 15.5 6.0 
Owners 42,779 38 .. 6 11 . 556 52 .. 8 6,892 80.9 69.9 18.9 11:3 
Tenants 66,778 60 .. 3 10 .01+3 45.9 1.394 16 .. 4 85.4 12.8 1.8 
T~nure Unknown l,16~ 1 .. 2 284 1.3 228 2.7 69.5 . 16.9 13.6 

English 237. 448 100.0 52 ,148 100.0 30.017 100.0 7l.t·.3 16.3 9.4 
Owners 104,473 44 .. 0 32,914 63.2 23.591 78.6 64 .. 9 20.5 14.6 
Tenants 130 ,101 54 .. 8 18.365 35.2 5.488 18.3 84.5 11.9 3 .. 6 
T enure Unknown 2,874 1.2 809 1.6 938 3.1 62.2 17.5 20.3 
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nati ve. Most of this Canadian-born group was French-Canadian. In the 

"Unskilled" gl70up the percentages are comparable and nearly so in the 

nOther l abourers" group. In the servant classes were found 5.7 per 

cent of the Canadian-born workers as compared with 7.1 per cent of all 

workers in the sixteen states concerned. 

In summary, this classificat·on indicates that appreciably l arger 

proportions of the Canadian-born than of the total number of native workers 

are found 1n skilled and semi~skilled oocupations and correspondingly 

smaller proportions in unskilled occupations and domestic service. The 

percentage of Canadian workers listed as farm l abourers is about half that 

shown for all native workers in t he sixteen States being surveyed. The 

peroentage of Canadian-born factory workers is higher. 

12. CANtJ)IAN FAMILIES BY TENURE AND VALUE ON RENT OF HOME : 

·Another statistical conoept for appraising the position of the 

Canadian stock in the United states is to utilize t he classification by 

tenure of home. The United states Census would define "family" as a 

group of persons related b$ blood, marriage or adoption. Of quite some 

importance is the definition given for a "home" i.e. the living quarters 

occupied by a Jm1ly. This means then that the number of homes is always 

the same as the number of families; a home is fIow-nedl! in the Census report 

only if it i s owned wholly or in part by any related member of the family. 

Reference should be made to Tables 19 and 20 for olassification 

of Canadian families b ,l tenure and for comparison with the figures for 

all f amilies in the United states. These figures reveal that 48.2 per 

cent of the Canadian families in the United States lived in their own 

homes as compared to 46.8 per cent of all United States families and 

51.8 per cent of all foreign born white families. An effect of the majority 
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of the French Canadian families living in the cities is apparent from these 

figures, i.e. they have a lower percentage of ownership, 43.4 per cent 

of French-Canadian families as compared to 50.4 per cent English-Canadian 

families. This is in keeping with the general trend toward lower per-

centage of ownership in cities and higher percentage of ownership in 

rural areas and especially on farms. Of the whole number of Canadian 

families 75.8 per cent lived in urban areas, 18.1 percent in rural 

non-farm and 8.4 in rural farm areas. The corresponding figures for 

United States families are 58.1; 19.8 and 22.1. The obvious conc.+usion 

is that Canadians are attra.cted urbanwards to a greater degree than a.re 

United States familieso This is a correct assumption but not correct to 

the extent that these figures imply since the United States family 

statistics include the Southern states in which the Canadian population 

is scarce. 

13. CANADIAN FAMILIES I N THE UNITED STATES BY SIZE AND BY NUMBER OF CHILDREN: 

Statistics presented by Truesdell (pp.258-40) indicate that 

of the whole number of Can ... cij.an familLas in thtl- United States, the--ErlJSlish­

Canadian families were materially smaller than the French-Canadian; that 

the families in rural non-farm areas were somewhat smaller than those 

in urban areas because of the preponderance of one and two person families; 

that the rural farm families are slightly larger than the urban. The 

most important observations for our purpose is tha.t in average or medium 

size, t he French-Canadian families were appreciabl y larger than f amilies 

in the entire population of the United states, and the English-Canadian 

families somewhat smaller. The percentage of both French and English-

Canadian families without chil dren under ten years old was l arger than the 

corresponding percenta.17e of all f amilies in the United states. The 
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probable reason for this la~ter is t he higher age of the Canadian heads 

of f amilies$ i.e. the average age of any i l"JIligrant populatiol), tends to be 

considerably higher than that of the total resident population. 



PART 3 
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FI GURE 9 

POPULATION OF CANADA- BORN IN SELECTED COUNTRIES, 1951 
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THE AMERICAN.BORN IN CANADA 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The Canadian Census for 1951 gives the total population of 

Canada as 10,076,786 of whom 8,069,261 (77.8 per ce.nt ) were Canadian­

born and 2,307,525 (22.2 per cent) were born in other countries. Of 

this latter figure, England contributed 7.0 per cent, the United States 

3.5, Scotland 2.7, Ireland 1.5, other British territory 0.4 and other 

foreign countries 7.5 per cent. When it is noted that the Canadian 

Census defines Foreign-Born as those born outside of the British Common­

wealth, then it may be realized that inD5l the American-born made up 

50.7 per cent of the foreign-born, i.e. more than twice as many as any 

other foreign nation. Figure 9 graphically portrays the immigrant 

contribution from selected countries. 

We shall have occasion to analyze the American-born element in 

Canada as we did the Canadian-born element initllLUniL-e~St.ates,- i-.e.­

by age, sex, conjugal condition, etc. However, our main purpose will be 

to attempt to determine the distribution of the American-born in Canada. 

The result of this will be to portray in broad terms their mingling with 

the native population. 

Distribution, as Coats and Maclean point out, (p. 3) has three 

applications: (1) the distribution of the irnmigrants by areas, Le. their 

political effect, (2) their distribution by popUlation group, i.e. their 

social effeft, (5) their distribution by occupation, i.e. their economic 

effect . 

The distribution must be partially attributed to such non- . 
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TABLE 21 

THE AMERICAN- IBORN POPULATION OF CANADA: 1641-1931 

T~\:"':" " ·'1 
,; 

YEAR CANADA P.E.I. N.S. N.B. QUEBEC ONT. MAN . SASK. ALTA. B.C. YUK. N.W.T. 

1841 49,000 150 * * * 32, 809 ••• ••• • ••••• • •• • ••• • •••• • ••• • ••• • •••• 
1851 63,000 550 * * 12,452 43,732 ••• • •• • •• • ••• • •• •• • ••• • ••• ' ...... 
1861 70,000 530 1,950 5,050 15,648 50,758 ••• • ••• • •••• • ••• • ••• . ... ,. 
1871 65, 000 350 2,239 4,088

1 

14,714 43,406 ••• •••• ...... • ••• • ••• . .... ' 
1881 77, 753 809 3,004 5,108 19,415 45,454 1,752 •••• • •••• 2,295 • ••• . .... -.' 
1891 80,915 582 5,258 4,278 18,524 42,702 5,003 710 1,251 6,587 •••• • •••• 
1901 127,899 764 4,594 5,477 28,405 44,175 6,922 2,705 11,172 17,164 6,707 14 
1911 505,680 829 4,802 5,766 29,843 55,676 16,528 69,628 81,557 57,548 1,891 12 
1921 5.24,022 1,215 7,016 8,268

1 

42,122 70,729 21,644 87,617 99,879 54,926 557 46 
1951 544,574 1,580 7,222 8,794 49,406 72,525 17,905 75,008 78,959 54,706 526 145 

*Columns 4, 5 and 6 for 1841 ShOUldl have same quantities appearing in them, i.e. 49 , 000 - 150 - 32,809 
15,041 . However, the unre1iabimity of the data as to the distribution amongst N.S . , N. B., and 
Quebec of this 16, 041 portion of the American-born popUlation makes it advisable to present the 
table in this form. 

...;J 

...;J 
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measurable factors as the spirit of gregariousness, of enterprise and 

adventure of the American-born in Canada. A more" measurable factor is 

their capacity to spread, e.g. if there are many more thousands of 

American-born residing in Canada than Dutch-born, then it may be said 

that the former have a greater capacity to spread. However, if we note 

than an element of the popul ation has the capacity to spread and does not 

do so, then we conclude that there is no necessity for it to spread. 

The concepts of capacity and necessity may be illustrated by 

reference to the French-Canadian population. This group is great in 

number, is widely scattered, yet tends to cling together in these 

scattererl areas. Par 2 of this study attempted to classify their move­

ment as an overflow of the population, eventually over the international 

border, i.e. they have spread widely yet have tended to settle in blocs 

in the areas to which they migrated. 

A closer statistical stu~y of the American-born population will 

now be attempted and will be followed by a general statement on their 

distribution based on the statistical findings. 

2. BASIC STATISTICS OF THE AMERICAN-BORN POPU~TION OF CANADA 

(a) General Statement: 

Table 21 gives the broad story of the presence and movement of 

the American-born population of Canada. In 1841 the estimated population 

was 49,000 of whom 52,809 were in Ontario and the remainder in the 

Maritimes and the Estern Townships of Quebec . In 1851 the estimated 

figure was 65,000 and the distribUbion remained the same. The years 

1861 to 1871 showed a decline. By 1881 a regular overall Canadian Census 

was begun. The American-born population from 1871 to 1911 showed an 

increase each decade. The period from 1901 to 1911 is especially noted 



TABLE 22 

AMERICAN-BORN, NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE AND PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL IMMIGRANT POPULATION, 

CLASSIFIED BY PERIOD OF IMMIGRATION, CANADA: 1931 

Period of Total American-Born Total American-Born Total Immigr ant Population 
Immigration Total .Male Female Total Male Female Total ' Male ' Female 

Totals 544,574 175,140 169,454 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100 ~0 100.0 

1951 (5 months) 5,115 2, 598 2,517 1 .5 1. 5 1.5 0. 5 0. 5 ' 0. 6 
1926- 50 52,704 26,455 26,249 15. 4 15 . 2 15 .6 19.9 ' 20~9 ' 18. 4 
1921-25 28,787 13,906 14,881 8.4 8 .0 8.8 12. 2 li~6 13 ~O 
1916-20 42,634 20,768 21,866 12. 4 li .9 15.0 8 ~5 7 ~0 10. 4 
1911 .. 15 64, 294 52,907 51,387 18 .8 18. 9 18.6 20.6 19.9 21.6 
1901-10 102,825 55,037 47,788 30.0 31. 6 28.4 27 . 2 28 . 8 25. 2 
Pre 1901 46,547 22,614 25,733 13. 5 13. 0 14.1 li . l 11.2 10.9 

-.J 
<0 
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as a period in which this population group doubled. The American-born 

poured into the Prairie Provinces and British Columbia particularly and 

also came in greater numbers of the eastern provinoes. (Note Ontario) 

The 1921-31 decade showed a net decline of approximately 30,000 for the 

whole Dominion as a result of a heavy movement out of the West. This 

outward movement was not sufficiently counterbalanced by the return of the 

children of Canadian-born parents in the United States, a movement which 

was noted in Part 2 of this thesis and whioh again appears in the statistics 

for the American-born in Ontario and Quebec for 1921-31. 

(b) Period of Immigration: 

Reference to Table 22 indicates that the American-born have been 

longer in Canada than the total immigrant population, i.e. 43.5 per cent 

of the American-born came in prior to 1911 as compared to 38.3 per cent 

of the total immigrant population. World War I caused a noticeable drop 

in the number of American-born migrants and an even greater drop in the 

total immigrant flow, i.e. 12.4 compared to 8.5 per cent. After 1921 

the drop was more accentuated amongst the American-born. From 1926-30 

the flow again i ncreased and this can be attributed to the fact that the 

more recent migrants from United States have been the children of Canadian­

born parents. Coats and Maclean (op. cit., pp. 57-60) point out the 

increased migration to the eastern provinces 1926-30 and cite this as 

additional proof of the influx of children of Canadian parentage, i.e. 

migrating to the birth place of their parents. 

(c) The American Stock: 

The Canadian Census does not compile the number of native 

Canadians who a re children of American-born parents. However, a reliable 

figure is obtained by refer ence to vital statist i cs which since 1921 



TABLE 25 

A.MERICAN-BO~ CLASSIFIED BY NATIVITY OF PAREJrTS, CANADA AND PROVINCES: 1951 

Nativity of Parents Canada P.,E .I N.S. N.B. Quebec Ont. Mm . S&sk . Alta. B.C. Yuk . 

Total American-Born 544,574 1,580 7,222 8,794 49,406 72,525 17,905 75,008 78,959 54,706 526 

Both Parents 
Can .. -Born 66,955 8~4 5,489 4,057 26,107 15,424 2,897 5,864 4,990 5,281 50 
Br. -Born 21,605 25 578 23O 1,717 7,576 1,507 2,312 5,677 4,342 59 
For.-Born 198,842 167 1,544 2,116 12,835 52,695 10,641 57,169 61,087 20,280 569 

One or Both Parents 
Can .... Born 110,128 1,1~7 5,519 6,582 55,874 28,649 5, 188 11,296 10,703 7,560 78 
Br. or Can.-Born 144,970 1,2112 5,867 6,668 56, 507 39,661 7,211 15,645 17,851 14,212 154 

Father Can. & Mother 
Br. -Born 3,995 23 224 160 369 1,588 258 368 447 555 5 
For. - Born 19,506 130 656 1,057 4,072 5,065 1,058 2,000 2,917 1,846 25 I 

Father Br. & MOther 
co .... 

Can.-Bom 5,875 p8 248 le.59 479 2,485 558 619 660 80S 4 
For.-Born 8,510 7 99 96 564 2,076 449 1,oll 2,345 1,535 28 

Father For. & Mother 
Can.- Born 13,797 152 702 849 2,847 4,087 657 1,745 1,689 1,075 14 
Br.-Born 4,729 5 71 60 352 1,560 267 724 1,106 775 9 
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(1926 in Quebec) have been recorded in a manner which lists the parental 

nationality . To the f i gures of pre 1931, the 1951 life t ables have been 

applied to give t he probably number of native Oanadians of United States 

parent age. Ooats and Maclean give this figure as 474,200 and adding to 

this the 344,574 Ame rican-born recorded in the 1951 Census, the total 

American stock for 1931 is sai d to be 818,774. 

The theory has been advanced that the reason a proporti on of the 

American-born migrate to Canada is because of their Canadian or British 

ancestry, i.e. a desire to live under the British tradition of govern­

ment, l aw , etc. Such a theory is given considerable weight by reference 

to Table 23 which indioates that of the 544,574 American-born of 1951, 

66,953 had both parents Canadian-born, 21,605 had both parents British­

born, and 9,870 had one parent Canadian and the other British. In 

addition, approximately 33,000 had one parent Canadian and the other 

Foreign-born, and 10,000 had one parent British and the other Foreign­

born. Of the total only 199,000 had both parent~ foreign-born. Table 23 

also indicates that from Ontario east the majority of American-born 

were of Canadian or British stock. Saskatchewan and Alberta show l a r ge 

majorities of American-born of foreign stock. 

3. DISTRIBUTION BY AREAS 

Table 24 shows the geographical distribut i on of the American­

born in Canada and other Foreign-born as a comparison of their extent of 

di stribution over t he same areas of Canada . Basically, the number in 

eaoh Foreign-born group is divided by the number of counties and census 

divisions to give the average which would prevail if distribution were to 

be equal amongst all t he counties and census divisions. The population 

most closely approa ching this average is said to be t he most widely and 
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TABLE 24 

DENSITY OF DISTRIBUTION, BY BIRTHPLACE, OF THE I MMI'1RANT POPULATION OVER 

THE 221 COUNTIES AND CENSUS DIVISIONS OF CANADA : 1951 

Average Twice Over but Less but Less No 
p!r the less than More than Immi .. 

Birthplace Total County Average Twice than Half grant 
or or the Half the . the Popu-

Division More Average Average Average lation 

Total Population 10,376,786 46,954 14 56 87 84 0 

Total Immigrant 
Population 2,507,525 10,441 21 53 54 133 0 

British Isles .. -
England 725,864 3,275 17 26 39 159 0 
Ireland 107,544 487 13 20 45 . 158 5 
Scotland 279,765 1,266 16 17 46 157 5 
Wales 22,548 101 21 26 30 101 45 

United States 344,574 1,559 5~ 19 31 159 0 

Other Foreign 
Countries --

Austria 57,591 169 50 18 20 ill 42 
Belgium 17,035 77 22 16 25 122 38 
Bulgaria 1,467 7 22 15 13 47 124 
China 42,037 190 16 12 22 148 23 
Czechoslovakia 22,855 103 24 26 21 87 63 
Denmark 17,217 78 26 28 23 112 52 
Finland 50,354 137 16 15 8 128 56 
France 16-;7~~Hr - 76 22 -n 32 139 --7 
Germany 59,163 177 35 20 19 126 21 
Greece 5,579 25 16 18 17 81 89 
Holland 10,736 49 25 20 29 96 51 
Hungary 28,523 129 26 12 18 96 69 
Iceland 5,731 26 14 7 11 55 134 
Italy 42,578 193 21 7 15 155 23 _ 
Japan 12,261 55 7 1 5 62 146 
Lithuania 5,704 26 15 18 21 77 90 
Norway 32,679 148 37 16 8 116 44 
Poland 171,169 775 27 18 18 127 51 
Roumania 40,522 182 27 12 14 128 40 
Russia 114,406 518 24 20 11 143 23 
Sweden 34,415 156 36 21 8 122 34 
Switzerland 6,076 27 27 24 28 90 52 
Yugoslavia 17,110 77 26 13 13 78 91 
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best dist ributed . From this fact can be deduced the relative assimil ability 

of various nationaliti~s. If a group is found tobe non-ass i milabl e the 

reason can then be traced to the politlcal, religious or social environ-

ment of that group . 

From the table it will be seen that the Scottish are the most 

evenly spread in Canada, neither concentrating nor losing touch with one 

~n.other. Thus the Scottish range in the various sections between a 

moderately l arge number on one hand and a moderately small number on the 

other. 

The American-born while not as evenl y distributed as the Scottish-

born are more widely distributed, i.e. the table indicates that they are 

represented in every section. Remembering that the Canadian Census does 

not identify Commonwealth peoples as Foreign-born we may state that the 

American-born are the most widely distributed of all of the Foreign-born 

groups . The final general statement of this section will advanoe more 

information on the significance of t he widespread and comparatively even 

distribution of the American-born in Canada. However, it should be 

noted f rom the Coats and Maclean statistics (pp. 71-76 f that (1) Nova 

Scotia, in its southern part, increased in American-born as Canadian-born 

and their children returned from United States and as rural facilities 

in Nova Scotia improved; (2) that Quebec greatly increased its American-

born especially in the urban i ndustrialized areas around Montreal and 

Jesus Islands; (5) that the Prairie Provinces showed marked homogeneity 

and (4) that British Columbia showed an increase in the border area and 

especially in Vancouver city. THs is an indication of American business 

interests in the area and of its reputation as a health centre. 

l R.H. Coat s , M.C. Maclean, The American Born in Canada , Ryerson Press, 
Toronto 1945. Conclusions are based on 1951 census statistics. See also their 
frontpiece map of census divisions. 



TABLE 25 

AMEi.ICAN-BORN , RUHAL AND URBAN, BY SEX, AIm SEX RATIO, CLASSIFIED BY AGE GROUPS, CANADA: 1951 

Urban Local. ities 
Age Group Rural Total 50,000 1,000- Under Sex Ratio 

Urban or Over 50,.000 1,000 

Male Female I Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Rural Urban Male 

All Ages 98,991 80,045 76 ~ 149 89,589 57,599 45,980 28,598 52,699 10,152 10,710 124 85 

0- 4 2,742 2,560 2,945 2,785 1,418 1,569 1,271 1,214' 256 200 107 106 
5- 9 4,054 5~,719 4)105 5,899 1,976 1,875 1,782 1,644 547 582 109 105 

10-14 4,569 3,955 5J 879 5,797 1,924 1,814 1,604 1,586 551 597 110 102 
15-19 6,515 5,616 4J794 5, 576 2,544 2,759 1,918 2,211 532 606 li6 86 
20-24 9,889 8,518 6 ~642 9, 495 5,474 5,065 2,448 5,408 720 1,022 119 70 
25- 29 10,.495 9,.252 7~166 10,552 3,722 5,462 2,522 5,560 922 1,510 115 69 
50- 54 10,495 9, 495 7,804 10,442 5,849 5,585 2,870 5,681 1,085 1,578 III 75 
55-59 li,175 9,785 8f61 11,161 4,595 5,649 5,115 4,027 1,255 1,485 114 78 
40- 44 10,487 8,107 8 017 8,911 3,855 4,670 2,892 5, 121 1,270 1,120 129 90 
45- 49 8,844 6,577 6,911 7,067 3,408 3,735 2,460 2,515 1,045 819 159 98 
50- 54 6,458 4,599 4,955 4,956 2,465 2,605 1,709 1,719 761 614 146 100 <D 

CJ1 

55-59 4,797 5,124 3,1628 5,747 1,798 1,957 1,298 1,549 552 441 154 97 
60- 64 5,416 2,108 2,608 2,769 1,504 1,450 921 987 585 552 162 94 
65- 69 2,514 1,572 1,\656 1,775 715 875 646 642 295 256 169 95 
70- 74 1,685 988 1,192 1,556 484 667 486 502 222 187 170 88 
75- 79 852 541 

r
08 835 516 414 267 315 125 108 154 85 

80- 84 298 217 275 507 ill 147 127 129 55 51 157 89 
85- 89 95 72 74 126 25 56 57 59 12 11 129 59 
90- 94 25 15 28 45 il 18 14 22 5 5 155 62 
95-99 4 7 6 12 1 2 5 9 .. 1 57 50 

100 or over •••• 2 ... 1 ... 1 . .. . .. .. • • • • 
Not stated 52 16 19 19 8 II 8 5 3 5 200 100 
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4. AGE - SEX .. RURAL AND URBAN 

(a ) General Stat ement: 

The Canadian Census classifi ed as urban all of those members of 

the popUlation living in cities, towns or incorporated villages. The 

l aw$ of t he various provinces differ as to t he r equirements for incor-

poration and in some cases the stipul ated number of population is very 

small. This is in cotltrast t o the United Stat es Census which incl udes a s 

urban those pl aces having a populat i on of 2,500 or more, incorporated or 

unincorporated. 

Of the 544,574 kaerican-born of both sexes in Canada in 1951, 

179, 056 or 52 p.c. were in unincorporated rural areas; 20,86~ or 6 p. c. 

incorporated villages of less than one thousand; 61 , 097 or l~p.c. urban 

localities of 1,00 to 50, 000 and 85,579 or 24 p.c. in cities of 50,000 or 

over. The comparative figures for t he total Canadian popu~ on are 46 p.c. 

4 p.c ., 21 p.c. , and 29 p. c. Thus the American-born in Can- . cq:rpear to 

keep fairly well within the gene ral pattern. This 1s a nota -:Ie contrast 

with the Canadian-born in the United States, 92 p. c. of whom are in urban 

The sex distribution of the American-born by types of locality 
\ 
\ shows a greater urban tendency on the part of " females than of males. Table 

\ 

25 indicates an excess (+18,946) of rural males over rural females and an 

excess (+15,240) of urban females over urban males. In addition it may be 

seen that females gravitate to the l arger urban centres. The t able also 

supplies t he sex ratio, rural and urban. While a higher rural male r atio 

is expected to be found, one might well question why it consistently 

pr.ed-oininat es ., in the rural classification. It is possible that the females 

2R.H. Coats, M.C. Maclean, Op e cit., p. 77. 
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migrated to urban from rural areas after coming to Canada at the same time 

as the males, but this is not likely the case. The more probable cause 

lies in t he different years of immigration of the males and females. Coats 

and Maclean note (og. cit., p. 77) that in 1911 the males and females of 

the American~born in Canada numbered respectively 168,278 and 135,402 

giving a male excess of 52,876; in 1921 196,425 and 177, 597 or over the 

decade a male increase of only 28, 147 and a female i ncrease of 42,195; in 

1931 they compared as 175,140 males and 169,454 females, a male decrease 

of 21,285 and a female decrease of only 8,163. Thus between 1911 and 1931 

the males increased by 6,862 and the females by 34,032. From a1l;of this 

it may be gat hered that the American-born male moved into Canada in 

greater numbers before the a ppearance of a strong urbanizing tendency. 

The later mi grat i on of females was then to the urban centres and the 

effect on t he sex ratio has been a lasting one. 

A closer examination of the sex ratios in Table 25 indicates an 

abrupt rise at the l ate thirites for rural males only. This may be said 

to be caused by the movement of single and married females into the city. 

(b) Age Distribution: 

Coats and Maclean (oP. cit., p. 83, Table XX) offer statistics to 

show that the natives of Canada are younger than those of the United States. 

Factors contributing towards this are the relatively l ar ge proportion of 

the population of Canada formed by recently arri ved immi grants, who histor-

ically have contributed heavily to the young reproduction ages, and the 

possible contribution to the youthful age groups by young persons of 

Canadian stock tn the United States attracted t o Canada by religious and 

social ties . 

The same t able compares t he American- born i n Canada and "other 

immigrant" :population of Canada. The American-born are found to be 
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younger than the "other immigrant" population, ages up to twenty .... flve 

being in excess. Thereafter, a United States peak occurs around thirty­

five while the "other immigrant" peak occurs around forty. This is an 

indication that the American-born did not migrate to Canada in as early a 

period as the other groups. Moreover, the 1951 figures include the large 

number of American-born with Canadian parentage who settled in the Maritimes. 

This group has served to lower the average age of the American-born in Cat~da . 

5. CONJUGAL CONDITION .. VITAL STATISTICS 

An analysis of Table 26 indicates that t he American-born living in 

Canada have a larger percentage married than the white popUlation of the 

United States. The percentage of widows is greater than that of widowers 

in every classification, i.e. in the total population of Canada, in the 

immigr ant popUlation of Canada, in the American-born in Canada a.nd in the 

white population of the United States. Reasons which may be oited for 

this latter are that husbands die a.t an earlie~ age than wives and that 

widowers remarry more often. 

--'1'here- is a- higher-percentage of divorced among tlle-runerican-oorn 

in Canada than amongst the total population of Canada. The aSBumption 

that the greater part of these divorces took place before entry into 

Canada is strengthened by reference to Table 26 showing the divorce rate 

to be higher in the United States than in Canada. 

There is general agreement that t he American-born follow the 

Canadian pattern to the degree that there is a l arger proportion married 

among the urban than among the rural males, and among the rural than among 

the urban females. The implication here is that as the unmarried females 

move into the city they add to the unmarried urban and the excess from 

rural districts increases the proportion of the married female rural 

population. 
Coats and Maclean stress the fact (OD. cit. P. 101) that Americanborn 



TABLE 26 

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTIONS, BY SEX, CLASSIFIED BY CONJUGAL CONDITION, OF TOTAL POPULATION, TOTAL nnUGRANT 

POPULATION AND AMERICAN- BORN IN CANitDA 1951, AND TOTAL WHITE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES 1950 

Conjugal Total Population Immigrant Population American- Born in Total White Populat 
Condition CanaEia Canada Canada of United Stat es 

Male Female Male Female Male Female Mal e Femal e 

All classes lOO~O 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 

Single 59 . 2 55 . 4 34 . 6 25. 7 45. 2 :30 . 4 55 .1 47. 9 

Marr ied 57.8 58 . 7 61.1 ·67.4 55 . 2 6:3 . 2 42 . 8 45. 7 

Widowed 2.8 5.8 5. 6 8 . 7 5.2 6. 2 5. 2 7. 5 

Divorced 0. 1 0.1 0. 2 0. 2 0 .3 0. 2 0. 8 0 . 9 

Not stated 0.2 0·.1 0. 6 0.1 0 .1 .... 0.1 0.1 

CD 
(() 
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TABlE 27 

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MARRIAGES OF AND LEGITIMATE BIRTHS TO 

AMERICAN-BORN» BY SEX, CLASSIFIED BY BIRTHPLACE OF SPOUSE: 1951 

Birthplace of Spouse Marriages of American- Legitimate Births to ~erican-
Born Born 

Bridegrooms Brides Fathers Mothers 

All Birthplaces 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Canada 64. 2 46 . 8 55 . 5 50.0 

British Isles 9.0 11.9 8. 5 9. 7 

United states 21.1 27,.1 50. 0 29 .0 

Other 5. 7 14 .0 6. 5 11. 5 
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males were exceeded by the males of only three countries (of the nineteen 

listed) in the tendency to marry brides born elsewhere than in the 

country of birth of the husband. This is another item, then, in the 

gathering e'itidemce of the ease of assimilability of the American-born 
" 

in Canada. 

Table 27 is of interest for the following reasons. It shows 

that of chil dren born to American-born fathers, fifty-five per cent had 

Canadian-born mother s and only thirty per cent had American-born mothers. 

Of the births to American-born mothers, fifty per cent were of Canadia:l­

born fathers and t wenty-nine per cent of American-born fathers. The 

Amer ican-born female immigrant is then less likel y to have chil dren by 

an American spouse than is the American-born male . Moreover, she shows a 

stronger preference for a British or other non-United States spouse 

than does the American-born male immigrant. The low percentage of those 

marrying compatriots is significant, i.e. the American-born are willing 

to compromise as to the race, religion and country of birth of thei r 

spouse. There is strong indication here that the American~born did not 

come to Canada to settle in groups. 

6. RACIAL ORIGINS AND LANGUAGE 

The term nracial origin lt in the Canadian Census is used to signify 

pr imarily the country of original family habitat and the implied biological 

and cultural background. Tabl e 28 shows the races in Canada which have 

been increased by American-born immigrants. Those races that constituted 

l arger proportions of the American-born than of the total Canadian pop­

ulation in 1931 were Irish, British other than English, Czechoslovak, 

Dutch, Finnish, Russian, German, Scandinavian and Negro. The point here 

is that these comprised 45. 74 per cent of the American-born whereas they 



Racial Origin 

British - ­
English 
Irish 
Scotish 
Other British 

French 
Other European-­

Austrian 
Belgian 
Czechoslovak 
Dutch 
Finnish 
German 
Hebrew 
Hungarian 
Italian 
Polish 
Roumanian 
Russian 
Scandinavian 
Uk rani an 
Other European 

Asiatic--
Chinese & Japanese 
Other Asiatic 

I ndian and Eskimo 
Negro 
Unspecified & Other 

TABLE 28 , 

Percentage IDistribution of Am­
erican- Born and of Total Pop­
ulation, aJral and Urban, Cla­
ssified by IRacial Origin: 1951 

. Americaln- Born Total Popul ation 

Total RurJ l Urban Total Rural Urban 

24. 93 2l . Ja 28.22 26 . 42 25. 25 29. 17 
15. 70 13. q2 14. 42 11. 86 1l .62 12.07 
10. 95 10.~7 11.64 12. 97 12.17 15.67 
1 . 07 1.99 1.04 0.60 0 . 55 · 0065 

16 .. 15 l 2. j 6 19 . 69 28 •. 22 28 .. 07 28 • .55 

0.~5 O .~4 0. 21 0 . 47 0.65 0 .,35 
0 •. 20 0.27 0 .12 0 . 27 0 •. 56 0 .. 18 
0 • .56 0. 417 0. 23 0 . 29 0. 51 0.28 
2.82 5 .~1 2. 41 1. 44 2. 05 0 .. 91 
0 . 45 0.S

1

8 0 . 28 0 . 42 0 .. 50 0 •. 56 
15.06 16.72 9.10 4. 56 6.22 3.14 
1 . ,26 0.~3 2.49 1 .51 0 . 12 2.71 
0 .. 19 0. ~1 0 .16 0 . 59 0 .45 0.56 
0·.;61 0. 44 1 . 00 0 .,95 0.,58 1 .45 
0 . 55 0 . S8 0 . 47 1 . 40 1. 62 1 . 22 
0 .09 0 .110 0 . 07 0 .28 0,.53 0.25 
0 .89 1 .~8 0. 36 0 . 85 1 .. 55 0 . 45 

10. 77 lS . Q5 6.15 2. 20 5. 21 1.32 
0 . 21 0 . 27~ 0 . 14 2 •. :1.7 5 . 50 1 .19 
0. 27 0. 1 0 . 52 0 . 40 0. 28 0. 49 

0 .02 0 . 0
1

1 0 . 02 0.67 0 . 42 0.89 
0 .08 0 . j5 0 .15 0 .14 0 . 06 0.21 

0 .27 0 .4
1

5 0 . 07 1. 24 2.58 0 . 09 
0 .64 0 . 5

1

'5 0 . 96 0 . 19 0 .16 0 . 21 
0. 24 0.]9 0 . 50 0 .10 0 . 08 0 .10 

Percentage Rural and Urban Dist­
ribution of each Race for Ameri­
can- Born and f or Total Population 

American- Bor n 

Rural 

45 .61 
49. 41 
48.82 
54. 01 
41..59 

69.85 
71.60 
68 .. 72 
59. 02 
69 .05 
66. 52 

5.,20 
57 •. 65 
20 . 75 
57 . 21 
60.60 
80. '59 
72. 64 
67. '56 
41.12 

27 . 45 
18.08 

87 .99 
28 •. 22 
40 .28 

Urban 

54 . 39 
50. 59 
51.18 
46.99 
58. 61 

50 .. 17 
28 . 40 
51. 28 
40 •. 98 
50. 97 
55.48 
94. 80 
42 . 57 
79,.27 
42 . 79 
59.40 
19. 41 
27. 36 
52. 44 
58. 88 

72155 
81 . 92 

12.01 
71 .. 78 
59172 

1951 

Total Population 

Rural 

40 . 70 
45 . 55 
45.41 
42 .24 
46 .. 04 

62 .• 18 
62. 92 
48 . 57 
66 .05 
54.20 
63.06 

5.55 
50.,55 
18 .45 
55 . 43 
55 • .57 
72 .66 
67. 70 
70. 47 
32. 90 

29.18 
20 .60 

96.08 
39.18 
59 . 08 

Ur ban 

59 .50 
54 . 65 
56 . 59 
57 . 76 
5'5.96 

~ .82 
37 .08 
51.6'3 
33. 95 
45 . 80 
36. 94 
96. 45 
49 .47 
81 .55 
46 . 57 
44.63 
~ .34 
52,. 30 
29. 53 
67.10 

70 . 82 
79.40 

3 .92 
60. 82 
60. 92 

co 
ro 
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TABLE: 29 

AMEltICAN-BORN, BY SEX, CLASSIFIED BY OFFICIAL LAN GUAGE SPOKEN: 1951 

Official Language Numbers Percentages 
Both Sexes Male Female Both Sexes Male 

Total ••••••••••••••••••• 544;574 175,140 169,454 100.00 100.00 

English Only •••••••••••• 286,955 147,555 159,600 85.28 84.15 
French Only ••••••••••••• 15,275 5,574 7,699 5.85 5.18 
English and French •••••• 45,430 21,826 21,604 12.60 12.46 
Neither Eng. nor Fr •••••• 918 387 531 0.27 0.23 

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE AMERICAN-BORN COMPARED WITH THAT 
OF THE TOTAL POPULATION OF CANADA 10 YEARS OF AGE OR OVER, 

BY CHIEF MOTHER TONGUE: 1951 

Mother Tongue American-Born 

Total.......... 100.00 

English......... 68.72 
French ••••••••• 13.72 
German ••••••••• 6.90 
Scandinavian ••• 6.52 
other •••••••••• 4.14 

Population 
~of-Banada. 

10 Years of 
Age or Over 

100.00 

58.50 
25.57 

5.47 
1.71 

10.75 

Female 

100.00 

82.39 
. 4.54 
12.75 

0.51 
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made yp only 22.41 per cent of the total Canadian population. 

Of particular interest is the fact that the total proportions of 

British in ea ch case are both about fifty-one per oent. Neverthe1eIDs 

the American-born differ considerably from the tota~ Canadian population 

in a racial sense, i.e. the French element i s considerably smaller, 

16.15 as compared to 28.22 per cent; the Dutch, German and Scandinavian 

races comprise 26.65 as compared to 8.2 per cent of the total Canadian 

population; the remaining races total 4.8 per cent of the American-born 

and 11.75 per cent of the total Canadian. 

Table 28 indicates also that the percentage rural in t he American­

born exceeded that in the total population in the lnajority of cases, i.e. 

the American-born in Canada may be said to be, more rural t han other Canadians 

irrespecti~a of race . It should be noted that two of the exception races 

i.e. the Dutch and t he F'rench also have very strong rural tendencies. 

The ability to speak t he language of a country is normally a good 

test of t he degree of ssimil!tion of a foreign-born group. 1be fact 

that Canada has two off ioial l an!pla0'9 s somewhat complicates t he ~atherin~ 

of data, but the following analysis emerges. We assume the language 

learned in childhood to be t he mother tongue and acknowledging that, the 

mother tor:gue need not coincide with r acial origin, i.e. the longer the 

stay of an ~migrant family of non-British race and tongue, the greater 

the probability t hat thei r descendants will speak English as the"r mother 

tongue. In Canada, then, t he majority of American-born could be expected 

to have English as mother tongue and because of the interchange of the 

French speaking population there should also be some considerable number 

claimin~ French as the mother tongue. Table 29 bears out this anal ysis 

by noting that of t he 544,574 American-born in Canada in 1951, English 

only was spoken by 83.38 pe r cent, 12.60 per cent could spei:l.k either 
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TABLE 50 

NUMBERS AND FERCENTAGES OF AMERICAN-BORN NATURALIZED AND ALIEN, 
. CANADA: CENSUS YEARS 1901~51 

·Year . Tot~i Naturalized Alien 
. -No. - No . p.c. No . p.o. 

1901 ••••• 127,899 87,049 68.06 40,850 51.94 
1911 ••••• 505,680 152,508 50.15 151,572 49.85 
1921 ••••• 574,022 257,995 65.65 156,029 56.57 
1931 ••••• 244,574 249,595 72.44 94,979 27.56 
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TABLE 51 

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE AMEHICAN+BORN, 7-14 YEARS OF AGE 

AT SCHOOL, RURAL AND URBAN , BY PROVINCES: 1951 

Province 

Canada . '. ' •••••••••••••• 

Prince Edwar~ Isl and •• 
Nova Scotia ••••••••••• 

' New' Brunswick ••••••••• 
. Quebec •••••••••••••••• 
, Ontario ' ••••••••••• ' •••• 
Men itoba ••••• , •••••••• 
Saskatchewan •••••••••• 
Alberta ••••••••••••••• 
British Columbia •••••• 

Total 

100.00' 

0.99 
5.28 
4.55 

16.50 

28.50 
4.89 

14.90 

16.24 

10.54 

Rural 

100.00 

. 1.48 

4.26 
6.02 
9.20 

. lS.90 
5.77 

22.03 
25.96 
10.58 

Ur ban 

100.00 

0.51 
2.50 
2.69 

25.59 
40.10 
4.01 
7.78 
8.55 

10.70 
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English or French, 3.85 per cent spoke French only, thus leaving 0.27 

per cent unable to speak either Engli sh or Fr ench. Of particular j_nterest 

is the information in the second part of Table 30 which reveals that 

because onl y 68.72 per cent gave English and 15 . 72 gave French as their 

mother tongue then 17.56 per cent must haMe learned another tongue i n 

childhood and retained their ability to speak that l anguage. 

7. CITIZENSHIP 

Table 30 gives the numbers and percentages naturalized and alien 

among the American-bor n for the census years 1901 to 1931 . A high per­

centage (72.44) of natur al izat ion was reached in 1931. The point to be 

made by this overall concept is that the movement of American- born to 

Canada appears to be permanent on t be part of most United States-born 

once they do decide to remove thei r residence to Canada. 

8. SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AND ILLITERACY 

In an analysis of the school attendance of t he American-born in 

Canada 1931, Coats and Maclean point out (op. cit . p. 159 ) that of the 

American-born, 6.69 per cent were children attendin~ school as compared 

with 4.02 per cent for the Br itish-born and 15. 75 per cent for the Canadian 

population as a whole. This is attributable to the fact tha.t t here must 

have been fewer children of school age among the immigrants f rom British 

overseas countries than from the United States, j .e . the American-bor n 

influx waa fuore of a family affair. 

Table 31 reveals the interesting data that Ontario had the l argest 

percentage attending school even t hough its American-born popUlation has 

3 been seen to be less than that of Saskatchewan and Alberta . The low 

DCf• Table 21, p. 27. 
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TABLE 32 

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF AMERICAN.BORN COMPARED WITH THOSE OF FOREIGN­
BORN , POPULATION BORN OUTSIDE OF CANADA, AN D OF TOTAL POPULA TION, 

CLASSIFIED BY RELIGION: 1931 

Religion 

All Religions ••••••••••••••• 

Adventists ••••••••.••.•••• ' •••• 
Anglicans •••••••••••••••• • •• 
Baptists •••••••••••••••••••• 
Brethren and United Brethren. 
Christ iana •••••••••••••••••• 
Christian Science ••••••••••• 
Church of Christ, Disciples • 
Confucians and Buddhists, .•.••• 
Evangelical Association •.•.••• 
Greek Orthodox •••••••••••••• 
Internat ional Bible Students. 
Jews •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lutherans •••••••••••••••••.••. 
Mennonites •••••••••••••••••• 
Mormons ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pentecostal ••••••••••••••••• 
Presbyterians ••••••••••••••• 
Protestant s ••••••••••••••••• 
Roman Cat holics ••••••••••••• 
Salvation Army •••••••••••••• 
Uni ted Church •• -••••••••••••• 
Other sects ••••••••••••••••• 
No religion ••••••••••• •••••• 
Not stated •••••••••••••••••• 

American­
Born 

100.00 

0.66 
9.72 
5.90 
0.23 
0.46 
0. 62 
0.36 
0.01 
0.23 
0.17 
0.23 
1-.24 

10.54 
1.25 
1.20 
0.50 
9.49 
0.45 

27.99 
0.23 

2-7-11-0 
1.15 
0.61 
0.08 

Foreign­
Born 

100.00 

9.36 
. 4.~5 
2.90 
0.09 
0.21 
0.22 
0.i3 
2.77 
0.29 
4.32 
0.16 
7.45 

17.,84 
2.44 
0.42 
0.35 
3.91 
0.38 

37.73 
0.11 

10.94 
1.42 
0.69 
0.77 

Born 
Outside 

of Canada 

100.00 

0.22 
26.21 
3.15 
0.18 
0.14 
0.28 
0.11 
1.35 
0.19 
2.11 
0.17 
3 .80 
8.73 
1.20 
0.26 
0.29 

11.08 
0.41 

22.00 
0.48 

15.48 
1.25 
0.48 
0.42 

Total 
Population 

100.00 

0.15 
15.76 

4.27 
0.15 
0.11 

. 0.18 
0.15 
0.58 
0.21 
0.99 
0.15 
1.50 
5.80 
0.86 
0.21 
0.25 
8.39 
0.22 

41.30 
0.30 

19.44----
0.88 
0.20 
0.15 
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pe rcentages for t he Maritimes and Manitoba probably indicate that many of 

the chHdren were below school age rather than ref l ecting the l a ck of 

educational f acilities. Coats and Maclean further point out (op . ci;t ., p .3140) 

that the number attendin~ school is almost ident i cal in rural and urhan 

Canada . Nevert heless, the circumstances do alter from province to 

pro~ince, Le. in the Maritimes and the Prairies there is greater rural 

school attendance; in Ontario and Quebec urban attendance is higher; i n 

Brit i sh Columbia the attendance rural and urban is compar able. Thus we 

might speculate that families f rom the United States settled in rural 

rathe r than in urban localiti es in the Mar itimes and Prairie s and in urban 

localities in Ontario and Quebec. Finally, it should be pointed out from 

Coats and Maclean statistics (oP. cit., p. 142) t hat the percentage of 

American-born illiterates is higher than the British-born , but l ower than 

that of any other European stock. 

9. RELIGION 

The wel l-known difficulties that Canada has had in attempting to 

assimilate va rious r el iaiou8_ sects make s interesti~g a summary ana±ysis 

a s to what religi ous denominations the American-born in Canada have 

chiefly contributed. The Ameri can-born have increased the proportions of 

the foililowing denominations: Adventists, Baptists, Brethren and United 

Brethren , Church of Christ, Christian Sci ence, Evangelical Associ ation, 

International Bible Students, Lutheran, Mennoni t es, ormons, Pentecostals, 

Presbyterians, United Church, "other sects", and "no religi.on". 

Table 32 indicates (1) that t he American-born contribute in 

smaller measure to the Anglicans, Greek Qr thodox, Jews, Presbyterians, etc. 

than do the t ot al born outside of Canada, (2) the American-born cont r ibute 

more t han do the total born outside of Canada to the Baptists , l~therans 
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and Roman Catholi cs all of whom have l ar ge representations in the United 

States. 

10. OCCUPATI ON AND UNEMPLOYMENT 
, 

The Canadian Census figures for 1931 have been rather closely 

analyzed by Coats and Ma clean (op. cit . , pp. 159-174). 'rhe statistics 

reveal that of the American-born the males show higher distri.bution per-

centages than the t otal popUlation ynder the headi ngs of agriculture, 

metal products, non-metallic mineral products, chemicals, electric light 

and power, r ailway transport, trade~ finance and insurance, and professional 

and recreational services. Several of these comparisons are close but 

in agriculture, fishing and trapping, logging and mining over fifty per 

cent. of the American-born are engaged as compared to t hirty-nine per cent 

of all the male population. l'he female American-born showed higher 

percentages in agriculture, "other ll transportation, finance and insurance, 

and professional and recreational services, the most marked differences 

being in the l atter and in agricultur e. In textil e manufacturing, trade, 

professional service~ anJl. cLerical oc-cupations, the pe rcentage's of American-

born females and total f emale populat.ion are comparable. 

It should be pointed out that while t he American-born in Canada 

may be simi l ar to the Canadi an-born in that they are f ound in the same 

industries and ser vices, they miGht conceivably be of different occupational 

status. In t he primary industries and manufa cturing such distinction may 

have occurred on t he basis of skill but i n many other fiel ds of endeavour 

t he distinction must be made on the basis of manager i al responsibility. 

Omitting agriculture and trade , the census figures for 1931 indicate t hat 

one in 5.2 Canadian-born and one in 3.5 American-bor n are in positions 

classified as responsible. Tne implication her e i s t hat the occupational 
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TABLE 35 

PERCENTAGES OF AMERICAN-BORN, CANADIAN. BORN AND BRITISH-BORN ENGAGED IN 

PROFESSIONS, CANADA: 1951 

MALES FEMAlES , 

Am~rican- Oanadian- British- American- Canadian- ' British-
BQrn Born Born Born Born Born 

All Professions •••• it • 100.00 100.00 100~00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Religion •••••••• 0 ..... 15.54 12.01 12.69 11.22 7.91 5.71 

Health . ., ........ ., .. '. " . 10.78 16.29 4.00 21.27 27.52 42.86 

Education .............. 16.43 20.04 9.42 57.93 56.93 55.56 

Art .....• ..... ~ ...... 12.56 9.39 19.58 5.71 4.77 10.56 

Law o 0 it •••••••• ., i ...... 3.44 8.97 2.88 0.04 0.05 0.02 

Technical & commercial 36.80 27.13 45.71 0.75 0.54 1.01 

~11 others ..... it ...... it 6.45 6.17 7.72 5.08 2.28 4.48 



102 

status of the American- born is higher t han that of the Canad'lan-bor n. 

These figures do not assess comparative qualities or qualifications, 

but merely indicate some of the causes and effects of immigr ation and 

emigr ation. 

In regara to unemployment, the principal f eature is that the 

mal e wage-earners fune rican-bor n had less unemployment . This may be said 

t o be due to their occupat ional distribution, i.e. in so far as t he 

knerican-born vary occupationally from the remainder of the Canadian 

population t.hey tend to' be in highl y specialixed work or in f arming . 

This being the case, they contr ibute a high proportion of engineers , 

owners and mana ~ers, Le. those classes which suffered least from 

unemployment . 

As regards professions, it was found that of the 139,000 male 

and 22 ,000 female A~erican-born in the Canadian population who were 

gainfully employed i n 1931, nearly 11,000 approximately equally divided 

by sex were in the professional class, i. e. four per cent of the American­

born males and 22.5 per cent of t he f emales. Those proportions were tn 

excess of the Canadian-born of both sexes . 

Table 33 arranges the professions in seven classes and reveals 

that Reli gion is the one class in which the American-born males exceed 

both t he Canadian and British born . This is thought t o be due to the 

tendency of the children of Quebec-born parents to r eturn from the 

United States to train for the priesthood in t he Roman Catholic Church. 

The Ame r i can-born males also exceed the Canadi an-born i nthe art and 

technical professions. 

As regards the female population American-born, thei r pe rcentage 

is greater in all of the professions exceptin~ health and lav~ than the 
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Canadian-born femal es. The preponderance in religion is again noticeable. 

Generall y, the Ame rican-born do not spread so evenly amon~ the 

prof essions as amon~ other occupations, though the males spread much 

more evenly than the females. However, t hey do spread more evenly than 

the Canadian-born. 

Mor e will be written as to t he occupational distr:tbution of the 

Amer i can-born population in Canada i n the General Statement to which this 

study now turns . 



PART 4 



SUMMARY AND INTERPRETATION 

General Statement 
- , 
In 1931 t her e were approXimately 11 , 285,000 Canadian-born in t he 

Unit ed States or three times the number of the Amer i can-born i n Canada. 

Despite a wide scatterin :r in the United St a.te's the ma jority of the 

Canadian- born lived in the states along t he border "d.th southward 

projections of tIe pattern down the Atlantic Goast to New York and down 

t he l'acifi c Coast t o Californi a. Detroi t , Boston and New York wer e the 

cities having the heaviest concentration of Canac. i an-born. Th~ Canadian-

born tend to settle in blocs and in pa rticular cities, this c'baracteristic 

being more strongly emphas ized amongst the French Canadian- born el ement , 

their ' concentratlon being part i cularly noticeable in the northeastern 

corner of the Uni ted States. 

Canad.ians have been tempted to think of this 108s of population 

as a t ype of cal amity to be deplored. One may argue however, t hat the 

Canadians who stayed at home gained because of the emi gr ation to the 

United States, Le. the departure of many of our numbers l essened t he 

\ pressure upon opportunity and remuneration. 

The acope of this thesis is not intencted to go beyond 1951 so 

be it sufficient to say that while access to the United States is sti ll 

relatively ea~y for native-born Canadi ans, the evasions of collect i ve 

r esponsibility and the desire for national economi c self sufficiency, 

cornmon to all world powers in the ' 30s, meant that t he United Stat es was 

no longer a s a1?ety valve for "surpl us " Canad1.an population, as a r esult of 

t he quota system of 1924 which restricted entry of nationality groups 

other than Cana i an- born . I n point of faot, t he recent development of 

Canada's natural r esources and her war time- born industri alizat i on sur ge 

104 
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has wiped out any "surplus ll and has actually created room for immigrants 

to this country. It is quite conceivable that ever increasing numbers 

of American-bor n will f ollow American capital into Canada. 

The Amer i can-born are t o be f ound to some extent in each of the 

222 census areas of Canada; they ar e spread more widely than the native 

born of any oountry except England ard Canada itself . Relat ive to other 

populat i ons, t he highest pe:r:cent ages are west of Manitoba. Although the 

American-born are found in every census distric t , .in none of them do they 

exceed one t hird of the number constituting e. majority of the local 

population. If the American-born in Canada 1931 were to be evenly appor-

tioned per census district each would have 1552; i f a similar technique 

is used to find an average for other immigrant groups basis of comparison 

is a rrived at as per t he following: 

l1f!~ Birthpl ace Index 

1 Scotland 100 
2 Irel and 101 
3 Engl and 106 
4 Wales 107 
5 -DenmaI'k 1-12 
6 France 114 
7 Holland 115 
8 Switzerland 116 
9 *United States 118 

10 & 11 Germany & Bel gium 124 
12 Austria 125 
13 Poland 129 
14 Czechoslovakia 152 
15 China 139 
16 & 17 Roumania & Sweden 140 
18 & 19 Norway & Russia 144 
20 Hungary 146 
21 Italy 155 
22 Finland 156 
23 Lithuania 162 
24 Greece 164 
25 Yugoslavia 172 
26 Bulgaria 216 
27 Ic~:tand 228 
28 J apan 247 
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Thus, the American-born are not only the most wtdely distributed 

geographically of the nat ive born of any foreign country but t hey also 

rank hi gh for evenness of distrib tion by areas. 

What are the chances of the American-bor n being f ound in a specific 

population gr oup? The techni€!ue used bi' Coats and Maclean is to flnd 

thei r per centage of t he total popul ation i n each unit. The Sc~tti8h and 

the German st ocks are used as "cont rols", t he first a s the criteria of 

evenness and the latter as the fore ign s t ock which has been longest in 

Canada and has had best opportunity to spread . ~oting that the American­

bor n made up 3.3 per cent of t he tota Canadian population in 1931, the 

idea is to assume t hkt a 5. 3 perce tage distri buti on in each census area 

is the most perfectly even s pread available. 

Compared t,o the Scottish and Germcn stocks by this method it is 

found t hat t he American-born a r e exceedingly evenly d'st r ibuted although 

less so than the Scottish and much more so than the German. One of the 

main reasons for thi s evenness of distribution is that the American-born 

represent many strains and there i s a t endency f or ea ch strain t o seek 

its own . 

sing occupations a s a measure of distribution, i t was fb und that 

the Canadian-born in the United States have a ver y 'even distribution, 

1. e. they bloc a ccording to population gr oup but not according to occupation 

However, a comparison of the occupational classjfication of the Canadian­

born with thot of t he po ~)ulation of the 16 Northern and Western St ates in 

which most of the Canadi an-born are found indicates that appr eciably 

l a r ger propor tions of the Canadian-born are f ound in skilled and semi­

skilled occupat ions than of t he total number of gai nful workers in t he 16 

states. There are smaller proportions i n unskilled occupations and domestic 
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ser vice . In particular, there was a l ow number of Canadian-born f arm 

workers and on the other hand the percenta~e empl oyed as factory operat ors 

(especially French Canadian) was hi gher t han t he nat ive group . 

The American- born i n Canada are also found to be evenl y di stributed 

by occupations. The percentage which t hey constitute of the total employed 

i n Canada is 4.5 for males and 3.4 for females. In t he industri es, trades, 

and pr of essions these percentages are mor e closely approached by the 

American-born than are the corresponding percentages for other i mmi grant 

groups. Owners and mana 3ers a re the notabl e exceptions in t hat t he American 

percent age here is much higher than the average referred to above, but 

the number affected is small and hi ill y speci alized. Thus, no one 

occupational characteristic can be stressed, i.e. it s wrong t o say that 

the major ity are agricultural ists or that they are managers and owners. 

I s there any speci al cause f or the \vide and even di stribution of 

the American-born and the "blocing " tendency of the Ccmadi an-born? The 

fact that the American-born distribution is so wide and even indicat es 

that there can be no single cause for it being so, i.e. the causes are 

numerous and only collectively important. Tl'ere are general f or ces 

cau sin~ population movement, e . g . r ace qregariousness or economic forces 

and there a.re indi vi dual , specific causes, e.~ . desire to do a certain 

type of work in a certain kind of pl",ce . Par ticular causal factors worthy 

of analysi s here are: (1 ) length of residence in the country and the 

period during wh i.ch settlement h<>.s taken pl ace; (2) r acial composition; 

(5) the movement to Canada of children born to Canad i ans r esident in t he 

Uni.ted St ates , and (4) numerous sundry causes, e . g . langua~e , proxi mit y, 

t ourist trade, etc. 

The classificd.t ion of t he Canad i an-born :tn the Uni ted Stat es in 
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1950 by year of immigra.tion indicates that the periods of heavy migration 

of Canadian-born to the United Sta _as was pre 1900 and aft er 1920 with 

comparatively few in the years 1900 to 1920. This is an indication of the 

early arrival of Canadians in t he agricultural states of the tl.i.ddle West 

and t hei r later arr ival in some of the eastern manufactud .ng centres and 

in the Pacific Coast states . 

The American-born have been i n Canada in Bubstantial and sustained . 

numbers for many year s and are found to have conformed to the gene ral ebb 

and flow of immigration t ides, e.g. 1901-11 the American-born flowed into 

the Prai r ie Provinces. The numer i cal strength of th e inflow was comparable 

to that of Canadi ans from other provinces, 146,514 Americans to 182,769 

Canadians . 6ince that time t his l arge group of American-born and their 

descendants have shown a tendency to migrate from t hejr areas of initial 

settlement into other provinces. Thfls, although length of residence in 

Canada is important , it is not the only explanation for evenness of 

distribution. 

The aajority of t he Canadian-born in t he United States are of 

British or French racial extraction. The French Canadians have their own 

distinctive communities and carry on a considerable population exchange 

ea ch year wi th Canada , whereas t he British stock Canadian-born were found 

in oonsiderable numbers 1n all parts of t he countr y with the exce ption 

of the south. The original French Canadian population of · the United States 

mi ~ht be considered as an overflow from the comparatively cro Nded areas 

of Quebec. This group having made some settlement acted as a magnet on 

their . fellows in Canada . The Br itish st ock in the United states has 

carried on in a mo re individualistic manner . 

If the American-born in Canada were f ound to be l a r gely of British 
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or igin, one would expect them to scatter wi.daly as the Br iti sh stock has 

traditionally done i n Canada. if they were of, e. g. Italian or Hebrew 

or igin the oppo~i te should be the case . However, j.f a.n immi gr ant popul ation 

were composed of several racial strai ns it could be expected t o scatter 

widely, seekinr_~ its own t hrou ghout the Dominion. This the American-bor n, 

being sired from many r acial groups, has done. 

Common language and social customs ar e said to promote population 

interchange over the international line . Thus t he tendency for all 

immigrants to the United St at es to attempt t o l earn English makes thei r 

assimilabi lity easi er i n Canada if t hey decide to move to the Dominion . 

However , there is a very strong attra ction , as ~e have noted at many points 

i n this t hesis , on the part of Quebec f or the French speaking immigrants 

in the United States. Of the 544,574 American-born in Canada in 1931, 

1 little more than hal f at the most had both parents Amer i can- born . More 

than half of the 66,953 with both parent s Canadian were i n Quel::Jec and the 

Maritimes. These province s have much higher proportions of Amenican- born 

immigrants than of other immigr ant groups due to the tendency of chi l dren 

of Canadian-born in the United Stat es t o re-migrate t o their parents' 

province of ori gin in Canada . This movement t o Quebeo and the Maritimes 

counteracts the economic movement of American-born t o the Cana.dian Prairies 

and helps explain the even dist ribution of the American-born in Canada . 

Proximit y i s another important factor encouraging mi~ration bot h 

north and south between the UnHed States and Canada. The ease of access. 

extended by both countries to tour Ists familiarizes them with the neigh-

l Some 66,953 had both parents Canadian-bor n; 110,128 had at l ea st 
one p~rent Canadian-born; and 144,970 had one parent either Caned ian or 
other Br itish. 
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bouring country and could thus q ite conceivably infl uence thenl t o settle 

here. The fact th&t many American firms have established branches in 

Canada, chiefly as a means of overcoming t ariff barriers , has been a 

result of proximity, e.g. the border indust rial cities. 

In summary, the distribution of the Canadian-born may be diagnosed 

as follows. (1) Mainly in the New England and Middle Atl antic Stat es 

because of the early interchange of population and commerce at first by 

water and later by well established land routes . (2) A deflining number 

of Canadian-born in the North West Central States because t he original 

Canadian settler s have not been foll owed by fell ow Canadians as the area 

developed. (5) An increase in t he Great Lakes area in response to indust­

rializat ion . (4) An increase on the Pacific Coast because of favourable 

climatic conditions. (5) The Canadian-born have never been attracted to 

the agr icultural south. The most important single reason f or the l ocation 

of t he Canadian-born in the Uni ted States i s "ease af access f rom Canada". 

I n general summary it ma;v be said t hat no one condition stands out 

as the chie.f cause of the Ame r ican-born being attraoted to Canada, i.e . 

such facto r s as land schemes, investment and employment oppor tunities , 

racial strains , religion, et c . , have all worked in combination to br i ng 

the results determined by the census fi.gu res . Coats and Maclean r emark 

(op. cit., p. 57 ) that the even distribution of an immi gr ant people 

affords the maximum opr~rtunity for a f r ee i ntermingling of the two 

populations and for the freest possible interchange of i deas and cultures 

on almost every plane. The even distribution of the Ameri can-born implies 

t ha.t they a re becoming Canadianized rather than that Canada i s being 

Americanized by their influence . If further proof of this is needed, 

t his discussion may close with the noting of t wo facts. (1 ) That in 1931 



111 

72.4 per cent of the Ame rican-born had become naturalized as compared to 

45.9 per cent of the total foreign-born, and those becomin~ naturalized 

had infl uenced others of their r 2. ces who came to CanA-da direct from the 

home count ry, to become naturalized. (2) There seems to be almost co mplete 

indifference on the part of the American-born male in Canada as to whether 

he marries one of hi s own r ace or not. The general assimilability of the 

American-bor n i n Canada is an easy one . 



APPENDIX 

Some Theoretical Aspects of Internal Mi gr ation 

The accepted definition of internal migration is the change of 

residence from one community, or othor clearly defined geographical 

unit, to another within the national boundaries. The causes of internal 

migration are ri0t essentially di.ff ~ r ent from those of international 

migration, but t He ;) cono:1lic motive is more singularly significant for 

the former than for the latter. "This would be expected since there is 

co~only less difference between the several regions wit hin a nation than 

between nations in r eligious tolerance, in political rights, and in 

social status, while dlfferences in economic status and opportunity 

within a nation may be just a s great and probably are better known than 

those between nations. lIl 

Interest in the problems of immigration has tended to f orce 

interest in internal mi3ration into the b.;ickground. D.S. Thomas notes, 

however, that several fa ctors have contributed toward growi ng interest 

in internal migration in the United States. 2 It will be noticed from 

th~following list that many of -these factoI'-S and- thei r resul-ts- are-

equally appli cable to Canada . (1) World War I reduced immi~ration to a 

min~mum at a time when there was a strong demand for labour i n the 

Northern industrial centres. The need was f illed by internal migration, 

l W.S. Thompson, Popul ation Problems, McGraw-Hill Book Co. Inc., 
New York, 1942, p. 595. 

2D•S• Thomas, Research Memorandum on Migration Qifferentials, 
Social Science Research Council, New Yor~ pp. 2-3. 
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especially a northward Negro movement. 5 (2) After the war, the immigrant 

restrictions adopted in 1921 and 1924 made ~~igration comparatively 

negligible. Interest i n immigration t hus became historic. The dynamic 

questions concerned i nternal mi~ration at least until post War II when 

international imrni ~ration again came ' ,0 the fore. (3) At the same time 

there was a r apid fall i n the birth rate, rural as vlell as urban . This 

led to a study of rural-urban differentials. (4 ) Distressed conditions 

in agriculture focused attention on "stranded" groups . (5) Industrial 

depression caused mass unemployment in the cities and aggravated t he 

situation by leading to a blocking of the usual channels of migration. 

Sources of Internal Migr ants: 

During the period of modern industrial development the prevailing 

movement has been from farm and agricultural village to industrial centres. 

Moreover, the agricultural population has constantly had a hi gher rate 

of increase because of its higher birth rate and lower death rate as 

compared to the urban population. Thus, once t he period of rapid settle-

ment of new l ands was finished, a surplus of population developed . In 

addition, technological change has drastically reduced the manpower 

required to work the f arms. This surplus has gone to the urban areas. 

3National Resources Committee, Problems of a Changing Population, 
May 1958, United States Government Printing Office , Washington, D.C., p.2l. 
'The negro migr ation constitutes a special aspect of the north-south 
movement. In pre-Civil War days 92 per cent of the Negro population of 
United States lived in the South. After emancipation t here was an 
initial movement to t he new l and s west of the Mississippi but the move­
ment did not prevail and very few reached the Far West. The shortage 
of l abour in nort hern imrldstrial cities during World War I attracted 
l ar ge numbers and once the movement had begun, it continued at an 
increasing rate until in 1930, 20 per cent of the total Negro population 
of the nation was living north of the Mason Dixon line. At first, 
t he source states wer e chiefly Virginia and Kent ucky south, i.e. Al abama, 
Mi ssi ssi ppi and Georgia. There is evi dence that most of t he migration 
is a stop by stop northward movement rather than a direct move from 
the deep south to the north . Moreover, the northward migration has 
been almost entirely to large urban centres. 
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Thomas speaks of the above as "push ll factors in internal migration. 4 

She notes, however, that these are probably not as important as the "pull ll 

f actors, i.e. t he demand for industrial and commercial workers in the 

cities and industrial areas, and the hiaher wages and better ~Qrking 

conditions offered. The capacity of a re.gion to -keep Hs natural popu-

lation increase within its local area will depend, then, on the distri-

bution of lruld and tte amount of local industry. If the production of 

local industry is consumed locally, production will be determined by 

the tot<::.l buying power in U,e region. If production has reached this 

pre-determined peak th~n the surplus population must migrate to a more 

diste.nt area to find employment or the industrial producers must develop 

a more distant market 1n order to offer more employment. In summary, the 

initial move of the surplus populat i on will be to the more urban centres 

because of technological change and the attracti on of the city-type 

of life with all of its amenities. For the most part, there is room 

for these people in the cities because of the failure of the urban popula-

tion to reproduce itself quantitatively. 

'rhus, in the United States (and equally in Canada) lithe twentieth 

century city is still a kind of a colony which must be repopulated each 

year by the rural parts of the nation. The bulk of the people who 'l ive 

in cities are either migrants from the country or the children of migrants. 

Few f amilies have been urban residents for as many as three generations. II5 

The fact that people now tend to live in compact city groups has greatly 

affected their welfare. Questions are raised as to whether this is the 

better way to develop the economic and social capacities of mankind. 

4D•S• Thomas, OPe cit., p. 270. 

5T.L. Smith, Population Analysis, McGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc., Toronto 
1948, p. :324. 
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There are advocates for a plan which would seek ~ decentralization of 

population in the interests of economics, health and wartime risks. 

However, having observed that the predominant movement in the United 

States has been a rural-urban one, we take note also of a state-to-stat e 

movement and a farm-to- fa rm movemen~ and seek to determine the classes 

of migrants concer-nea , i.e. on the basis of migration differentials. 

Thomas reminds us thcJ.t t hese diffe rentials concern age, sex, family 

status, physical health, intelligence, occupatiollS, motivation and 

assimilation. Also, there is a defirlite sequence in which differentials 

may appear. (1) Migrants may be differentiated fro m non-migrants at the 

time of migratioq, i.e. they are not a random sample of the parent 

population, e.g. one sex predominates. (2) The differentiation may take 

place in the process of migrating, i.e. they were a random sample of the 

parent population, but a change concomitant with migration differentiated 

them, e.g. farmer becomes industrial employee. (5) The migrants become 

differentiated in the Qrocess of assimilation to a changed environment, 

e.g. honest labourer becomes a thief. 6 In the final analysis , also , 

migrants must not only be differentiated from non-migr ants, but may be 

further classified amongst themselves (i) on the basis of the community 

structure to and from which they migrate (ii) on the distance they travel 

and (iii) on the time (phase of business cycle) at whioh the migration 

occurs. 

In regard to age differentials the general conclusion is that 

there is an excess of youths amongst the migrants as compared with the 

non-migrating population. The general statement is based on the reasoning 

that (1) rural areas are losing population and urban areas are ~aining 

6 
D.S .• Thomas, Ope cit., pp . 5-6. 
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(2) the age distribution of urban and rural areas is known and peaks in 

the former correspond to troughs in the l atter and ( 3 ) the age of migrants 

can thus be i nfe rred from peaks and troughs in the age distribution of a 

population affected by migration. "These comparisons indicate that a 

conttnuine procet;s of mL-!:ration tenc:..; to produce an excess of persons of 

ages 20-44 in gainiTl?, ar eas and deficiencies of t he same group in losing 

7 areas ." 

In r egard to sex di : ferentials the generalization is t hat females 

are more migratory than males , but there is some doubt that the urban 

centres naturally attract more females. Consideration must be ~i ven to 

t he type of city, empl oyment opportunities and distance from area of 

origin. Thomas suggests that answers must be found to such questions as 

"What social and economic opportunities are offered young men and women 

in what types of communities? How ilLar is migration an adjustive response 

to these opportunities?,,8 

Assuming then that young people are t he chief migr ants it can be 

realized that this will lead to d:i.fferentials in family status, e. g. 

established family patterns are disrupted and new families f ormed; if 

more females t han males migrate to the cities t here is t t e possibility of 

fewer marri ages; if contraceptive measures are. more prevalent in the urban 

cent res the average family size will be affected o 

The question arises as to whether physical well-bein~ is a 

selective f actor in i~ternal mi~ration. In this regard, A. B. Hill ha s 

7D•S• Thomas, Op e cit , p . 191. Refer ence should be made to pages 
20, 21 and 22 for t he t abu l at ed findin gs of f~een American stUdies 
employing this method and culminating in t he above quoted result. 

8Ibid j) p. 68. 
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concluded, "as a rule it i s t he brighter and stronger of the young men 

and women in rural districts who tend to migr ate; in the country villa~es 

there remains the weaker element".9 On the other hand, Dorn has wa rned 

against IIconcludin~ too hastily that t he greater rural mortality at the 

a~es when migration is heavies t is due to urban selection of the more 

healthy".lO He would stress differential hospital ca re and health 

standards as between rura l and ruban areas r ather t han selective migration 

of t he healthy. Ment al health differential s must a lso be noted. The 

statistics a re not too reliable as they must be based on only those 

classes who are admitted to mental hos pitals. In view of t his, t here is 

no consistency of data due to varying regulations in various areas. 

Factors to be considered are the racial, economic and social diff i culties 

which a migratory population undergo and the consequent mental strain. 

Inherent here is t he thought that those people who are not subjected to 

such difficUl. ties should not '- produce as many menta.l cases. This would be 

a difficult thesis to prove. 

Thomas notesIL 'the cla im of some authors that i m the process of 

migr at i on the selection of the more intelligent or t he less int elligent 

tends to draw the more intelli ~ent from the r ural areas to the urban 

centres. Ar guments against such findings can be found in t he basis that 

the intelli~ence test s do not t ake into account the t ype of schooling avail-

able before mi~ration and to what degree the schooling obtained after 

migr ation affected the results of t he tests. Standardized tests overcame 

9A•B• Hill, Internal Mi gration and its Effects upon the Death Rates; 
with special reference to the County of Essex, London : Medical Research 
Council Special Report Series, No. 95 (1925 ), p . 123. 

10H.F. Dorn, "The Effect of Rural Urban Mi gr ation Upon Death Rates ll , 

Population 1: 95-114, November 1934, p. 103. 

IlD. S. Thomas, Ope cit., p . 110. 
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this argument but are disputed on the grouns that they do not, as claimed, 

measure innate intelli ~ence independent of environment. There seems to 

be considerable doubt as to whether migr ation is selective of t he extremes, 

i.e. the very intelli'Sent and t he very inferior or whether generally 

s peaking it is unselective wit h regard to intelligence. 

The crux of the problem as regafds occupational differentials 

lies in t he extent to which change of occupation is a concomitant of 

migr ation, Le. whether the migr ants better themse,lves occupationally. 

Also important is the extent to which the migrants t ake up oocupations 

which up to the time of their migrating was foreign to the area to which 

they migrated. Another f actor is how much more successful they are than 

the native population in those occupations which previously existed. 

Only when an accurat e classificaUon of occupations in order of pecuniary 

reward and prestige is made will statisticians be able to make a reliable 

study of occupational differentials. Such an anal ysis is important in 

that economic motives are those most responsible for internal mi gration 

trends. This implies that a study of the causes of internal mi gration 

should consider such f uctors as (1) wanderlust (2) a need f or new horizons 

(3) hope of improving one's s ituation, t he need f or independence and self 

respect (4) housing (5 ) wages (6) employer-employee relat l onshlps.12 

Thomas suggestsl3 that a compl ete study of occupational differentials 

must al so make allowance for t he various demographic variables influencing 

selection. In addition, a comparison amongst various olasses within the 

occu pation under study is required . 

12R• Littmarck, Nomads of the Mal an Valley , as adopted for present­
ation i n D.S. Thomas, ne sea rch Memorandum on Mi gr ation Differentials, 
(quoted above). 

13 
D.S. Thomas , Ope cit., p. 140 
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Once the investigater is able to determine the extent to which 

migration is cau sed by a seeking of economic goals and with what degree 

of success t he migrant is satisfied with them, he is able to look more 

closely at the problems of differenti als in motivation and assimilation. 

The data for this is obtained by observing the migrant's behaviour before 

and after migration, t he migr ant's own experiences, t he ~nvironment of 

the origin community and of the receiving communit y. 

Thomas concludes14 t hat there is no acceptable generalization 

about the . strengt h and direction of selective i nternal migr ation. 

However, t he social and the economic st ructure of t he sending and receiving 

areas, the phase of the business cycle, the distance of t he mi gration are 

important to a study of migr at ion differentials. 

l4D•S• Thomas, o p ~ cit., pp. 160-167. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

BOOKS 

Angus, H.F. (Editor), Canada and Her Great Neighbour, The Ryerson Press, 
Toronto, 1958. 

Brebner, J.B., North Atlantic Triangle, Yale University Press, New Haven, 
1946. 

*Coats, R.H., and Maclean, M.C., The American-Born in Canada, The Ryerson 
Press, Toronto, 1945. 

Corbett, P.E., The Settlement of Canadian-American Dis putes, Yale 
University Press, New Haven, 1957. • 

Creighton, D.G., The Commercial Empire of the St. Lawrence 1760-1850, 
The Ryerson Press, Toronto, 1957. 

Goodrich, C., and others~ Migration and Economic Opportunity, University 
of Philadelphia Press, Philadelphia, 1936. 

*Hansen, M.L., and Brebner, J. B., The MinMlin~ of the Canadian and American 
Peoples, Yale University Press, ew aven, 1940. 

Harkness, D.B., This Nat ion Called Canada, The Elliott Press, Toronto, 1945. 
If 

Howay, F.W., Angus, H.F., and Sage, W.N., British Columbia and the 
lfnited States, The Ryerson Press, Toronto, 1942. 

Marshall, H., Southard, F.A., and Taylor, K. W. , Canadi an-American IndustrY, 
-:fa-le- Uni:verS±ty- Pr-ess, - New Haven, Hf 56. 

Pritchett, J. P., The Red River Valley, 1811-1849, Yale University Press, 
New Haven, 1942. 

Shippee, L. B., Canadian-American Relations 1849-1874, The Ryerson Press, 
Toronto, 1959. 

Smith, T.L., Population Problems, McGraw- Hill Book Co., Inc., Toronto, 1948. 

Thomas, D.S., Research Memorandum on Migration Differentials, Social 
Science Research Council, New York, 1938. 

Thompson, W.S. , Po-pulation Problems, McGraw- Hill Book Co., Inc., New York, 
1942. 

*Truesdell, L.E., The Canadi an-Born in the United States, Yale University 
Press, New Haven, 1945 . 

Wilgus, W.J., The Railway Interrelations of t he United States and Canada , 
Yale University Press, New Haven, 1937. 

120 



121 

PERIODICALS AND PAMPHLETS 

Abeles, M., Immigration Problems of Canada, Unpublished Thesis, 
McMaster University, 1944. 

Armstrong, M.E., Racial Origins and Nativity of the Canadian People, 
Unpubl ished Thesis, McMaster University, 1946. 

Carter, H., (Editor)"Reappraising our Immigration Policy", The Annals of 
the American Academy of Political and Social Science, March, 1949. 

Milbank Memorial Fund, Postwar Problems of Mi gr ation, (1946 Conference 
of the Milbank nemorial FUnd, October 29-50, 1946), Milbank 
Memorial Fund, New York., 1947;; 

National Resources Committee, The Problems of a Changing Population, 
United States Government Printing Office, Washington, 1958 • . 




