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Chapter One

Introduction
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The advent of the 20th century saw the interestsg of
social scientists oriented at times toward the study of re-

ligion and soclety. The interests of sociel scientists in

1 TN

religion have not been ldentical, different aspects of re-
ligion and society béing examined from time to tine,

Larly theoretical interest centered around the question
ol origins -« how it came to be that man has religion. Con=-
cern with this question gave way to a concentration of interest
in the interaction of religion with other socletal instit-

-

utions, Joclologists have been most interested in the latter
area, exploring the role of religion in such fields as family
and politics. It is, however, in the area of the social
organization of religion that the sociologists have focussed
their attention. Although interest in this area of the -
social organization of religion served several ends,l much
research has been directed toward the goal of developing a
body of theory to account for religiocus differentiation in
Western society.

The classic worg in the theory of religious organization
is that of Troeltsch in his analysis of the church-sect

distinction. 1lhis study by Troeltsch and related works by

1. . . . -
For instance, interest in the process of bureau-
cratization per se.

2
“Troeltsch, E., The Social Teachings of the Christian
Churches. New York: HMacmillan, 1931.

1




other scholars comprise what is now generally referred to
as churche-sect theory. Basically, this theory attempts to
agcount for religious differentiation in terms of social

1
characteristics, such as social class and etbniclty, which

I TV

characterize adherents ol the various religious bodies.
Basically, the church and sect are seen as polar types

off religious organization. Churches are described by Niebuhrz

as religious institutions long established and well accommod-

ated to the secular world, blessing the economic and social

activities ol the higher socio-economic elements ol the pop-

ulation with whom these churches are said to be aligned.

The churches then are primarily 'this wordly' and committed

to a delence of the status quo, according to Niebuhr. Sects

are seen as religious organizations distinguished from the

chiurches by certain fundamental social characteristics such i

3

as social class composition.
L
Lee reports that excellent grounds exist for the support

of Niebuhr's suggestion that social factors are largely

lijective social class, particularly economic position,
is explicit in church-sect theory.

2Niehuhr, ity The Social Sources of Uenominationalism.
New York: iolt, 1929,

Later theorists have differentiated sect types on the
basis of the response of sects to the attitudes, values and
relationships prevalling in society. Jee: Wilson, B., "An
Analysis of Sect Development", American Sociological Heview.
VOlo 211:, I?ebq 1959, ppe 3“'15e

hLee, K., The Social uources of Church Unity. New
York: Arbingdon, 1960.




responsible for religious differentiztion. Lee claims that
it is well documented that social differences, e.zg., social
class, ethnicity and regionalism, find their counterpart in

1
religious differences. Niebuhr's study of the role of
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social factors in cresting disunity among the various
religious groups is perhaps the c¢lassic work in the field,
Hiebuhr reports that religious differentiation revresents not
so much theological difference as it does
'the accommodation of Christianity to the caste system
of human society ~--~~The division of the churches
clqgely f@llowsrthe division ofrmen in%a castes of
national, racial and economic groups'.
Niebuhr was concerned with the tendency he observed for sects
to evolve into denominations, often within two generations.
The principal factor Nisbuhr delineated in this process was
the degree of upward mobility. Although the inevitability
of yhis process has been challenged,3 the stress placed by =
Niebuhr on socio~economic status as an important variable in
making for religious differentiation has continued to in-
fluence the thinking of contemporary scholars in many fields
of religious study. It is a significant fact that recent

publications in theologlcal and ecumenical journals have

included many papers emphasizing the importance of social

1
Niebuhr, R., op. cit.
zIbidL De

wilson, B., op. cit.
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1
factors such as soclal class in religious differentiation,

This appears to be & trend away from the traditional affirme-
ation by many theologlans of doctrinal difference as the
principal divisive factor.

The connection between materiasl success and the type of
religion practised was recognized as far back as the time of
John Wesley, the Tounder of Fethodism. Vesley had a dread
of the prosperity he believed would acerue to his flock as
a result of the many virtues he had taught them. Wasley
predicted that afiluence would rob the early Hethodists of
their Fe%igious enthusiasm and thus bring to a halt the
revival, Wesley apparently did not extend his thinking in
this direction, however, for he did not postulate the em-
ergencé of other religious groups comprised of the virtuous
poor who would in turn vear the torch of revivalism until
accrued affluence robbed them of their fire, Vesley appears
to be the first to note the evolution from plety to pride
brought about largely by what is now termed upward mobility.

The theme throughout Niebuhr's work is that social
factors play a major role in‘religious differentiation.
According to this bheory, people with certain ol these social

characteristics in common, e.g., social class, will tend to

1. i

For example see: ‘
Garrison, "Social and Cultural Factors in our Divisions".
Loumenical ULeview, Oct. 1952, up. 43-51.

Douglass, “"Cultural Diiferences and Kecent Religious Divisions®,
Christendom. Winter, 1954, pp. 81-105.

zParticularly in the second generation as noted by Niebuhr,
op. cit.



affiliate with the same religious organization. It is evident
that Troeltsch, Niebuhr and some others who have been concern-
ed with religious organization see soclal class level as being | I
a principal factor in the differentiation of religious bodies, —
The one certain expectation from the work of these scholars
is that those religious groups displaying 'church' character-
isties, e.g. non=-millennial, having & largely ascribed mem-
bership and a formalized organizatlion and ritual, will NOT
be primarily associated witn the lower social c¢lass.
In this thesis we will attempt to determine the object-
ive social class composition of the seven major Ontario
religious bodies. Here, the question is: do these seven
groups, all of which would be classified as churches in terms
of church-sect theory, conform to the expectations of non=- 7
lower class composition? Secondly, will there be a different- %ﬁ
jation among these groups with respect to social class com-
position? In other words, will tuere be a significant dif-
ference in the homogeneity of social class composition among
these groups? A final question will be to determine if the
pattern that emerges is clear enough so that we can predict
religious atffiliation on the basis of social class level.
The primary task of this thesis then, is to determine the
objective social class composition of these seven major Unte
ario religious groups. decondly, the writer will try to
account for the pattern that emerges,

Previous research designed to objectively determine the



relationship of social class and religious atffiliation is very
limited. The two studies most relevant to this thesis will
be examined in some detail. '

One of these studies was done under the direction of
Gantrill who examined the eight largest religious groups in
the United States in terms of their distribution in a three-

fold social class scheme, a fourfold occupational and a

threefold educational scheme.

Table 1 - Class Composition of Heliglous Bodies, U. 5, A.,

1945-46. Percent Distribution

Body Upper Class | Middle Class Lower Class
Catholic 9 | 25 66
Jewish 22 32 L6
Methodist 13 | 35 52
Baptist 8 pn 68
Presbyterian 22 40 38
Lutheran 11 36 53
Episcopalian 21 34 42
Congregational 2L L3 33
Entire Sample 13 31 56

%In Bendix and Lipset, Class Status and Power. Illinois:
Free Press, 1953. pp. 319-320,

[ T



Table 2 =~ Occupational Categories and Trade Union Membership
in Major Keli,ious Bodies, U. Si Ae, 1945-46
Percent Distrlbution

Body Business White Urban Msnual Farmers Union
Professional Collar Workers Membership

Catholic 1 23 55 8 28
Jewish 36 37 27 6 23
Methodist 19 - 19 39 23 1k
Baptist 12 1h 52 22 16
Presbyterian 31 21 31 ' 17 13
Lutheran 13 18 43 26 20
Episcopalian 32 25 36 7 13
Congregational 33 19 28 20 12
Entire Sample 19 20 Ll 17 19
Table 2 Iducation Levels in Religious Bodies, U, S. A.,

19@5-46 Percent Distribution

Body High School Incomplete High School Graduates College
or less or more Graduates
Catholic 57 L3 7
Jewish 37 63 16
Methodist L9 51 12
Baptist 65 35 6
Presbyterian 37 63 22
Lutheran 56 L 8
Episcopalian 35 63 22
Congregational 29 71 21

Entire Sample 52 L8 11
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According to Pope, Cantril's main finding was that
Protestantism had a larger representation from the lower

class and Catholicism had a higher representation from the

| TR

middle class than expectations of the time assumed. From

Table 1 it is interesting to note a significant difference

between the Roman Catholic class composition and all others
saye the Baptists who parallel them c¢losely in stratification.
Distribution of the Jewish group is like that of the Epis-
copalians (Anglicans in Canada), a majority of members of
both these groups coming from the middle and upper classes,
From Table 1 there appears to be four religious groups in
which more than half the adherents come from what Cantril

has designated as the lower class ~-- the Koman Catholigs,
Baptists, Methodists and lutherans.

The Federal Council studies under Cantril also provide ;~
us with some information on the distribution of these reli-
gious groups by occupation group, trade union membership and
educational attainment, Pope3 reports that the most sur-
prising revelation from Table 2 is the number of trade union
members in the churches, especially in the Protestant churches
which, according to Pope, have been considered divorced from

industrial workers,

lrbid., p. 317

2
Actually the American Institute of Public Opinion of
which Cantril was direector.

BIbidc p. 319.
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Cantril, in his early work, noted that the proportion
of Protestants to Catholics rises as one moved up the educa-
tional scale. From Table 3, however, we see that there are
gignificant differences within Protestantism, ranging from
the least educated Baptists to the highest educated Congre-
gationalistsa

The extreme class heterogeneity observed from Cantril's
data would certainly not support & hypothesis of great homo-
genelty of social class composition within these religious
bodies. From Table 3 we see that in no group is there less
than 35% of the adherents sampled with high school education
incomplete or less; in no group is there more than 65% with
this standard of education., From Table 1 we see that in no
group is there less than 33% of the adherents sampled in
the lower class and in no group is there more than 68% in
this class level.

Cantril's approach wasg éssentially that of sampling the
general population and from this total sample obtaining a
distribution of social classes and religious groups within
them. An alternate approach would be to sample a particular
social c¢lass siratum in the population, determining the
religious groups most prevalent within each of these strata.

1
This is the general approach followed by Porter 1in his study

lPorter, J., "The Economic Elite in Canada", Canadian

Journal of Hconomics and Political Science. 23, (August 1957),

pps 377=3%.

Porter, J., "Higher Public Servants and the Bureaucratic

Elite of Canada", The Canadian Journal of Economics and
Political Science. 24, 1958.

D1
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of the Economic and Bureaucratic cacupationalAelites in
Canada. Porter was not primarily interested in the religlous
composition of his occupational elite groups, however, the

inclusion of the religious variable appearing to be more of

a peripheral interest.

Table &4 -~ The Religicusrccmpgsitian of the Economic Elite

Percentage Distribution

Religion Economic Elite General Population
Anglican 25.5 1Lk.7
Presbyterian 11.3 8.6
United Church 17.6 20.5
Homan Gatholic - 100 43,0

From Table 4 we see that the lioman Catholics are great-
ly underrepresented in the Economic elite. Porter does not
provide comparable figures for other religious groups but
states that they are underrepresented in this elite group as
well.

In his study of the Bureaucratic elite {(the civil
service of Canada), Porter has different results.

From Table 5 we see that another Protestant denomination,
the United Church, has replaced Anglicanism as the dominant
faith., Secondly, the Roman Catholics have increased their
percentage of adherents in this elite group from what it was

in the lconomic elite. Again we lack figures on the
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1
representation of other religious groups here, Porter does

state that the Daptist and Presbyterian groups are over=

represented in the Bureaucratic elite. Again, all other

1 TV

religions are underrepresented.

Table 5 - The Religious Distribution of the Bureaucratic Elite

Percentage Distribution

Religion Bureaucratic Elite General Population
United Church 28.8 17.6
Anglican 22.7 14.7
Roman Catholic 22.7 43.0

Since a wider range of religious groups are drawn into the

Bureaucratic elite as opposed to the bkeonomic ellite, Porter

feels that the Bureaucratic elite are, on the whole, somewhat —
lower in social class origins than the Economic elite., Porter

then proceeads to demonstrate this with an analysis of the

social class origins of the two occupational elite groups.

He does find that a greater proportion of the Bureaucratic elite

have been upwardly mobile, that is, they have achieved their

status, as opposed to the greater proportion of the cconomic

elite who have ascribed status. From Porter's work the

impression is that, in certain sectlons of the upper classes

1Df course many religious groups are absent completely
from the Elites.
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at any rate (i.e. the Economic elite), religious boundaries
are more rigid than the data from Cantril's study would have
us believe.l The relevance of Porter's findings for this
thesis will be examined in Chapter 3 which deals in part
with the significance of the results obtained by Cantril
and Porter for this thesis,

While these studies have illuminated to some degree
the relationship between religious affiliation and social
~¢lass, each has its own limitations, Cantril used data de=-
rived from public opinion polls. As FPope notes,2 the
distribution of religious denominations in these samples
seldom coincides with their distribution in the general popu~
lation. In addition, the areal distributions of various
religious groups are also often badly sampled. The most
damaging‘comment on Cantril's work rests on the fact that the
classification of interviewees into social classes generally
rests on a rather superficial and subjective methodology,
the interviewer making the classification in terms of his
general impressions. Secondly, the variables of education
and occupation employed by Cantril are not utilized to full

advantage, the threefold break used with the educational

variable and the fourfold break with the occupational variable

1Porter, however, sampled only the very top of the
upper soclal class.

2Bendix and Lipset, ops clt. p. 687.

RN
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providing only a very rough distribution of the population,
His categories are especially broad at the lower end, that

of 'high school incomplete or less'! being especially loose.

R

11

His oeccupational categories are also less than satisfactory,
each containing "a great deal of variation within .ee"l

Finally, Cantril studied American religious groups.
There is no reason to assume that findings valid for the
United btatesz are valid for Canadian religious groups bear-
ing the same name. In fact, it will be seen in Chapter 3
that such generalizations are not warranted,

forter's work, while being Canadian, 1is primarily con-
cerned with many social characteristics of specific occupa-
tional elite groups. While his work provides us with a
possible indication of the religious affiliations of the
upper class strataB of the general population, it again does ;
not follow that because certain religious groups predominate
in selected occupational elite groups that these same religious
groups predominate in the upper strata of the general popula-
tion as well.

The need for this thesis is, I hope, evident «- a étudy
to provide us with an objective analysis of the social class

composition of the seven numerically greatest Ontario relig-

ious groups at the general population level.

lipia. p. 319

ZAssuming for the moment that they are valid findings.

3The ¢lass strata that these elites would be placed in by
using scores that would be assigned these groups by Blishen.
Blishen, B., "The Construction and Use of an Occupational Class
Scale". The Canadian Journal of Economics and Political Science.
24 (Nov. 1958) '




Chapter Two

fiethodology
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The aim of this paper is to produce an objective illustra-

tion of the social class composition of the seven major Untario

I TTEE

religious groups at the general population level.

Fortunately, in Canada we have published data on the
social characteristics of the general population, including
religlous group distribution, education levels, occupation
and income groups. These figures are available in diiferent
degrees of complexity depending on the unit used, 1i.e.
Dominion, Province, County or Census Tract. These data were
computed by the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Census Divisian,l
Although the latest census was taken in June, 1961, it will be
several years before the results are available. For this
reason, we were obliged to use the latest completed census
data, collected in 1951, ;ﬁ

Unf'ortunately, the census volumes do not provide us with
the distribution of the various religlous groups by education
level or occupation, or by any other index we might employ,
such as income, to determine social class position. UWhat we
do have, for certain geographlcal units, is the distribution
by religious affiliation of the general population. For these
same units, we also have the distribution oi the general popu-
latlion in various educational, occupational and income cate-

gories.

lThe Ninth Lensus of Conada, 1951, Vol. I, IV. Ottawa:
Gueen's rrinter, 1953.
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The method the writer employed then, is that of eco=
logiecal analysis, or analysis by area. Given these inde-
pendent distributions of religious groups, education groups,
etc., it is possible to determine the degree of asscciation
betwaen any particular religlous group and any particular
educational or occupational category by employing the teche-
nique of Correlation Coeificients.

In designing this study 1t was found essential to use
the Provincial county as the unit of analysis. decause of
the hazards noted by ﬂohinscnl in employing ecological data,
it was declded to use the smallest unit of analysis possible
to reduce the probabilities of gross error -- the smaller

the unit used, the closer the ecologlcal and individual
>

[ 4

correlations becoms. As census tracts are smaller than
counties it would seem that census tLracts should have been
usged. However, data by census tract are available only for

a few large urban centers in Untario and the aim of this the-
ais is to obtain results at the general population level.
Therefore, the unit of analysis selected had to include both

urban and rural populations. %he county was the smallest

1kab1nqcn, Way ! LGGthlCdl vﬁrrﬁldtlﬂﬁd unu the
dehavior of Individuals", Aperican Sociolog i
XV, (June 1950}, pp. 35l~57-

Individual correlations refer here to thaut degree of
association that would be evident 1f we had a count, say, of
every Baptist as to his income, occupation, etc., as opposed
to inferring this relationship tnrough the use ol ecological
data,.

Vol.

il

Nl
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unit of analysis that provided this data (some counties
being markedly urban, some markedly rural j. Censusg tracts
have the advantage of being more numerous. than counties in
ntario, thus requiring a lower level of significance for
the correlation coefficients. Uhere are, however, 54 counte
ies in Ontario, that specific number requiring only .26 as
the level of significance at the .05 level.

The Province of Untario was selected because of the high
number of ¢ounty units it contains as well as for ivs
position as the most populous FProvince in the bominion. It
was found necessary to restrict the reseasrch to this one
Provinee because of the volume of data that required pro-
cessing. »

Unce this unit of analysls was selected, the next oproblem
encountered was the selection of appropriate indices to
measure social class level., Lhe census volumes nrovide data
on three variables often used by scholars to indicate object-
ive gsoecial class level -- education, income and occupation.
bducation and occupatlon were the variables selected as ine
dices of soclial class level in this thesis. AIthaugh not
mutually exclusive variables by any means, together they are
“accepted by many scholars in the fields as the best lIndicators
of social class level. These variables were also employed by

1
Cantril in the only other study of religsion and social class

lin Bendix and Lipset, gp. cit.
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8t the general population level. Thus employment of these
same variables in this study facllitates comparison of

results.

| I

The data on education available were broken down into
Tive categories for each county in the Frovince. These ,
categoriés are presented in ?ablaas.l it the county level, a
the distribution of the population was made into several
cccupational groupings. Unlike the education levels; the
ranking of the occupation categories with respect to social
class level is not eantirely selfl-evident. Bach of the occu-
pational categories used at the county level, e.g., Fro=
fessional, Clerical, subsumes many individual occupations,
such a8 medical doctor and social worker, in the Frofessional

category. it is fortunate that these individual occupsations

2

have been ranked in Canada by blishen, who used the mean
income and education ol people in these occupations as the
criteria for ranking. For the county unit of apalysis how-
ever, the only data on occupational distribution is in terms
of such gross categories as Urofessional. 7o rank these
gross categories in terms of social class level, we took the
social class score assigned to each individual occupation by
plishen within each gross category, and multipliei this score

by the number of people in this particular occupation in the

‘}"bee p- &8 .
zsliahen, ope clt.
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trovince. The resulting figure for each Individual occups=
tion was totalled for all occupations within a gross category
and then «divided by the total nwnber of persons employed in
occupations under this gross category. This provided a
welghted social class seore for the gross category as & whole
in the ‘rovince of Ontario. The writer found it necessary

to use this technique because of the varistion in sccial

class scores ameng various individual cccupstions found within
the szme CiLEZOTY, ©.Z., truck driver and airline pilot with-
in the Transportation category. II there were 10,000 truck
drivers and only 10 pilots, to assign to the Transportation
category a soclal class score computed by taking the mean

of the scores given by 3lisiien to each of these occupations
would result in an optimistic bias for the category at the
Provinclal level. Followlng the procedure just described,

the writer was able to obtaln an accurate welghted social
class score for esch gross category at the rrovincial level,
thus enabling us té rank the occupational cabegories for
which data was available at the county level, in terms of
social class.

As we have indicated, because this study employed
ecological data, it was found necessary to eliminate from
the analysis all but the seven numerically largest reli-
gious groups. The inclusion of more groups would have
increased oroblems in the interpreting of the resulting cor-

relations. To make this point clear it 1s necessary to

il

T
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point out that some religlous groups comprise such a tiny
percentage of the total population {(many less than 1%) that
it would be difficult to put much faith in the results.

Such tiny groups may simply reflect the Frovincial picture,
or, if they are congregated in one or two counties, tuey will
tend to reflect the characteristics of those particular
counties. For example, the Fennonites are found primarily
in Vaterloo county where they cluster in agricultural com-

| munities. The correlation coefficients obtained with this
group would however reflect the characteristics of Vaterloo
county ~- & county which is highly industrialized. In short,
we decided that gaining luformation on the social class come

position of such groups through the method of correlation

coefficlents with ecologlcal data was too hazardous to employ.
1

We are left, then, with the seven numerically largest groups.
These groups together comprise 91% of the total Untario pop-
ulation.

Unce the correlations with these seven groups and the

educational and occupstional variables were obtained,

lﬁatually,the lLutheran group is larger than the Jewish
group but the former was eliminated from the analysis because
of problems in their ecological distribution -« a similar
situation to that discussed above for the Mennonites. The
inclusion of the Jewish group could be questioned on similar
grounds, the Jews beins markedly urban. See pe 62



20

graphic illustrations of the revised data were then eonst?ueﬁedal

To inerease the precision in interpretation of these
results, 1t was decided to have a brief look at the distribution
of ethnle groups by religion, To do this, the writer
selected the top ten counties out of the total of fifty-
four, in terms of the proportion of adherents for each
of the gseven religious groups. These counties, ln groups of
ten, were exanmined for ethnie eompositionxagainst the total
Provineial plcture of ethnic distributlion. Graphic
illustrations of these results were also constructed.

The writer wiil now briefly review the methods employed
in this thesig. First, the ecological distributions by Ontarlo
county of the seven major religlous groups are correlated with
the ecological ﬂistributioﬂs by county of the five
. educatlonal and the ten occupational categories.
Thege findingg, indicating the objective soclial class
éamposition of these religious groups, are then
illustrated graphically. Finally, as a brief look at the

variable of ethnicity, the top ten counties in terms of

1 See Tables 7-13; ppe 27=30
2 See Tables 14-20, pp. 39=k2

-1 LTI |
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the proportion of adherentsfor each religious group are
examined for ethnic composition. These results are also
graphically presented.

Defence of this general method of correlation coelfici-
ents with ecologlesl data lg made on two gréunas: first,
the availability of good acblagical data in the Oominion
Census volumes, and second, the cgsﬁ, both in time and money,

of alternative modes of analysis.

Lsee pp. 61=64



Chapter Three - Hesults
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while evaluating the results, the aims of this thesis must
be kept in mind. The principal one is to determine the
social class composition of the seven major Ontarie religious
groups. We are trying to determine if these rellgloug groups
cen be differentiated on the basis of soclal class composgi-
tione If they can be differentiated on thig basls, the
gquestion becomes one of determining if the differentiation
pattern is such that we can predict religious affiliation
on the basis of objective soclal class level. The second aim
of this thesis, the interpretation of these findings, will be
carvied out in the next chapter.

The basie findings of this study, the Table of correl-
ation caeffieieﬂts for all seven groups with the education
and occupation categories, ig given in Table 25. .

What do these correlations mean? With the aims of this

 thesis in mind, we must first see to what extent these relig-
lous groups are differentliated according to social clasgs
reemposition, To do this, we broke up the 1Y education and
occupation categories with which the religlous groups were
gorrelated into three groups, The first group contains the
top two educatlion categories and the top four occupation
ones in terms of ranked position of social class. The second

group contains the middle education and the middle three

‘L See p. 65

22
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occupation categories. The third group contains the bottom
two education and the bottom three occupation catepories.
For convenience of terminology only, these groups will be
referred to as the upper, middle and lower class groups
respectively.

The cut-off points for the education categories were
selected in order to get three groupings that would be, to
the fullest possible extent, different from each other yet
at the same time account for all the categories, hence the
break between little or no education, public school education,
"and high school or better. The occupation cut-off points were
selected on the basis of the weighted scores given each
occupation group in Table bl,l using Blishen's scale.2 The
break selected was intended, as was the break for education,
to maximize difference between the three groupings while at
the same time accounting for all categories. ‘he total number
of categories in the top group is six, in the middle group
four, and in the lower group, f{ive.

Now, these three groups are taken to represent three
levels of social class as it is delineated by the variables
of education and occupation. The question before us is the
extent to which our religious groups are distributed through-
out these levels in terms of their association with the

categories found in each group. If a religious group was

lSee pe 99

2Blishen, Ope cit.
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associated in 3 homogeneous way with the categories found in
any one of the three clasa groups, it could be positively
correlated with a maximum of six, four and five categories
respectively. The extent to which a religious group does not
correlate positively within any one soclial class is an in-
dication of heterogeneity with respect to social class,

With this in mind, a score of one wag given a religious
group Lor any positive correlation of .10 or better with any
of the [ifteen categories. A religious group positively
correlated with all items in the top class group would have
a maximum score of sixy; with the middle group, four; and
the lower group, five. The patterns for the seven religious
groups are shown in Tables 7, 9, and 11.1

To guard against possible error in attributing import-
ance to low correlations, the writer redistributed the

religious groups in the three tlass groups by requiring the

statistically significant correlation coefficient of .26 to

score a point. The showing of the seven religious groups
under these more rigorous reqguirements is illustrated by
Tables &, 10, and 12.

we are interested not only in the extent of homogeneity
shown by any one religious group with respect to soclal class,

but also in the relationship between all the groups in this

lsee pp.27-29

“See ppe 27-29

3
£IOUD.

Hefers to homogeneity with respect to the total class
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regard, Jo do thig required tying together graphically the
three individual Tables showing each group's distribution in
‘relation to the others within individual class categories.
in Table 13,1 we combine the top and middle class groups to
give a total possible score of ten. Thig was done as a
heuristic device to illustrate the overlap of the lowest
ranking religlous groups into the middle class ranges. In
this Table, a statistically significant score of .26 was

W

required. The zero point on the scale Indicates lack of
homogenelity with respect to soclial ¢lass composition as con=-
structed by this Table. A fall below the zero line indicates
an increase in homogeneity with respect to the bottom social
class group.

It is worth notling L?u support found in this paper for
the suggestion by Niebuhy that these churches are not

primarily assoclated with the lower c¢lass. The apoarent lower

ecclesia will be discussed in Chapter hu

léee Pe 30

zﬁiabuhr, lie, Ops cil. This negative assoclation of
Ychurches' with the lower class as opposed to the 'sects?
positive assoclatlon with the lower class has been commented
on by Iroeltsch, E., op. ¢it., and others,

Jiore pracisely denominations as distincet from ecclesia.
for a vood discussion of the distinction see: Nottingham,
B ' . lew York: Random House, 1959.
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From the Tables on pages 27-29, we see that roughly
the same ranking of rellglous groups with respect to

homogeneity of association within any one class is maintailned

in transition from the .10 to the .26 levels of posgitive
correlations required to score. Noticeable changes include
the elimination of Jews and Anglicans from the lovwest
class vhen the statistically significant level of 26 is
required,}?his points to the general consistency in the
direction of the correlations with respect to the three
class break, -
- The results, graphically illustrated in Tables 7-13
are not surprising and tend to corroborate the resulis
obtained in other studieg. Apparently, the ranking of
relligiong in the higher or ellte classes, tangentially
reféfreﬁ to by Porter t in his gtudy of the Economic and
Bureaucratic Elites, is applicable to the geﬁgral

population of Onterio as well. From Table 13 , 1t can

be seen that the Anglicans and Jews emerge as the 'upper
class! religions in terms of soecial class composition ag
defined in this peper. Porter found that the Anglicans

had a greater proportional representation in thesge
occupational elite groups than they had in the general
population. It appears from this study that Anglicanism

ig the 'upper class! religion of the general population

1 Porter, Op. cit,
2 See p. 30
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as well. Mllls noted the vrimacy of Anglicanism in his Power
1
flite of the United States. Anglicanism {Episcopslianism)

also appeared to have a nigher proportional representation

in the upper classes of ghe United States general populae r
tion in Cantril's study. |
Porter found the Presbyterian church overrepresented
in bis dconomic elite group and the United church attaining '
close to proportional representation with respect to itsg
proportion in the general population, Table 13 shows these
religious groups associated with the upper class level of
vhe general population as well. The Economic elite of Canada,
as selected by Porter, apparently has one social charactere’
istic in common with the upper social class levels of the
reneral population -- religious atfilietion.
The figures in Table 13 support Porter's statemenﬁ —
that the Bureaucratic elite is drawn on the whole from a
wider range of social classes than is the ficonomic elite.
vhile the Anglicans are also overrepresented in the Sureau-
cratic elite group,'the soman Latholics, significantly
assoclated with the lower c¢lasses in lable 13, come up from
great underrepresentation in the Lconomic elite to tie the

fnglicans for second place in proportional regrcsentation

lay » ~y v 1o 1 -, 2] . 3
#iills, C. w., The Power Elite. Oxford: University

Press, 1956.

zsendix and Lipset, op. cit.
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in the Bureaucratic elite. It may be inferred from this that
forterts suggestion of the placing of irench Canadians in the
sureaucratic elite mainly as a device to pacily this minority
group, is essentially correct. The United church s the
sreatest representation in Porter's dureaueratic ulite, both
in absolute numerical proporticon and in overrepresentation
with respect to its proportion in the general population,
the Presbyterians and Baptists also belng overrepresented
witn respect to their respective general population propors-
tionss Taking Table 13 as indicative of the soclal ¢lass
composition of these religious groups al the ge?er&l POP U
lation level; and assuming that upwardly mobile people retain
their traditional religious affiliation &t least for a
generation, it would seem that the Bureaucratic ilite does,
as Porter suggests, draw its ranks from a somewhat wider social
class range than does the &conomic Blite.

If the eliLc groups of ’ortgr are pldced as tney mould
e dccurding to Blishen's scale, in the 11?3% clasg group
as circumscribed in this paper, it is only the iconomic élite
group that shares religlous alfiliation with the upper class
levels of the general population to any extent.

The 'recency of arrival' of many of the Bureaucratic

Elite 1s a lactor to bear in mind when attempting to account

1
Porter demonstrates the recent upward mobility of the
ma jority of the Bureaucratic Elite.

2
“3lishen, gp. cit.

1
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for this difference. The ascribed status ol many of the
Beonomic Llite points out the possibility of Anglicanism as
the religion of the established elite. Perhaps the longer

the time since one has Tarrived!, the greater the prabaﬁility R —
that he will affiliate with the Anglican church.

Somewhat contradictory to this suggestion is the positive
correlation of Anglicanism with a lower class category
{Table 91}. Although the standing of Anglicanism here dis-
appears when one uses the significance level of correlation,
this 8till requires some attempt at explanation. OUne suggest-
ion would be that this represents rapid mobility on the part
of this group's members, leaving the older generation along
with a few stragglers in the lower class. Bowever, this
would indicate recency of arrival for dnglicans, hence the
contradiction. Angllcans have been in Canada for a long time rf%
and in significant numbers. It is therefore unlikely that

they constitute a great proportion of the recent arrivals in

ihéiuépefréiaéé. It ié passiblei£h5£ a cé&ﬁiﬁ&éiufiéﬁréfr
tnglish immigrants (if indeed these English immigrants are
likely to be affiliated at least nominally with the Anglican
church) into lower class occupations could account for this,
assuming flexibility In the Anglican church to adapt to

differential class elements, The explanation in terms of

lsee p. 28
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- rapid mobility 1s more likely applicable to the Jewish group,
the raplid upward mobility on the part of the Jews being noted
by many scholars. _ =
Because these suggestions tread on the subject matter —
of the final chapter, iurther analysis of the results will |
be pursued there.
The results of this study are in general agreement with
those of Cantrilts studyi with some notable exceptions.
There are limitations in doing a direct énmgarison of results
however. For one thing, Cantril used a different method of
analysia, employing interview techniques on a selected sample
of the general population. Furthermore, G&ﬁtril*s delineation
of social classes was not identical with ours. The results
of this study are applicable for 1951, six years later than
Cantril's results, applicable for 194%5. Another important -
limitation is the lack of simllsrity between some Canadian |
and American religiocus groups sEud@gdf r?hgfﬁge#@cggﬁ?ogfirr
gregatlonalists and Methodlsts, for lnstance, have been
combined in Canada into the United Church since the 1930%'s.
The Canadian Baptists are also quite different in com=
position and organization from the American ones., OUutside

of these limitations, however, it is interesting to note the

basic similarity in the findings of both studies. The

lln Bendix and Lipset, gp. cit.
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groups having the highest proportions of adherents in the
upper class levels are the same in both studies with the
Anglican (Episcopalians in Cantril's study), Jewish, Pres-
byterian and Congregational {(part of the United church in —
Canada}, groups enjoying top positions. The Roman Catholic
group is predominantly in the lower class in both studies.
The Canadian Baptists, however, although the least homo- -
geneous of the Protestant groups with respect to the middle
and upper c¢lass categories, are far from belng at the very
bottom of the class scale as they are in Cantril's study.
The difference is no doubt due to the large numbers of
Negroes who are members of the §arisus non-aligned groups
categorized as Baptist in the United States.

To obtain an indication of the ethnic composition of
these religious groups, the writer selected ten counties for — -
each religious group in which they had their highest repre-~
gentation. These countles were then ranked in terms of
'hhis @ééééfgioﬁai réﬁféséhtaﬁién;r'Fofreééﬁ ésﬁn&ﬁriﬂérpérei
centage distribution of each of the fourteen major ethnic
groups {in terms of their representation in the total pop=-
ulation) was calculated., ‘These results are seen in the
Appendix, Tables 29 to 35Ql To produce a graphic lllustra-
tion of the results, the writer gave a point to each ethnic

group whenever the proportion of this group in one of these

lsee ppe 39=42
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ten counties was preater than that of the group at the
Provincial level. The maximum score for each ethnic group
then was ten, A broken line was drawn across the five score
'lavel to indicate when an ethnic group scored more points
than would be expected from chance alone. Py chance alone
e would expect that half the counties would be overrepres-
ented with a particular ethnic group, the other half under-

represented.,



e

9
3
4
3
70 "RUUE NN U I U
i{. ‘
3
Ea

I

BRITISH | NETHER-

o ISLES linnos NICERMANT CZECH [POVISHIFRENCH

able 18 -

lo’

9

8 - - —

7

b

S Lo 4. 1. _-_-_-_

t

3

Z

I

BRITISH|NETHEAR - SChAnni-
© sees dipnps  lAusTaiamtnavianl CZECHITALIAN] POLITH]

ANSTRInY

ISCANRD I ~ [UKRA |~
ussion fnavian twsan 4

Si

UKRAI-

LIEWIS H]




io

o R By e~ o e D

o

o~

=

L
w

BRITISH [UKRAT- METHER- SCANDI-
AUSTAIANL POLISH 1RUSSIAN Y Ishes [NIAN Cz2echl ianps |CERMaN| TEWiSH | FRENCH | FinniSH [ivavi gl
g l7 -
BRITIS NETHER- SCANHDI -
SLe g WERMANILAL DS 1CZECHIFRENCHIITALIANINAYV: A N




SR I

UKRAS -

PoLisSH JRpsstaN iniAN_  AUSTRIANICZECH JITALIAN JHUKGARIAN

o e e e e g e e e e e e om e e —

BRITIS H

NETHER - ScAnND -~

dShES TCERMAN

EinnisSyileAnps INAvVip

-y
BRITISH INETHER- KRA | -~
ISLES hanwps JCERMANAueTRIANICZECH! PoLisHliRUSCIA 1A n

|

I
I

T



KRAI - ISCANDI-

FRENCHIVITALIGN] Popisid

v
NIAN RAvVIANICZEC H IGERNA N IRVSSIAN AUST

1113 = Wi,

I {

-
!

i1



Chapter Four = interpreta;ion
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Fromiiebuhr's work , we expect that those religlous

bodies whose adherents have been recently upwardly mobile
will display the greatest heterogeneity of social class com-
position. This 1s because it is unlikely that all the
adherents of a religious body will become upwardly aobile at
the same time or become stabilized at the same point on the
soclal class scale., That 'recency of arrival'! is an
important factor in attempting to explain the differences

in class homogenelity observed is suggested by ?orbar‘sz AN
alysis of the occupational elites. liere, Anglicanism turned
out to pe the predominant religlion of the Heonomic elite, an
elite with largely ascribed status: From this writer's study
Anglicanism also appears to be the most homogeneous with
respect to social class level. The Bureaucratic elite, on
the other hand, are largely upwardly mobile. Not only does
this latter elite group display more variation in religious
affiliation, but some of those religions with which the
Bureaucratic elite are overrepresented (United church, Frese
byterian, Baptist) are, according to our study, less homo-
geneous with respect to social class composition. This is,
of course, an entirely reasonable explanation. ¥We should
expect in the future, prcviding that there are no great

changes in the immigration patterns or occupational structure,

lﬁiebuhr, ope ¢lt.
zPorter, Ops_git.
L3
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that the Homan Uatholics and Greek Orthodox will become
increasingly heterogeneous in social class composition than
they appear to be irom this study, as the various ethnic
groups in these two religious bodies hecome upwardly mobile
in increasing proportiﬁns;'

This brings us to another question which is undoubtedly
most important in wnderstanding the question of the 'fecency
of arrival' of the various religlous groups, that of the
ethnic composition of these groups. From Table 201, we See
that the Homan Catholics have an overwhelming overrepresent-
atlon ol French Canadians in the ten counties where the
Koman Catholic representation is highest. Many of these
French Canadians have undoubtedly migrated recently from the
Province of Quebec.g_ It can be expected that this Freunch
Canadian ﬁural—;abor3 pattern will gradually chenge in Ontario
as 1t 1s dolng in Luebec.

From Table 18 , a similar pattern emerges for the Greek

Orthodox group with the top ten counties of Creek Orthodox

lﬁee page L2

ZWG need a time study analysis to corroborate this. It
is interesting to note however that the county with the third
highest proportion of roman Latholics and 56.8% French is
called "Glengarry" {(on the Juebec border).

Jperived from Table 38, The writer has constructed Tables
ol the occupation and education composition of those ten
county groups but has not included them except for an
occasional reference as made above.

biee Pe 41

§Despife: the he‘:&éregeneeos elass x‘mpressien of Yhe "Octhodox

"?t'om Table 1‘5,‘?_‘3‘6 25 feveals the o eng"\ﬁh @P *H’\[‘S group "
‘manual’ oe,eupah‘oln.s and the lowest eduea’ho\nq! Gafegom'esu

T
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representation also being overrepresented in nine outl of
ten cases with Polish, lLussian and Ukrainian ethnic groups.
In these Greek Drthadox counties, Agriculture, Labor and
Other Frimery (mining, logging), sre kinds of the occupa-
tions most often overrevresented. #Hgaln it can be expected,
as for the Homan Vatholics, that this pattern will grad-
uvally change as the younger generations of these ethnic
groups become upwardly mobile.

The rapid upward mobility of the Jews in the United
States has been well documented., There is no rsason why this
should not hold for Canada as well. However, this is not
revealed from Table lél dealing with the ton counties where
Jewish religious affiliation is hizhest. This ten county
analysls ol ethnic origins is perhaps most inappropriate for
the dJewish group because 78.2% of the Jews are found in one
county (York), which contains 24.7% of the general Ontario
population. In aduition some coniusion seems to be evident
in 553 éiﬁnic brigina'feporied by Jaws,i§any giQing ﬁhéifrr
national origins, e. g., Austrian, Polish and Kussian.

A8 expected, Tables 14, 15, 17 and l§2 reveal that all
Protestant denominations have an overrepresentation of
persons reporting british Isles ancestry. #ritish Isles

origins are overrepresented in all ten countiles for all

Protestant groups save the Baptists where British Isles

1

See p.h0

?3ee ppe 39-41

T
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origins are overrepresented in nine out of ten cases. The
Hetherlands group also zppears to have strong representation.
In no Protestant group are they overrspresented in less than
half the counties and in both the Baptist and United Church
counties, they are overreprasented in elght out of ten cases.
Homogeneity in ethnic composition doss not determine the
degree of socclal class homogeneity however, the rresby-
terians, for instance, appearing to have the most homogeneity
with resgpeet Lo ethnicity but not the most homogeneity with
respect 1o soecial class,

This leads Lo a second area of enqguiry, that of value
orientations and how they may atfect the soclal c¢lass levels
of various groups.

According to'ﬁiebuhr% we logically expect those groups
exhibiting dJdenominational characteristics to be eonmitted
{or resigned) to a more energetic participation in the *world!
than required for sheer sustinence. 7To the extent that

éaftiéiyéiiohiin Qeft&in'ﬁcrldiy avents,; €.f., economic acte
ivity beyond the bare minimun, results in upward mobility in
vanada, those participating more fully (denominationalists)
thwn others (sectarians) can reasonably be expected to

attain a higher objective social class position. 7“hat these

denoninations are in fact of other than lower class conpos-

ition has already been demonstrated. %hat people in the

lNiebuhr, Op. Cit.

| T

|
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major Protestant denominations {and the Jewish group) are

in fact, collectively at least, more committed to worldly,
i.e., economic, participation, taat sphere of effort most
likely to count for upﬁard mobility has been statistically
demonstrated by Lenskl lor letroit. lLenski, in a comparison
ol a collectivity comprised ol the major Frotestant denomw
inatlons with the Homan Luatholics, demonstrated that
Protestants were wmore likely to be upwardly mobile than
Loman Gatholics, controlling for point of origin. 1o account
for this on the Frotestant side, Lenski observed that Pro-
testants, to a significantly grester degree than the Homan
Catholies, retained elements of the original ‘Frotestant

2
sthie’ which he considers important for uwpward mobility.

This orientation included a more positive attitude toward work

as an end in itseli, longer participation in the school
system, more willingness to "take chances! in opposition to
& se?gﬁipy orignﬁacian? apé, in the sphere of personality
development, a stress by Protestant parents on the ability
of the child to think for himself rather than stressing
obgdience.

To partially account for the lower class composition of

the toman CGatholics in the United Ytates, benski notes that

lLenski, (o
1961,

2

ihe Reliwious Fg . bhew York: Doubleday,

~ “From Weber, M., IThe Protestant bthic and The JSpirit
of vanitalism, Londeon: Lllen and Unwin 1912_};

NoF S Bk sk oy o Senia © A N i
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there are several characteristics exhibited by homan Catholics

that make it less likely that they will become upwardly mobile
from the class position largely determined b; the period of
fmmigration. {The writer's association of certain ethnic
groups and Satholiclsm in Untario them 1is Jjust a partial .
answer to the question of Catholicism and the lower <:3,i.aau5:<s}.“L
These factors include a stress on obedience at the expense
of instilling the abllity to think for oneseli, larger
tamilies that, combined with clags position prevent many from
continuing at school, the generally poor quality of the sep-
arate school system, and the significant factor of the de-
valuation of work as an end in itself., Distance from the
"Protestant Lthie' then, to the extent tLhat it épplies in
Canada, is an important factor to consider when attempting to
account for the social class composition of any religious
ETOuUp.

The writer will now turn to a discussion of the trends
7a§p&renﬁ in the $ociél class compasitién 5fﬂreliéie§$ bbdiés.

The proportionate incresse in the middle class in
America and snmezof its implications for religion anave been
exanined by Lee. Lee sees 3n increasing proovability of
union in Protestantism, the main reason for this optimism

being the disintegration, bit by bit, of differential socisal

ey

llf indeed Lenski's Uindings are valid for Ontaric.

2.
Lee, op. cit.
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characteristics, That this disintegration has not been

completed as far as soeial clags 1s concerned in Untaric, is
1

geen in Yable 13. These major Protestant groups do form a -

tpool! in that none are significantly correlated with the

| 1T

"lower? social c¢lass, bistorical factors such as an esrly

concentration on rursl populations may, in fact, account for

some of the variation shown between them.
Lengki treats these major Frotestant groups in his

Jetroit study as one group or pool. uwith respect to trends

in doetrine he [linds this pool becoming increasingly unore

thodox (which he defines as nonesupernatural). This is even

mors the cage for those elements of the population that are

inereasing to the grestest extent in Letrolt, e.g., the second

and later generations of immigrants, the group longest in

the urban setting, and the better educated. Lthat the ‘religion? Q,W

elements of Untario Frotestant groupes are being reduced

(whether or not these elements are 'orthodox; or 'unorthodox'),

is seen in the following statementrhy &llene'i 7 7
YAlmost without exceztion the new churches have placed
great emphasis on their auxiliary activities -~ Boy Scout,
Cub and Girl Guide groups, men's clubs, women's clubs,
teenage clubs, sports and special classes that have no
formal connection with the scriptures. The older cone

gregations are also stepping up their extra-biblical
activities',

~ 4llen, k., "The liidden Failure of Yur Churches",
Macleans. ieb. 25, 1961, »p. 1ll.
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Lengki in fact sees the possibility of Protestantism

=

developing into an International Unitarilan tyve of religious

organization, possessing an eclectic, non-supernatural —
doctrine,

Perhapg one of the major findings of Lenski's study as
it apolies to this one lies in his demonstration of the ine
ereasing polarization of the Protestant and Cstholic groups, i
in both doetrine snd clzass composition. That this polarity
with respect to social class scems Lo be the case for Untario
in a synchronie way can be seen from Table 13, %Ye need a
serieg of these plctures at different times, however, In
order to make a statement on Untario trends. That the major
“rotestant denominations at least, are fluld with respect to
pembership, under certain conditions is illustrated in another
statement of Allen's on Cznadian religlon.
"People are moving by the hundreds of thousands from
congregation to congregation, and often, il a matter
of convenience is involved, from denomination to de=
-nomination. V¥hen a new Presbyterian church opened
recently in o... Don Mills, its congregation actually
turned out to have more penhers of the United Church
than it had Presbyterianst,
The suburbon context of this statement suggests that
the degree of horizontal mobility may be important in deter-
aining how fluid Protestants will be with resvect to den-

ominetional cholce. That these Protestant denominations

lrpig, s, 11
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1
recognize this fluldity is seen in lLee's statement that

in the Unlted States, the major groups have agreed to 'split!?
the territory opened up by the flourishing new suburbs, each —
group appsrently ressoning that what they lose of thelr own —

members by not moving into suburb A, they will gain back

from members of the other denominations in their exclusive
territory in suburb 3,

The writer will now turn to an evaluation of the str-
ength of the sogial ¢lass variable, as employed in this
vaper, in differentiating the religious groups Sﬁuﬂiadg The
test of strength is the degree to which knowledge of social
class ensbles us to predict religious affiliation, The first
thing to conslider with this end in view is the ovroportions
of different religious groups at the different class levels
as delineated in this thesis. The percentage each group takes
up of the total population is given in Table 21. The percentw
age ai each group found in each of the two class pools
(Protestant and Jewlsh in the 'high' pool and HLoman Latnolic
and Ureek gythoﬁax in the 'low! 9001), is found in lables
22 and 23.' Agcording to the results of thils study it seems
reasonable only to divide the religious groups with respect

to their social class composition, into these two pools.

lhee, Ope Cit.

“See p. 52
5'\'\%@. ‘\‘enuou,s nw\ure. of Greek Orl-hodox S\"renq\h with
nrnquue a&nd u?Pc—r Ll,(x',h) Lui'ecju(te emec, 3! \(}ble (<) m&{'\eﬁ
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Iable 21 - Numerical Distribution In Percent Of Ontario's Religious Groups

BAPTiST
PRESBY - |Tewisy
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Table 22 - HNumerical Distribution In Percent Of Religious Groups In The High
g
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Table 23 - Humerical Distribution In Percent Cf Religious Groups In The Low Social Class Pool
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How, given the sogial class, i.e. education and oceu-
pation of a sample of people, it would be possible on the
basis of the rasulis obtalned in this study, only to assign
them to one of these two pools. LIf pressed to make & pre=-
diction of SreCliiC religious afliliation on the basis of
social class alone, %the writer would be forced to assign
people to that denomination witn the greatest representation
in each class pool. Thus, on the basis of sveial class alone,
1 prediction of a speciflic religious affiliation is too hazsrd-
%‘ous to be of much use,

& more comprehensive analysis of the ethnic composition
of" these religlous groups than aiforded by the cursory reviow
in this paper vould be very useful im strengthening the
accuraey of predicting religious affiliation. The variable
of ethniecity would be of great use nere only if we had data
ot a different order than that supplied in the census volumes.
For instance, it is probable that some religlous groups are
hamogenééﬁs ﬁitk respect Lo ethnici%y, the Jewlsh group being
the obvious example. irrom Tsble 16 we see that it is likely
that the responses of Jews to the census question on ethnic
origin vary, many glving the ethnicity or nationality of the
country where they or thelr parents spent Lneir-early YeaArs,
This writer is not argulng that a Polish Jew should answer

tJewish' to the census question, but that to have knowledge

15&& pe 40
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of Husgian or Polish as ethalc origins would be of little
use in nredicting Jewish religious affiliation. Similarly,
it is quite possible that the Presbyterian church is sig-
nificantly homogeneous with Jcottlish ethnicity but at the
county level we have Scots, English, “Welsh and Irish ethnic
groups all combined into one category -~ Sritish Isles.

Assuming we obtalin accurate information on ethnic dis-
tribution by religlon which is more orecise {(perhaps by
sample data), the usefulness of ethnicity in increasing the
vracision of predicting religious aifiliation will depend
on the degree to which esch elhnic group 1is homogeneous
with respeect to a particular religious group.

Thig question of which variables azre ilmportant in pree
dieting accurately religious atrfiliation is of more than
academic lnterest. ayvery census year, the Census Uivision
of the sominion Bureau of Statistics has to do Just this for
a significant proportion of the population who were either
not éﬁumerated at, all or else fsiled to anawer this question
on religious affiliation. For the present, the Bureau can
assign religlious affiliations to these people only on the

basls of the proportions of the major religious groups found

in each rrovince., Implications for the improvement of accuracy

in our demographic dats, as it pertains to religlon, from an

extrapolation of work started in this paper should be evident.

Up to now, we have been considering factors which might

account for the pattern ol differentisl class composition
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found in this study. ‘he writer will now turn to an examine
ation of several factors which, if operative, would tend to
minimize the importance of this observed pattern of differ=~
entlal social class compositions

dirst of all, we have to consider the possible role
played by subjective social class. In this study, the wrliter

13

has enployed only objective measures of social class level,

The degree Lo which & group, say, Anglican, appears Lo accome
modate lower class elements objJectively does not necessarily
mean a losslaf power for social c¢lass in predicting religious
alfiliation il subjective social c¢lass ol the adaerents is
taken into account. It wsy wve that there is wmore homogenelitly
in social ¢lass composition of these dencmlnations than appears

5

to be tihie case objectively., That is, there may be considerable
nomogenelty with respect to subjective social class in these
denosiinations. “The degree to which the two measures oi soeisl
class, subjective and objective, are congrusnt far differen;
religious groups may be an important source of bias in assess-
ing the power of social class {(objective) in the differen~
tiation of religious bodles. It must be borne in mind that
throughout this thesis, comments on the quality ol social

class as a variable refer only to objective social class as

measured by this writer.

Kore srecisely, it does not necessarily mean a loss of
power for social class to differentiste groups at the con=

wrenl

T R on 1
{:;.\ f}ﬁ»l\z.&‘) 1 LSV Le
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L more likely explanation for the observed dififerences
in the homogenelty ol social class composition lies in the
degree ol elasticity in the religious orgenization itself.
There is the possibility of close homogenelity at the level
of the individual congregation but also one variation in
the social class composition of diflerent congregations of
Lhe same religlous group. The Baptists, characterized as
a group only in the sense that they stress the autonomy ol
the individual congregation and are olten wmembers of a vole
untary Convention which has no power over the theological
outlook or organization ol Lhe individual congregations, are
most likely to belia this situation. ©“iven a certaln elasti-
city ol doctrine, certain congregations could be composed
o1 quite diflerent class levels than others, the total
frovincial picture, as obtained in this tnesis, belng quite
misleading. “he larger proups such as the Anglicans and the
roman Catholics no doubt naeve a certain number of parlshes
highly stypieal in class composition wilti r@&pecﬁ to the
apparent c¢lass composition at the Jrovincial level. dere,
the great weight of representation at one class level obe
scures this situation.

Hellgious groups may be gquite homogeneous with respect

te social class composition in that they can accommodate

wrl

There has also been some recent discussion by religlous
scholars about the role of Liturgy here. For example see:

Lee, op., Cit.
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within a single parish or congregation diiferent cla

in a more or less mubually exclusive manner. For instance,

1--‘

Hughes reports the increasing differentiation of the Homan

Catholie parish of a Juebec community with industrialization ~=-

different masses and priests, for instance, apparently cater-
ing to different class groups in the commmity, The employe
ment of such devices (consciously or not) may, on analysis,
be found in Protestantism as well via the wmorning and evening
service division.

These various factors pertaining to the observed dif-
ferences in class homogeneity -~ the operation of subjective
social class, differences in the elastlicity of the groups,
acconmnodative devices within a single parish, if indsed
operative, would tend to reinforce part of the original tenet
of churchessct theory -- that religious differentiation is
primarily the result of sociul diiferences., It is, however,
4t the level of the Individual Congregation that these dif-
ferencesiafe »t likely to be wmanifested. This appeafs to
be the case as lar as ethnicity and Uatnolicism in the United
states 18 concerned.

tuthnie Jdivision cut across the organization of Catholice

parishes in geographiecal distriets, though the latter

have theumselves rsflected the residential proginquity

of immigrants from a particular country. Thus the local

Catholic churches in a community may include a French

Catholic church, a Polish Catholic church, an Irish
Catholic uﬂUPCh I

1 o x
) Hughes, 4. C., French Capada In Transition. Chicago:

Un ivers;ty fress, 1943,
From Pope, L., in Dendix and Lipset, gp. eit. p. 322.

1 FTTImE |
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To summarize, the prlpary aim of this thesis was to
determine the social class composition of the ssven major
religious groups for the rrovince of Untario. From Table
13, ‘the writer belleves that he nas demonstrated this e

LAl

the seven groups being differentiated from each other on

Fe,

e

the basis of homogeneity ol social class compesition at the
’rovincial level. Tihe pattern of differentiatlion suggests

a 'pool' concept with the major frotestant denominations and
the Jewish group in the upper class pool and ioman Uatholics
and Ureek Urthodox in the lower class pool. In atteapting
to account for this pattern, the writer commented on the
diiferential etinic composition of these groups, especially
as thin ailfected the Trecency ol arvival' of these religious
groups. As etinicity itsels ; 28 not the total answer, the
writer commented, via Lenski, on the variable ol value or-
lentations, as they apply to the twe major groups-=- Proteste
ante and bhoman vatholics.

It"is reasonable éa expect that religious groups strive
for homogeneous value orientations ameng their members. This
goal i3 faecilitated when the adberents are homogeneous with
respect to soclal characteristics such as social class and
ethnicity. Heterogenelty with respect to these character-

istics is likely to produce stress. OUn first glance, irom

15&36 pe 30

2 . :
wenski, ov. cit.
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Table 13, we would infer thal some Zroupns are more nOmOe

fand

#

genecus in zocial class level of thelr adherents than are
others. From this point the writer proceeded to discuss
several factors which, ii operative, may in fact strengthen
the actual class homogeneity that exdlsts in religlous bodies,

ipese factors were the operation of subjective soclal class,

€

lass homogenelty of inulvidusl congregations but class
distinction between diifferent congregations of the same rele
igious group through elasticity of doctrine and orgsnization,
and thirdly, accoamodative devices within Indivldual con=-
gregations such as secarate secvices [or different class
levels,

The final test of the validity of attespting to account
for religious differentiation in terms of spelal character-
istics, such as social class and ethnieity, must be made at
the level of the individual congregation. Revertheless, the
analysis pursued in this papsr has been useful in that it
has demonstrated the direction and strength of the social
clasg composition of these variocus grouns at the “rovincial
level. ilere such questions as why roman Latholics tend to
be lower class and Frotestants on the whole upper classg

have been frultffully discussed.

lSee P. 30

2. .
More precisely, nun-lower class.

1T
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From the analysis in this paper, it is evident that the
answer to the question of what determines religious affili-
ation is likely to be a highly complex one, not favourable
to the view of the reductionist whether he c¢laims that it
is 'simply a2 matter ol doctrinal difference'! or that rellgi-
ous differentiation is merely "the accommodation of Christ-
ianity to the caste system of human society”.l The former
implies a limitless accommoduation of any group, the 'truth?
being available to all. The latter appears to underestimate
the accommodative capabilities of religious groups.

The ideal approach to determine the ethnic and social
class composition of religious groups ls the sample survey
in which a random sample from each group, controlling for
urban-rural and reglonal representation, is examined through

questiconnaires and/or interviews. This approach would be

superior to the one used in this thesis, first of all, because

of the '"looseness' of the raw data on religion provided in
the cénsus volumes. lhe main grcblem here 1s one of
'marginality‘oz Since the number of adherents in each group
is arrived at by the Bureau of Statistics by adding all the
respondents who answersd, say, Anglicen, to the question of

religious preference, the total will, of necessity, include

many who are but 'nominal'! adherents -- many having nothing

1

2 distinction is made here between ‘'umarginal' or
'nominal' adherents who take no active part in the church
and may never attend and the core adherents,

from liiebuhr, op. cit. p. 6,

==

T
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to do with the church since childhood., A priest of the
anglican church hes estimated that about one half of those
who replied Angliian to this question on the last census are

*

in this category. It may be that different groups will have

1T

different proportions of these nominal or marginal adherents.
tith a sample study, this possible source of biss could be
avolided by sampling only from the active church population.
In thne ecologiecal approach as used in this thesls, the -
weeupation varisble was employed as an index of social
class. Uccupation has been recognlized by scholars as one
of the best indicators of social clasg level but in the form
data is avalilable on this variable in the census volumes at
the county level, the variable becones of ga&st%anable A0Ce=
uracy. &axamination of Table 39 in the ﬁﬁpenﬁix& reveals
differences in the homogeneity of social class level among o
occupations within each gross occupational category. Some,
Like Pfafessieﬁai, Clerical and Labor seem quite homogeneous
in tane social class level {(as determined by Elishaﬁ }rmf
the occunations included within thelr scope. Other gross
categories such as Vommercial - Financial are less homogen=-
eous in the social class levels oif occupations within thenm,

this category including both newsboys of class 7 and stock

1in Allen; op., cit.

2(«‘
oee p. 99
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and bond brokers of ¢lass 2,

In a sample study we could determine the soeial c¢lass
and ethnic composition of many sects and cults which were
necessarily omitted from this thesis because ol the limit-
ations of the method the writer employed. In addition,
problems associated with an evaluation of the rural-urban
variable for some groups would be pvercome. with ecological
data, in a unit as large as a county, one gets & concentra=-
tion of some of the variable categories used in the analysis
according to the urban or rural nature of some of the units.
In this study, the bhlgher sﬁgc&tian&l and occupational
categories in terms of soelal c¢lass level are concentrated
in urban areas. iow, when & religious group is also cone
centrated in these urban areas, the correlations between
this group and tinese high educational and occupational cate-
gories will be guite high. +4here are several reasons such
as the avallability of more channels for upward m@hility,'
that most wrban groups would tend over time, Ly chance alone,
to mirror the general urban characteristics. Uther factors
such as ethnicity, recency of arrival, and group values might
work against this happening. No urban religious group is,
of course, likely to reflect verfectly the general urban
cnaracteristics. Opecial difficulties arise with a group
such as the dJews, which is8 s0 strongly urban that it reflects
the general urban picture, Jjustifiably or not. If this

rural-urban variable is controlled by Partial correlation:s

|

L

T



63

the Jews, because ol thnelr strong urbanism and the urbanism
of the high soclial class educational and occupational cgate=
gories, sulfer a great drop in social class level. There

is no way of knowlng, in the ecological type of analysis used
by tals writer whether this reductlon in the social class
level of the Jews 1§ warranted or not. If sasmple data were
avallable for this group in Ontario instead of our having to
infer from ecological data, it would be found that the Jews
in fact display social class characteristics of a higher
level than those of the general urban population.

The sample survey approach on a broad scale is, of
course, propibitive both in terms of time and linances reguired.
hevertheless, it is the only way to obtain accurate information
on the composition of the smaller religious groups.

use should be made of the information available al the
census tract level. Aalthough as statea earlier, data derived
from a census tract analysis would have a marked urban bias,
dangers of distortion in tae correlations obteined using this
small unit ol @nalysis would be minimized. In addition, some
interesting inter-city dilferences might result,

An ecologlesl analysis of the type attempted in this
paper employing a time sequence analysis of the sajor relipg-
ious groups would be very useful in determining trends in

both social class and ethnic composition. UGensus data is

B T M
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available for such a study in ten year periods dating back
to the 19th century.

A more comprehensive analysis of the ethniec composition
of the religious grau§$ is needed. Although there are problems
of precision involved , an analysis of this variable through
correlation coefficients at uoth the county and census tract

level might be useful,

lﬁee pP. 5354
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Teble 25 Bummary éf Gerrelaticn Gnefficients1 Between Ontario

Religious Bodies and Belected Indices of Social Class

2 | Greek Preghy- Roman United
Bducation”® Baptint Anglican Orthodox Jew tewxian Catholie Church
No Educa‘tion ’*"009 =y 39 925 “’519 "’.52 .52 ""0,4-2
Grades 1-k ~e33 mel2 421 =16 =59 59 LY
Grades 5"’8 .06 “'*’.‘32& #QLlu.? “'-"0149 917 "’0_01 023
Grades 912 .19 .66 «26 U9 227  =5h3 1l
Grade 13 plus «09 «58 o1l 53 418 =23 =02
Occurnation
Lebour - w19 06 209 «15 =1 22 =418
Othey Primary el 9 o 24 o371 =10 = 46 32 wy 25
Service w2 « 20 =y 08 o1l w05  «,05 oOL
Transportation - , . , -

& Communieation =1 15 30 =03 =27 05 «09
Agricultural «05 e 39 ™ }-!-6 w37 27 e 08 35
Manufacturing , X - -
Clerical .10 37 238 W67 =03 =01 27
g;ﬁgigégl & ¢27 02-4-2 005 062 c23 -'*.‘?9' "“’013
Proprietary » - . , -

& Managerial wo 20 061 02 o1 22 37 ¢09
Professional e 08 036 a" 9 Q63 .01 005 . e 26

1 26 is significant at the ,05% 1eve1‘for an N of 5k,

2 BEducation and Occupsations arve ranked 1n order from low to highe

Sse Do 170
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Table 26 ~ Correlation Coefficients Between Hurality Of
Ontario Counties And Desres of Edusgation

Ko Eduecation «30
Gradss lek 18
Grades 5-8 ohy8
Grades 9«12 =60
Grade 13 plus ws &

Table 27 =~ Corrglation Coefficients Between Ruwrality Of

Ontardio Countieg and Uecupational Catezories

Labor

Other Primary

Service
Traaspartati@nacommuaiaatian
Agriculture
Manufacturing~Technological
Clerieal
Commareial«~Financial
Propristary-Managerial

Professional

.24

~a 07
e 10

#00

#6561
=Bl
-2 9k
- 58
~s2h
-oTh

67

1 T
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Table 28 « Correlation Cosfficients Between Rurality Of

Ontarie Countles And Ontardie Relipious Grouvs

Baptist
Angliean
Presbytaerian
Jewish

United Church
Roman Catholie
zraek Orthodox

.06
»sl9
w o Ol
w52

» 34
- 07
el
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Table 29 -~ Loman Catholie Counties by Ethnic Origins

Perceont Disbributign;

Prescott Ruasell Glengarry Sudbury Cotchrane

Ethnie Origin

British lsles 15.8 16.9 40.6 35.4 32.3
French 82.9 81.9 £5.8 40.7 L.
Austrian -2 - - «13 .13
Gsaahoalovékian 0L 01 04 <59 o8l
Finnish - - «JL 49 2.8
German .16 «17 «25 2.1 1.4
Hungarian - .03 .07 «17 .10
Italian 05 05 .18 L2 3.0
Jewish .11 02 14 .19 3k
Netherlands .32 45 .10 17 <95
Polish 06 0l A 1.8 2.1
Russian 01 .01 .0k 25 .66
3candinavian .05 .08 <19 »95 1.2
Ukrainien .03 .06 .02 4.2 2.1

11n Tables 14 to 20, counties are ranked in terms of the proportion
of the particular religious group within. In the above Table, Prescott
has the highest proportion of Romsn Catholies, Russell next etc.

he "dagh" mesns less theh O1%.



Table 29 (cont.) 70

Stormont  Hipissing Carleton Henfrew Easex PHROVIRCE

Ethnie Ordein

British Isles 50.7 40.0 60.1, £3.0 52.0 6k.7
French 48.6 47.4 29.2 15.7 21.8 10.0
Austrian .03 «1h Iy .03 «23 17
Czechoslovakian <11 08 .10 +11 1.5 +60
Finnish 0L 37 03 9 «20 41
Berman .87 2.3 1.8 18.3 4.B L6
Hungarian A .03 .07 0k 1.7 «59
Italian o4l 2.2 94 .18 2.5 1.8
Jewish .43 .28 1.6 A2 1.0 1.5
Nstherlands 8.1 720 .75 1.1 1.6 2.0
Polieh .26 1.5 . .80 8.8 2.5 1.8
Russian .03 A6 27 .12 <79 o35
Scandinavian .23 .81 .56 .25 .52 .78

Ukrainian .09 65 <72 35 2.7 1.9

[



71

Durham Frince lennox Dundas Dufferin Northum-
Idward Addington berlend

Ethnie Or
British Isles 89.0 8.2 20.8 67.5 G2.1 85.7
French 1.7 3.1 3.6 9.2 -85 3.0
Austrian .13 .02 .03 .03 .04 a1
Czechoslovaiian .32 .03 01 L8 .07 .18
Finnish .03 .03 .07 .03 .05 Ok
German »90 1.6 2.7 5.0 1.4 1.2
Hungerisn =23 03 .05 Ob -08 03
Italian .12 .15 .12 .13 17 22
Jawiﬁ .18 .68 01 .18 8 07
Hatherlands 2.9 7.8 8.9 15.6 2.8 L6
Polish <90 17 3% »13 «18 - «h3
Rugsaian W18 11 .01 .08 .10 .08
Seandinavian 42 .37 - 29 .53 =34 23

Ukrainian 1.3 12 07 01 olls .15

[T



Table 30 (cont.)

Ethnde Origin
British lales
French

Austrian

Czeacheslovakian

Finnish
German
Hungarien
Ivalian
Jewish
Netherlands
Polish
Russian
Seandinavian

Ukrainian

Huron

79.9

3.6
.08
«1h
.02

il.4
.05
.18
05

A0
05
-5

Haliburton

88.5

3.2
08
.21
.01
.08
<11
26

0L

.06
~18

Victeria

92.9
2.3
03
.05
.02
1.0
«Ob
«21
06
1.8
17
«0b
.28
.08

Cntario

8l.1
2.7
.28
76
«13
1.6
49
A
43
2.1
2.2
«39
48

72

PROVINCE

6h.7
10.0
17
.60
61
4.6
-59
1.8
1.5
2.0
1.8
35
.78
1.9




Toble 31 -

Ethnde Origin

British lsles
French
Austrian
Czechoalovakian
Finnish
Gorman
Hungarian
Italian
Jowish
Netherlands
Polish
Rm;sia.n
dcandinavian
Ukrainian

Rainy
River

L3.4
10.7
37
32
2.0
4.3
.82

.62
10.3
8.9

h5.6
8.3
.27
2.3
9.4
2.4
25
he2
.31
«97
3.7
43
he9
10.4

Iissex Lincoln Untario

52.0
2.8
«23
1.5
«20
48
1.7
2.5
1.0
1.6
2.5
«79
o582
2.7

63.1
4ol
.32
11
2
7.1
.67
1.8
.55
5.9
o2
.97
« 70
4ab

81.1
2.7
28
76
13
1.6
49
A
43
2.1
2.2
.39
48
3.3

73

York

12.3
2.7
22
.58
.36
1.8
«35
2.3

1.2
2.3

«50

59
2.4



Table 31 (cont.)

Ethnie Origin

British lples
Franch
‘Austrian
Crechoslovakian
Finnish
German
Hungarian
1?&1iaﬂ
Jewish
Ketherlands
Polish
Russian
Jcandinsvian

Ukrainian.

Wellington

78.6
1.9
11
.25
03
9.4
.22
3.0
.30
1.9
1.0
.16
.30
49

¥entworth

69.3
3.1
29
.88
.13
3.0
1.3
3.7
92
1.9
3.5
bl
<66
2.6

Horfolk

Ksnora

40.9
7.7
34
.87
1.5
3.5
«39
1.2
«23
1.2
h.3
52
8.3
6.7

70

FROVINCE

64.7
0.0
17
.60
.61
beb
«59
1.8
1.5
2.0
1.8

.78
- 1.9

| TTHHE



Percent Distribution

Bruce

Ethnde Urigin

British Isles  71.6
Franch 1.4
hustrian Ob
Csechoslovakian .13

Finnish «Oh
German 22.2
Hungarian -
Italian «10
Jawish S5
ﬁather]#nds 1.2

. Polish .32
Russian .03
Seandinavian .22
Ukrainian 09

Wellington

78.6
1.9
11
.25
.03
9k
.22
3.0
.30
1.9
1.0
16
.30
49

Perth

68.1
2.0
.0
.0l
.03
24,9
.09
0L
.07
1.6
.33
11
.39
a7

Halton

82.6
1.9
.12
.50
.10
2.6
49
1.1
11
2.5
1.6
o2
-80
1.0

Simecoe

78.4
10.7
.09
.36
.10
1.6
17
49
18
2.5
.80
.15
47
.69

75

Huren

79.9

3.6
.08
14
.02

1.4
405
.18
.05

.40
.05
.51
.25

T TN ¢



table 32 (cont.)

Ethnle Origin

British Isles
French
Austrian
Czédhoslavakian
Finnish
Cerman
Hungarisn
Italian
Jewish
Hetherlands
Polish
Russian

Seandinavian

Ukrainian

Grey

81.9
1.4
05
05
.03
1i.8
.02
«10
.10
1.9
26
07
<29

Dufferin

92.1
-85
04
.07
<05

1.4
.08
.17
.08

2.8
13
<10
34

Victoria

92.9
2.3
.03
.05
.02
1.0
-0k
«21
.06
1.8
A7
Ol
.28

Lazbton

77.3
6.6
.10
1.1
BTA
2.7
.32
.29
.21
3.5
.80
.18
.73

1 a\\‘\?%\f_\‘g%\ ¥f\:LLL

76

PROVINCE

647 P
10.0
17
60
.61
b6
.59
1.8
1.5
2.0
1.8
35 T T
.78



Scandinavian

Table 33
£ihnde Ordgin

British Isles

Frensh
Sustrien

York Kenora

72.3
2.7
.22

Cgechoslovakian «58

Finnish
German
Hungarian
Italian
Jewlsh

Netharlands

fplish

Hussian

Ukrainian

.36

40.9

7.7
34
.87

1.5

3.5
-39

1.2

2.3

1.2

h.3
52

8.3

6.7

Kasex

52.0
2.8
o 23
1.5
20
4.8
1.7
2.5
1.0
1.6
25

.52
2.7

DA

Carleton

60.1
29.2
12
10
.03
1.8
07
-9
1.6

.80
27
.56
72

77

Hantworth Lineoln

69.3
3.1
29
88
<13
3.0,
i.3
3.7
92
1.9
3.5
Al

066
2.6

63.1

L.l
.32
1.1
.29
7.1
.67
1.8
55
5.9
4e2

Y A

« 70
L.6

ST ¢
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Table 33 (cont.)

Middlesex Frontenac (Orenville |VWaterloo  PRCVINCE

Ethnde Ordgin

British lsles 81.9 81.2 82.6 L2.h 6h.7

French 2.2 6.5 7.3 2.9 10.0

Auystrian +11 .06 .03 .32 A7
Czechoslovakian .38 17 .35 &7 .60
Pinniah «Oh 11 02 .08 .61
German 3.3 1.5 1.6 41.7 h.6

Hungarisa .58 09 Ol 57 59
Italian .95 «29 «22 43 1.8

Jewish W45 .37 .32 -39 1.5

Hetherlands 2.1 4O 3.5 1.2 2.0

Pelish 1.2 79 =97 3.0 1.8

Hugsian «29 22 10 «37 .35
Seandinavian .76 .60 58 38 0 .78

Ukrainian .63 40 .53 1.2 1.9

ST P



Percant Distribution

Norfolk
Ithnic Oriein
British Isles 61.3
French 2.3
Angtrian .16
{zechoslovakian 1.0
Finnish .03
German 6.6
Hungarian 5.8
dtalian «29
Jewish .10
Netherlands 5.9
Pelish 2,2

- Hugsisw - 0 2%

Scandinsvian <35
Ukrainian 3.5

Brant Elgin Haldimand Oxford

1.6
203
14

7 67.1
2.5 2.2
«16 19
-55 43
<12 o1
L2 13.8
2.0 .78
51 .71
<15 04
4.1 6.2
«50 7
W26 W36
.55 .50
4b 1.0

79.2

2.0
-13
+23
08

79

Kiddlesex

81.9
2.2
.11
.38
Oh
3.3
. 58
-95
2h5

BRI 141121 Al



Table 34 (cont.)

British isles
?raﬁch
sustrian
Czechoslovakian
Finnish
German
ﬁungariaa
I{alian
Jewish
Hetheriands
Polish
Russian
Sgandinavian

“~Ukrainian

Kent

65.3

12.1
10

2.2
.03

59
3
o 21
55
.87
+15
40

Muskoka

82.4
6.1
08

«28

90"

Grey Victoria

8l.9 92.9
1.4 2.3
.05 03
05 .05
.03 .02
1.8 1.0
.02 Ok
10 «21
<10 .06
1.9 1.8
26 .17
07 Oh
«29 .28
B - .08

80

PROVINCE

64.7
10.0
A7
60
.61
b
.59
1.8
1.5
2.0
1.8
«35
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Haliburton Halton Peel York Muskoks HMiddleaax

Ethnie Opigin

British Isles 88,5 B2.6 83.5 172.3 g2.4 81.9

French 3.3 1.9 2.4 2.7 6.1 2.2

fustrian - 12 «17 «22 .08 <11

Czechoslovakian - .90 o2 .58 -28 .38

Finnish .06 .10 .18 .36 34 -Ob

German 21 2.6 1.7 1.8 3.1 3.3

Hungarisn .01 4% .10 «35 R 7] .58

ltalian .08 1.1 1.5 2.3 49 «95

Jewish 11 .11 06 5.0 .12 oh5 |

Netherlands W26 2.5 2.8 1.2 2.1 2.1 :

Polish 01 1.6 1.3 2.3 +33 1.2
Rusgion - .24 .25 .50 .4 .29

Scandinavian .06 .80 .86 .59 1.2 .76

Ukrainian .18 1.0 1.2 2ok b2 .63



Iable 3% (cont.)

Evhnie Origin

British Isles
Franch
Austrian
Caschoslovakian
Finnish
German
Hungarisn
Italian
Jewlsh
Netherlands
Polish
Russian
3eandinavian
~ Ukrsinisn

Frentenae

8l.2

6.5
06
.17
»11

1.5
.09
.29
.37

4.0
.79
.22
«60

W0

Lanark

89.8
beb

Laeds

86.3
6.
05
05
03
1.0
03
b
.16
3.1
-28
.07
oh3

L

Lineoln

63.1
hel

82

PROVINCE

64.7

10.0
17
.60
.61

leb
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Table 36~ Percentage Distribution of Ontario Religilous '

1
Bodies by County, 1951

Greek Pregby- Roman  United
County _ Baptist Anglican Orthodox Jews terian Cathollc Church
Algoma 2.9 13,74 0.9 0.2 6elt 38.4 28,4
Brant 13.4 23,7 0.7 Ol 8.8 14,1 3.2
Bruce L6 9,6 041 -y 204 1742 36,1
Carleton 2,2 18,8 06 1.9 5,5 471 19.8
Cochrane 145 9.9 10 O, 2,0 62,5 16.7
pufferin 2,1 20,2 0.2 - 041 a4 2.5 52,8
Dundas 241 8oLt 041 0.2 12,3 1149 53.5
Durhem 2.5 21,3 0.6 0.2 8.7 5.7 56,2
Elpin 12,7 - 16.53 045 0.3 11.7 M7 37.0
Resex Ly 16,0 247 144 6.9 1.3 19e 7
Frontenae 1.4 26,0 0.2 0.5 6.l 22.3 35.6
Glengarry 0.7 2.0 041 Ou2 11 41 73.3 127
Grenville 0,9 23,0 041 0.5 1241 1647 1.9
Grey 63 11,5 0.1 0.2 14,7 7o L2,8

Wwﬁaldimand,_wwﬁjfjbmfAiﬁianfu*gigf_wAmumﬁufﬁiar5f7773¢8W77Wf§§T62747_f7

Haliburtom 5.9 3e2 - 04t 3,G Lol L47.0
Halton = 3.6 30,0 0.6 0.2 17.5 10,6 33,2
Nastinge 1.7 23,6 0.2 0.2 6.4 17,9 1.9
Huron 1.6 12,8 0u1  0u1 1641 414k L4B.8
Kenora 2;6 2u.9 Tely '9.2 Lol 2542 26,3
Kent T+ 8 1247 0.6 0.2 8.8 272 3h.7
Lambton 5.5 18.5 0.3 0.3 13,1 16,44 38,
Lanark 3.3 25,6 0.7 0.3 1243 1746 3742

1 - means less than .01%



Coumty
Leeds

Lennox«=
Addington

Lincoln
Manitoulin
Middlesex
Muskoks
Nipissing
Ncrfolk‘
Northﬁmberland
Ontario
OxPord
Parry Sound
Peel

Perth

_Peterborough

Prescott:
Prince Edward
Rainy Riyer
Renfrew
Russell -
Simcoe
Stormont

Sudbury

340
0.8

349
2ol
845
6ol
1.9
19,1
345
L.6
10,8
346
be7
340

0e5
2.k
345
341

143
Le7
1.5
146

Greelk Presby« Roman United
Baptist Anglican Orthodox Jews terian Catholie Church
01 042 8el 177 3945
001 " 2.2 12,3 B5la3
1.9°. 0.6 9.2 19.8 246
0ul o 245 29. 4 b3
Osli 0.6 9,6 1341 3541
Oe C.2 16.8 119 3561
0.l 0.3 2,8 62,9 19.0
1ol 0,1 6o3 20,8 28.6
0ot 0.1 1142 1.6 50,3
167 8.5 9.0 13.8 L5e2
0.3 0,2 93 10,0 L24
0.1 - 8eli 19,8 3.6
0.5 0o 11,8 12.5 38.2
041 0.1 17.7 10.7 28,9
~ 04l Ol 8e2 - 2Het— 38T
Oe 0o 546 88,2 Le7
041 0u1 542 7.3 5502
L4e© 0.2 720 2542 27,8
0.2 0.1 642 L2.6 20,2
0,1 - 0.8 84,9 8.0
0.3 0.2 1644 2042 31,8
0.2 Ouli 9.0 62,8 15.6
1.0 0,2 3.0 60,3 1643

Y I

25.6
19.2

2543
1245
2642
2649
946

1346
1746
1941
177
by
2703
14,2

1949 -

265
20,9
1149
10.44
Lo
21.2
8.9
87

8l

£
g
£
s



County

Thunder ﬁay:
Timiskaming
Vigtoria
Waterlod
Welland
Wellington
Wentwolrth
York

The Province

246

3y
643
e
L.8
L3
5.0
le'?

: e

ka9
1204

172

1045

20,0

15,6
ole9
. 27.3

20,4

Baptist Anglican oi?iigox Jewa Presbyterians Catholie Chureh
3.6
1.0
0.1
0.3
1.5
0.2
1.5
1.6

RPN

0.3

0.l
0.4
0.5
Ot

0.l
1.2

5,7

1.9

8.7
5.6
13.3
9.4

10.0.

18.4
1249
104

945

85

Roman United

2949
L4143
1341
23,6
30,3
18.6
21,0
1641

22U 8

2141
27,6
L5.8
13,8
20,6
33.5
26,0
27.0

2847
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Table 37 = Percentage Distrlbution of Those Not Attending

School by Educational Attalnment, Ontario Counties, 1951

County
Algoma
Brant
Bruce
Carleton
Cochrane
Durferin
Dundas
Durham
Elgin
Essex
Frontenac
Glenpgarry
Grenville

Grey

Haldimand

Haliburton

Halton
Hastings
Huron
Kenora
Kent
Lambton

Lanark

No Education

Te2
T}
L3
He3
8,8
3e7
3.9
Le2
4.0
Yo7
349
8.0
3¢9
3.8

L6

6.6
Lt
5.2
3.8

1643

L2
L2
L3

Grades lel

9e9
3.0
346
3ol
1544
343
366
3eli
346
561
Le3
1043
3eb
Le6

L 2.8

el
2ely
545
241
10.9
367
3.3

N

58 912
b1.6  33.6
U5.9  37.7
6041 2644
29,6 L5.3
U3.6 2645
58.5 28,2
5041 34.8
L8.9 3541
hB.3 3742
L2.3 373
39.9 38.h
5.3 22,5
45,9  39.1
573 2744
Blel 3344
52,1 26,3
3649 40,9
Ub, 7 3547
52,8 331
36,7 3045
4845 3540
46,8 36,0
18,3 34,9

13 plus

TeT
8.9
5,6
17.4

545
15.7
9,0
8,2
5.6
8.6
9,6
8e5



County
Leads

Lennoxe
Addington

Iinecoln

Manitoulin

Middlesex
Moskoka
Nipissing
Norfolk

Northunberland

Ontario

Oxford

Parry Sound

Peal
Fsrth

“Peterborough

Prescott

Prince Edward

Rainy River

Renfyrew
Russell
Simcoe
Stormont

Sudbury

Le2
Lo 7

5
8.3
34l
545
9.6
b7
18
3
w
7.6
n:
3.l

39

8.0
o2
9.0
7.6
749
741
6.2
7.6

No Education

Grades l-i

249
U6

Le3
13.4
2.6
Te2
10,1
Lot
ol
343
5
1047
2.§

2,0
e TY

8!&
o5
8;6

740

o9
7.5
10.8

88

Bl et 2 13 plus
U5e9  37.9 94
53,0 30,0 7.6
4041 39,7 11.3
HRe 2 2149 L2
39,3 - Wil 1342
45,4 33.8 8.%
42,7 29,0 8.5
5Ue5 29,9 6.8
1.8 3.1 7.8
W8 390 8.3
u9§9 5&#9 840
9.0 2646 6.0
39,8 40.8 1449
56,5 30,y 7.6

UG BT %k
57;0 2é.1 Lol
50,6 345 7.8
uu{g 30,3 5,8
uer 27.7 Tkt
57.8 25y 3.9
W6l 33.9 7.7
L9, 2 300 7.0
13,3 30.8 7.5



County
Thunder Bay
Timiskaming
Victoria
Waterloo
Welland
Wellingtan
@enﬁwcrth

York

The Provincs

NQ Edugation

749
7.6
a3
348
53
Be5
349
505

Le7

Grades 1L

11,2
9.3
18
2ol
53
245
3.8
3al

be7

5-8

3841
b, 2
5147
Blaly
42,1
48,0
39.2
34,2

high

9-12
3ha7
30,4
33.0
3h.2
372
3645

Ll 5

38,3

89

13 plus

- 841

8.5
642
8.1
10,1
9.6
1046
1he3

10,9
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Table 38 « Pez*c@iiztage Distribution of Occupations, Ontario Countiesg

1951 ° g8
~ i I, E & iiﬁ <
by @ @ ;;g i} wi +
4 o <] : 5 Py a O 4
I ] (o} & * o) 43 [l
9 O o 4 +3 £t 43 Q £4 i
@ o 9] o o Ay G %) 8 8 7
ot @ ) 3] ‘, o £ HY £ g
22 F 08§ 8§ 53 og° Br o 4
County A s & B < 5 = s B O By 0 3
Algome, 6.6 359 369 6ol 7a7  2U4.9 13.0 2.4 LB 18,1
Brant 9e1 L.l Te3 1246 0.2  3L.8 7.1 5.8 L.,5 6.8
Bruce 8.3 2.8 149 LBoL 1.0 13,9 6.3 3.0 2.4 5.4

Carleton 4o 6 41,4 142 649 0.2 11,5 842 643 15,3 547
Cochrame ¢ ) Ll 3.6 6,9 30,0 15,8 9,2 2.8 L,8 9.0
Dufferin 7.6 3,0 1ulb 59.2 0,44 6.5 6,1 3.0 2.2 L7
Dundas 7e1 2.7 163 Blalt 0.3  10.L4 7.6 Bolt 2.8 569
Durham 7e1 UeO Ue7 30.3 0,8 25,8 5,8 3.5 2,9 8.4
Elgin 840 3,0 3¢5 30,5 0.9  AUuB 12,0 Ll 10,9 5.8
Easex 9.2 U.7 B840 95 0.3 3455 7+9 he8 5.2 8.6
Frontenac 7.8 6,6 UWs3 1346 0,6 17,8 7.8 45 19,2 8,9
Glengarry 6,8 2,2 142 56,7 1.3 7.4 6,9 Re6 2,2 6.3

 Grenville 8,2 o2 343 3Le2 046 15,7 10.7 3.7 L3 7.2
Grey 8e3 F41 267 U242 Oult 1743 6.9 Lhe3 2.9 5-6
Haldimand 7,7 2,8 268 36,6 4.2 15,9 7ok 3.7 43 8.4
Haliburton12,0 2,0 2,0 15.6 €.3 9,2 12,0 2,0 3,5 25,4
Halton 12,8 6,3 5¢2 1843 0.3 23,4 6.1 6.3 UL.2 8,6
Hastings 9,1 L,0 Ll 1862 1.6 1648 10,9 U5 13.4 9.8
Huron 7o5 2,4 146 U450 Okt 8.2 5,5 2.8 16,6 L6
Kenora 9e1 UeQ 307 3.9 21.7 13.2 1649 34 7.6 9.6

Kent 9.2 3,5 L8 32,31.0 17.9 7.5 5

e LR ie

1 For males aged 14 and over
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4 4 ] Z“ %Dc——i SS &
ps B ¢ g T8 B8 o
@ & e] § E g:a Y. 3 & 4
42 0 o '} 42 ; 42 ~ wl
O ® o part 0 g o © ol
o @ 0 O o @8 2 o 8 g
&45 5] 7 5 K 99 Q o £ E
=) 6y : e © o o
2= P g B4 g8 ES B ok o2
County r§3~a iy (3] < ot HeY BYg Om o 3
Lambton Bt 6.5 Lo2 2342 0.3 22,2 846 3.5 3.9 847
Lanark Ba7 3.0 L0 26,8 142 1769 13,6 Le2 3.6 9.5
Ieeds 9-6 307 LhL& 27:55 005 18»8 9¢9 L’-o? 601 7;2
Lennoxe , .
/Eincoin 8»5 5;7 5;5 '“4-.7 0.3 3290 732 1!4-07 )-hs 8'32
Manitoulin Te7 24l 1.3 3648 12.5 6.8 1121 2.0 Lalt 7.8
- Middlesex 10,6 5.8 7.2 15,0 0.1 20,1 8,9 7,6 8 7.1
Muskoka 18,1 3.6 3,0 9,8 2.5 14s0 1had1 Lol 6.7 1541
Nipissing 9,6 3.8 5.3 1045 Ba? 1he0 16,5 L5 6.0 13.6
Norfolk 7e8 244 2.3 B0e1 243 10.L 5.6 La1 2.8 5o
Northumberland 9.6 3.0 2.2 37.9 0.6 15.9 7.3 4«1 L,0 8,0
Ontario 73 LeO T7:2 152 01 35,2 6.9 Ut Le2 7o
Oxford 92 302 Lot 32,8 0,3 22,4 6.8 L9 3.8 6.1
T Parry Sound 10,1 2.9 2,3 20,6 5a1 11,2 15,2 3.0 5.k 1743
Peel . . - 10.7 509 6;:1 ?.Oeg 0.2 23-2 7:8 50}4- }-!-91 53.2
Pexrth 8‘6 3‘0 305 35.9 Oe2 90.6 6.7 .’3:1 591 7:6
P@tel"bﬂl‘@ugﬂ'l 901 6.0 6:3 1358 102 2938 Ta1 5&9 ’4-16 7&5
Prescott 6.3 3¢5 1.7 )4-.505 008 8:7 5'5 3’5 205 15”-“

Prince Bdward 6.5 2,3 2,2 38,9 1.5 8,3 5.9 3eb 171 7.0
Rainy River Bell 3,2 342 1742 10,4 15,2 13.8 2.5 5.2 13,2
Renfrew 6.5 4B 3.0 2142 2487 13.2 8.1 2.8 1741 1.7



o

4 @

g &

% o

wE &

BHE O

2

o o's E

County Fﬁé&i '
Ruésell 5@7 2.0
Simacoe B.2 2.9
Stormont 7:9 L.5B
Sudbury 5.7 b3
Thunder Bay 7.4 3.9
Timiskaming 8,6 5,0
.Vistbria ' 9.5 3B.by
Waterloo 10:1 Lok
Welland 994 He3

Wellington 9,1 4.8

Wentworth 8.8 5.6
York 12.7 84,6

:

g

Bow
2,2 5149
2.8 23.4
3.8 17.7
3¢3 La2
5¢7  Lebt
345 12,0
2e7 3U4sb
740 945
5.2 Le9
- Ue6 2843
Bel  he3
11,0 2.2

g 8
L
4 Ba 4
Boed BE
 fE
§ &% ¢
§ 5= fS
© HE Eeg
Oiﬁ 603 5‘“

0.5 135 849
062 2647 8ot

0.9 148 10,0
0e1 38,4 6.2

Oult B34l 8.8

0,2 24.0 6,7
0.t 3Us8 7.6
Ol? 25§ﬂ 896

Commercial &

Finsncial

3e3
3,8

be7
26:9 176 10,7

1502 17,5 16,0 2
2846 1341 8.7

Service

349
19.9
Ue7
5.3,
549
Lie6
ha?
a0
5e3
46

5.8

7s2

The Province 9,9 5.9  7e1 13.84 247 23,0 8,7 5.7 7ol 8.2

92

Labour

1001

Y

1326
93
1149
567
7.6
649
1?2
6ol
949
665
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Table 39 - Cgeupations Tncluded Under Faeh Oeccupational

Category Used; Conversion To Soeial Class Index

Using Blishen's Sealel

Proprietary-Managerial Class Blishen Score Numbher in grauﬁz

ODwners, managers, officials in:

Mining, quarrying 2 67.9 Thl
Business service z 69.5 2,110
Finaige 2 6747 6,496
“lectriclty, gas, water 2 6.7 | 936
Censtruction 2 63.8 10,472
Wholesale trade 2 6345 14,241
Manufagturing 2 63,0 26,740
Government service 2 6046 94370
Transportation 2 60.1 6,700 ;
Community Service 2 59.1 ) 1,534
Tnsurance 2 58.2 5,496

. Managers n.e.8.3 pﬁ,wﬂﬂg o WMQZEE,W,”,,;f_,y_%ﬁ;,_ﬁgf,4,,,W44W
Retail Trade managers 2 5740 47,68
Forestry 3 5645 710
Communications 3 55*5 5,700
Recreation service 3 55*3 2,569

Total X (Blishen Seore) timea Y (number in group) - S418738.5
Weighted Mean Score « 59.0

1§Iiahen, Bernard, "The Construction and Use of an
Oceupational Class Seale”, Cansdian Journal of Eeonomiecs and
Politieal Sclence, 2 (November 195°

-

2pefers to the mumber of Ontario Males in each ogeupation
June, 1951,

3ﬁat elsevhere specified



Table 39 (cont.)

Profesaional

Accountants-auditors

Agricultural n.e.s.

Arehitects

Artists, commercial

Art. teachers

Authors editors Journalists

Brothers, nuns

Chemists, metallurziste

Clerzy, priests

Dentiats
Dieticians
Draustmen,

Ensinpers,

Meghanieal

denizners
Chenmical
Civil
flectrieal

Judges, magistrates
¥ $ ]

Labk  technieians

Lawyers

Librarians

Musiclans, mueie teachers

Hurses

Osteopaths, ehiropractors

100

Class Blishsn Score Humber in sroup
2 61,3 12,997
2 648 71k
1 7342 723
2 56.0 1,634
2 57.6 213
2 - 634 2,450
5  A6.) .5
2 65.8 3,630
2 - 61,0 5,047
1 - 82,5 1,935
2 6740 1
3 56.0 54358
1 C77.8 1,357
1 7540 2,685
1 C75.2 3,545
2 7246 L4928

EE T - T
1 - 90.0 191
3 5he3 Ly372
1 78.8 3,281
2 62,0 117
3 5347 3,401
3 52,2 15
2 673 373
3 51,8 1,277



Tzble 39 {cont.)

101

Fumber in zroup

Clags Blishen Score
Fhysiclans, surseons 1 81.2
Profassors, prineipals 2 72.0
Religious workers 5 43,0
Social welfare workers 2 57.0
Statisticlans 2 64,8
Surveyors 3 55,0
Sehool teachers 2 62,2
Vetorinariang 2 69.8
Other professional 2 6h..0

Total XY - 5503727

%elzhted Mean for Profeassional Category - 65,k

Clerical

Bookkeeper, cashier L 512
- Office clerks —— 5

Shirping, receiving clerks 5 7.0

Stenorranhers, typists 3 2.0

Total XY = 5017775.6
weirthted Mean for Clerieal Category = 9.3

Agrieulture

Farmers, stoek raisers 5 L9.2

TR0

5,038
1,242
39%
587
294
14541
8,856
576
5 4290,

11,085

21,272
1,753

131,006

T 60,918



Table 39 (cont.)

Class  Blishen Jeore

102

Humber in ~roup

Farm managers, foremen 5 45,2

Farm labor 7 37.5

Woichtad mean for Agriculture category - L5.7

Hanufsevuring - Mechanieal

Bakers 6 43.8
Butehers & L3.3
Butter, chesse makers 5 L5.a.h
Figh canners, curers, packers 7 . 3642
Meat cannaers, curers, packers § 152
#illera fleowr, srain &6 hiW2
Liquors, beverages 5 L1640
Tobaeco products & Lh o2
Rubber shoe makers ) L3.8
Tire, tube builders 5 LB
Vuleanizers 5 46,0
Furriers 5 Lbe2
Leather culters 6 L3.5
Glove makers 6 L2.7
Harness, saddle makers 6 L2,0
FMaehina operators, shoe 6 42,2
shoemakers, repairers 7 40.2
Tanners b L3.5
Textile inspeetors, mendera § 8.0 §

1,%8
5hy k28

3,406
by 948
1,004

© o m s
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Table 39 (eont.,)

8lass Blishen Score HNumber in group

Bleachers, dyers é blpols 687
Carders, drawing frame tenders
6 5243 579
Pinishors, calsnders & L3.6 548
Knitters 5 L6.,3 1,243
Lowm fixers, gard grinders 3 k5.5 - 537
S8rinners, twisters ) L3.3 1,187
Yeavers b 43,8 1,k
Vinders warpers reslers
beamers 6 L2.8 502
Wearing apparel examiners § L5.6 128
Cutters & L35 1,552
Nesizners 5 L7.2 217
Hat, cap makers & by ob 521
Milleners 5 L7.8 35
Sewvers, machine operatora 6 h3.2 2,24
TTallers 6 ko0 2,275
- ¥ood inspectors, graders
scalers 5 46,3 1,104
Box, basket, case makers 5 L6.1 347
Cabinet, furniture makers § 45,5 3,015
Coovers 6 L2,2 270
Finishers, polishers 6 L3 .6 1,773
Sawyers 7 41.2 2,431
Urholsterers 5 L6a3 2,650

Wood turners 6 3.1 2,802
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Tfable 33 (cont.)

Class Blishen BSeere  Number in group

Paper box, bagz, envelope

Makers 7 41.3 1,854
Paper makers 5 5Ge 2,056
Bookbinders 5 L3.6 539
Compositors, typesetters 5 50,4 6,691
Fhotoensravers, lithosraphers
3 54.0 1,499
‘ressmen, platesetters 5 498 2,652
Ketals insvectors g 5044 7,262
Assemblers electrical 5 48,1 ST
Blackemiths b 140 2,779
Boilermakers platers 5 L7.3 1,437
Corsmakers 8 45,0 1,458
Klectroplaters 5 ho,3 1,18¢
Ensraversa & 51.h L43
Filers, srinders, sharpsnerss 4544 Ly7h3
Fitvers, assemblers 5 47.2 11,53,
Furnacemen  heaters g §6,2 L ,961
Haat treaters, annsalers 5 L7.0 607
Jewellers, watchmakers 5 48,2 1,562
Machine operators, metals 5§ 46,5 20,276
Fachiniste 5 19,6 15,007
Fechanlecs, airplane 5 50,1 775
autos 5 4546 22,835
railroad shop 5 L7.2 3,168

TisBEo8a 5 L7.2 2h ’303
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able 39 (econt.) >

Glass Blishen Sgore  Humber in group

Millrights 5 L#0 3,701
Moulders 6 45.0 5,312
Patternmakers 5 50,4 1,247
Polichers, buffers 5 45,8 2,684
Potmern & iy o8 29
Radin lepairmen A 505 1,900
Rivetsrs haaters 6 Ll 722
ffolliny mill men g 194l 1L170
Shest metal, tinsmiths 5 47.1 5,159
Tool die makers 4 1.6 74571
veldsrs, frame cutters 5 A I 11,539
uire drawvers, makers, weavers
‘ 5 L6.9 1,069
Brick, tile makers 6 L6 LA3
Kiln burners 6 Li 5 601,
Stone cutters, dreasers 5 L34 559
“Paint, varnish makers = 5  LbJd, 863
Petroleum refiners & 51.6 5113
Sulv»rite gockers digersters 5 15,0 304
Denta) mechanics 5 L9.1 461
Labelers, stampers 5 4543 610
(nticiang, lens grinders 5 L3,2 L68
Photosraphle occupations
N, 6. 8. 5 L9.2 L6

Weizhted Mean for Manufseturing » Mechanlesal catezory =~ 47.5

T e Y



Table 39 (eont.) 106
Class Blishen Seore Number in group

Iransportation ~ Communication

FPorenen L 50.7 2,549
Inapectorsa 5 L9.4 2,452
Ticket agents stn, 3 She3 1,769
Afr vilots (eivil) 2 65,0 344
Bagzagemen, exrressmen 5 LGk 672
Railway brakemen L 1.1 3,789
Bus Arivers 5 5746 3,522
Captaing mates, chauffers 4 50,7 866
Taxi drivers & L343 5,299
Conduectors 6 Ll .2 L4596
Dispatouers 2 2,5 3k
Enzineering officers 5 L9.4 4530
Firemen ~ ship 6 L2k 356
Lockkeepers, canalmen 5 L3.1 $00
 Locomotive engineers 3 540 3,806
Longshoremen, atevedorses 7 k1.2 LEO
Messengers 7 L3,2 3,453
3t. railway operators 5 L8.8 2,68
Ssamen, sailors 6 42,1 14273
Sectiommen, trackmen 7 hl.b TL755
Switehmen, siznalmen 5 LB.2 1,630
Taamsters 6 L34 4,169
Truck drivers 6 3.6 53,334
Commmications foremen 2 58.1 L96



Table 39 (econt.) : 107

Glass Blishen Score  Number in Group

Inasractors 3 58,0 107
Linemen, servicemen 5 494 #4725
Postmen 5 4549 3,468
Radio announcers 3 56k 310
Aadio operators 3 54,0 561,
Telezraph operators L 51,6 1,769
Telephone opsrators 5 1842 34

Weirhted Mean for Transportation - Communisation catesoriss = L5.6

Commereial - Finanelal

Poaromen L 50.6 2,368
Advertising agents 3 56,6 T2z
Auctioneers 5 L3.3 101
Brokers agents, appralisers 3 55.0 1,193
Canvassers, demonstraters 5 L8.2 1,401
- Colleetors -~ — — & — /Y T 26L
Commereial travellers 3 55e7 21,652
Havkers, pedlers 7 39.3 1,100
Inspectors, graders n.e.s, 5 L9.2 71
Newsboys 7 33,7 717
Packers, wrappers ) L3.6 . 5,167
rurchasing arents, buyers 3 5he8 3,540
5ales clerks 5 472 25,368
Service stn, attendants 6 NN Y 3,663

Window decorators, dressers L 51,5 789
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Table 39 (cont.)

Glass Blishen Secore  HNumber in Group

presiie s

Ingurance azsnits 2 58,2 74367
Real Estate agonts 2 57.0 b, 004
Stock, bond brokers 2 709 1,594

Yeishted Hean for Commersial - Financial éaﬁ&garies - 51,4

Service

Barbers, hairdrassers 6 4346 5,074
Boothlaoks 7 36.8 204
Charworkers, ¢leaners 7 37l 3,032
Cooks 7 L1.8 5,649
Elevator oparators ) E2e5 1,615
Guides 7 37.8 1,101
Hotel, cafe workers n.e.s. 7 31.8 3,791
Janitors 7 L16 12,611
Cleaners, dyers 6 L2.4 3,839

-Practical nurges - — & O .7~ ¢ S P

Porters & i o2 1,390
Undertakers L 513 1,056
Waiters 6 4342 7,018
Firemen 5 L,9.8 3,284
Guards, watchmen n.e.s, 6 42,8 74659
0fficers, armed forges 2 65.1 k569
(tther rarnks, armed forges 5§ L6.8 23,439
“plicemen, detectives 5 50,2 6,796
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Table 39 (cont.) |
Clags Blishen Seore Fumber in croup

Agtors, showmen, sportsmen 3 52,1 634
Movie projectionists L 5Q0.8 L9
Ushers 7 5061 h13

Weizshted Mean for Service catezories « L5.2

Labor
Laborers N.8.8. 7 0.8 117,697
Yelshted Mean for Labor »~ 40,8

Other rrimary

#{shermen 7 36.9 1,674
Hunters, trappers 7 32.0 314
Lozziny foreman 5 L5 .4 HO8
Forast rangers eruisers 6 43.2 1,351
Timbermen 6 Lb.7 14,196
" Mining foremen I 52,8 1,934
¥Mine lubor 6 L3, L,588
11 lmen 5 L7.2 1,357
Miners 5 L5 ok 5341
Prosmectors 6 hlys? 392
tusrriers, drillers 5 L6.6 1,117
Mine timbermen 5 L5 .4 880

Waizghted Hean for Uther "rimary catecories = Lh.,7
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Table L0 =~ Tercentaze Rurality In Ontario Counties, 1951

County

Algoma
Brant
Bruce
Carleton
Coghrane .
Dufferin
Dundag |
Durham
Elgin
Zsaex
Frontenag
Flengarry
Grenville
Grey

"~ “Haldimand

Hallburton
Halton
Hastings
Huron
Kenora
Kent
Lambton

Lanark

Leeds

Lennox«~Addington

Linecoln
Manitoulin
Middleseax
Huskoka
Kipigsing
Norfolk

Northumberlsnd

Ontario
Oxford
Farry Sound
Peel

Ferth

~ Peterborough

Prescott

rinee Hdward

Rainy River
Renfrew
Russell
Simcoe
Stormont

Sudbury

5045
300
4L2.0
48,0
22.8
6345
157
555
530

V 3&' Oi}

50,2
201
52,0
L340

32,2

56,0
773
575
56,0
80.0
5440
L2o7
37.0



Table 40 (eont,)

Gounty

Thunder Bay
Timiskaming
Victoria
Waterloo
vWelland
Wellington
Yentworth
York

Province

29.6
41,0
55,5
25,2
26,4,
2.5

5.9

3.6

29,2
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Table A1

« Ranking Of Occupational Categzories Based On

Welghted Means Obtained in Table 39 Ranking

From Low To High

Labor - 40,8
Other Primary - Ll 7
Servicé - 45,2
Transportation and Communication - 45.6

Agriculture - 45.7

Manufacturing and Technological « 47.5

Clerical - 49.3
Commercial and Financial - 51.8
Proprietary and Managerial ~"59.0
rrofessional | - 6544
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