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ABSTRACT

Hamilton has been affected by waves of foreign immigrants moving
into the city since the beginning of this century. The resulting admixture
of ethnic groups has produced a varied spatial pattern which forms the
focus of analysis in this paper.

A review of the literature on various ethnic enclaves in different
cities of the world serves to focus this ecological study of ethnic
groups in Hamilton,

The historical and cultural background of Hamilton and the distri-
butional pattern of the major e;hnic communities are described. The
factors influencing the distribution of ethnic groups in the city are then
examined by means of factor analysis and regression analysis of 1971
census data.

The analysis shows well distributed homogenous ethnic enclaves
varying in their spatial concentration. As a whéle it may be described
as a mosaic with a high concentration of ethnic groups in the northern
part of the city, north-east and west end.

The results confirm the importance of ethnic dimensions within
the social and spatial structure of the city and the importance of socio-
econcmic status and housing charaéteristics in influencing the distribution

of ethnic groups.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the spatial distribution and prganiz-
ation of ethnic groups in Hamilton, Ontario. ' The socio-cultural structureA
of the ;ity is typically cbmp]ex, even where the population is ethnically
homogeneous (Watson, 1962; Jones, 1969, 1962). This complexity is much
more marked where ethnic variations are foun& within the urban population.

Hamilton has been affected by waves of foreign immigrants moving
into the city since the beginning of this century. The resulting ad-
mixture of ethnic groups has produced a varied spatial pattern which
fprms the focus of analysis in this paper. |

Strictly speaking, of course, all of Hamilton's population belong
to some ethnic group or other. However, those of British origin are con-
sidered as a non-ethnic category in this analysis, as this group forms
part of the Canadian core-culture. Even recent British immigrants typi-
cally become assimilated in a much shorter time than immigrants from
elsewhere because their general cultural background is nearer to the
Canadian norm. |

Non-British groups commonly retain a sufficient number of their
own cultural traits to distinguish and isolate them for varying lengths

of time. Such variations depend upon national origin, cultural background
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and the attitudes toward them held by the remainder of the city population
{Ware, 1931). These are some of the factors contributing to the ethnic’
distribution patterns existing within the city.

This paper is concerned with examining the spatial distribution
of ethnic groups in Hamilton and its relationship to the sbcio-economic
"structure of the city. The paper is organised as follows. First, existing
literature oh the spatial distribution and 6rganization of éthnic groups
is reviewed.  Macro scale studies based on social area analysis and
factorial ecology are distinguished from neighbourhood scale studies of
socio-spatial organization. Literature dealing With the factors inf]uéncing
the distribution of ethnic.groups is also reviewed. Second, ‘the distribution
| pattern of ethnic groups in Hamilton basad on the mapping of census data
is diScussed in light of the historical-cultural background of the city:
Fhird, the factors influencing this distéibution are:examined~by means
of factor analysis and regression analysis of 1971 census data. Finally,

the main conclusions of the analysis are summarized.



CHAPTER 2
LITERATURE REVIEW

The spatial distribution and spétia] organization Of ethnic groups
in urban areas has been the.foéus of much research within geography and
sdciology. In Canada, the United States and other parts of the world,
empirical studies have been based on cities af different stages of develop-
ment. The spatial patterning -of ethnic groupé revealed by these studies
has varied. For example, some Studies indicate C]ustering, and other
dispersion. Further the ethnic composition of the cities studied were in
some cases homogeneous and in others  heterogeneous.

| Homogeneous ethnic clusters are characteristic of many major
North American cities. Such ethnic encliaves develop due to a combination
of socio-cultura1 needs, economic factors and discriminatory housing
practices. | o

The existing geographic literature dealing with ethnic elements
in urban areas can be divided into two main éategories: studies of spatial
distribution on a city wide basis and studies of socio-spatial organization
at a neighbourhood scale. Spatial distribution studies havé typically
employed Social Area Analysis or Factorial Eco]ogy using aggregate census
data. Studies,of socio-spatial organization are those dealing with socié]
behaviour within segregated ethnic eﬁcTaveS.

The present study is mainly concerned with the spatial distribution
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of ethnic groups, however, social organization within ethnic enclaves can
not be ignored. The social areas as described at a macro scale reflect
the social processes operating at the neighbourhood scale. Therefore it is

necessary to consider the processes of social organization.

Social Area Analysis and Factorial Ecology

Social Area Analysis was initially developed by American socio-
logists: Shevky, Williams and Bell. It was first applied by Shevky and
Bell (1953) on small census areas of Los AnQe]es and San Francisco.

The analysis evolved as a theory of social differentiation
but a major application has been derived from its ability to classify
subareas within a city. In doing so, Shevky and Bell suggested three
main dimensions of social variation - Social Rank (economic status),
Urbanization (family status) and Segregation (ethnic status). The seg-
regation dimension, which suggests that over time the population group
tends to form distinctive clusters based primarily upon ethnicity, is of
most immediate relevance to this present study. Shevky and Bell measured
segregation in terms of percentage of census tract population in specified
alien groups. This is how the distribution of ethnic groups in Hamilton
was analysed in this study. '

Herbert's (1973) application of social area analysis to Winnipeg,
showed that the census tracts contained few members of specified ethnic
groups and segregation indices demarcated the kaainian districts.

Secial area analysis was also applied to the town of Newcastle-under-
Lyne, in Staffordshire England, which is much smaf]er than the North |

American cities for which this type of investigation has been attempted.



The segregation scores could not be derived because of the negligiable
number of specific ethnic elements. However, after mapping the index
scores Herbert notes three advantages of social area analysis:-

The social area map is meaningful and accurately

differentiates the urban structure of Newcastle

thus fulfilling one claim which may be made of the

approach in that it surmarizes several essential

aspects of the social geography of an urban area.

That social area analysis is a useful comparative

tool has perhaps been demonstrated by the compar-

isons which have been made between the results

of this study and those which have been obtained

from other parts of the world. The social area

map and social space diagram are also held as

valuable frames of reference in the context of

which sample studies of selected parts of the

urban area may be made. (Herbert, 1973, p.55).

Other researchers, also viewed the work df the social area analysts
favourably. Some said that many of the difficulties are rea]Ty problems
of interpretation. In a review of social area analysis, Timms (1965)
concludes that "the general significance and utility of the social area
typology can only be established by an extension of comparative studies"
(Tirms, 1965, p.255).

‘However Social Area Analysis has been severely criticized by
Hawley and Duncan mainly on grounds that the technique lacks a carefully '
formulated theoretical basis (Hawley and Duncan, Nov. 1957). They claim
that social area analysis does not answer the fundamental question of

why residential areas within cities should differ from one another and,

_more specifically, they suggest that the Shevky-Bell attempt to explain

the theoretical basis of the social area typology is merely "... an ex

post facto rationalization for their choice of indexes" (Hawley and



Duncan, 1957, p.339). Further they argue that social area analysis is a
prematurely closed system in that the "social areas" have no necessary
-geographic or spatial relevance, a problem which is somewhat “analogous
to the geographers' differentiation between regional types and contiguous
regions”. With these criticisms and other problems of the technique in
mind, we next consider factorial ecology studies.

The term factorial ecoloagy is of recent origin
and has been used to describe analyses of urban-spatial structure, which
employ factor analysis as the technique. "By most urban geographers,
factor analysis is now the preferred approach to problems of defining
subareas within the city and of identifying fhe main social dimensions
of urban structure" (Herbert, 1975, p.153). Factor analysis examines
the complex interrelationships between many variables and summarizes the
important relationships in the form of a few basic'pattefns called factors.
As sﬁch, the single most distinctive characteristic of factor analysis
is its data reduction capability. However, one cannot over-look its
criticisms. The most important criticism of factor analysis is that it
is arbitrary in that different investigators can arrive at different answers
using the same data and technigue because of subjective interpretation
of factors. In spite of its drawbacks scholars 1ike Herbert, Rees, and
Murdie have used factor analysis to analyse the residential structure of
various cities including Winnipeg, Chicago, and Toronto.

One of the main findings by Herbert (1975) using factorial ecology
indicates that in North American cities the ethnic stétus dimension is
always present though its precise form varies with the local conditions.

For example in Winnipeg, the French and Ukrainian minorities were demarcated;



in Toronto, thé Italians and Jews; in most American cities, the Negroes.

Rees (1970) shows the importance of the ethnic dimension in his
analysis of the social structure of Chicago. He argues that there are
constraints which Timit minority groups such as the Negroes, to particular
sections of the city and that within these sections a range of socio-
economic status had been incorporated.

Murdie (1969) examined the urban spatial Structure of Toronto
using factor analysis. Structural aspects of the model were evaluated
using principal componentsanalysis, wnile the spatial patterns were
tested using scores for the factor analysis and an analysis of variance
design., It was a 1ongitudina1Aana1ysis using 1951-1961 census data.

This comparative study of the factorial ecology of Toronto for 1951 and
1961 provided a basis for examining change in socio-spatial structure over
time. The social area analysis constructs were the main dimensions at ..
both points in time with a seperate Italian ethﬁic dimension emerging in
1961, reflecting the large-scale migration of Italians into Toronto during
the 1960's. The main characteristics of change between the two time
periods Qere described by Murdie as suburbanization, ethnic change and
urbanization. Murdie identified ethnic.éommunities as segregated clusters
in different parts of the city. His study also showed a relationship
between socio-economic factors and the spatial distribution of ethnic
groups.

In general, factorial ecology studies Tead to two main conclusions
about ethnic groups within the urban population:

1. the importaﬁce of an ethnic dimension especially

in North American cities based on the factor
structure which typically emerges; :



2. the existence of ethnic enclaves based on the
mapping of factor scores.
The question now arises as to the socio-spatial processes within
these different ethnic enclaves, which give rise to their clear spatial

segregation,

- Socio-Spatial Organization |
| Social areas at the macro scale reflecf social-spatial processes'
at the local level. Recent Studies in social geography and urban sociology
- have focussed on the latter.

~Jones (1976) in his study of ethnic groups in Birmingham, England,
shows that the non-white ethnic groups, Indians, Pakistanis and West
Indians, c]ustef in a heterogeneous fashion in a neighbourhood but then
for the sake of self identity they create their own ethnic colony..

Many minority groups, in the United States too, form boundary
markers, not only do they define what belongs to a person and what belongs
to his neighbours, but also who they are and what it.meéns to be a neighbour
'in a complex society. Suttles work in Chicago and Ley's work in Phila-
delphia provide good examples of this type of territorial definition
(Suttles, 1970; Ley, 1974). | |
Within the "Addams" area in Chicago,voccupied by four groups -

- Italians, Mexican; Puerto Ricans and Negroes - the internal and external
social order and spatial arrangement was Strongly territorial. Despite

the ethnic heterogenety of the area, the individual ethnic groups shared

a collective representation of the entire area while recognizing the distinct

identity and social order of their individua1°group_(Sutt]es, 1970). -



Ley (1974) in his study of black neighbourhoods in inner city
Philadelphia, shows that the black neighbourhood represented an "existential
space" for the residents determined by social behaviour and community
organization. He found that neighbourhoods were strongly territorial
with security at a maximum near the core ofxthe territory and increasing
danger toward the boundary. 4

Immigration to korth America gave rise to a residential concen-
tration of Jews in certain areas in cities, although these frequently |
merged with the settlement areas of other foreign-born groups. But the
degree of residential segregation was less than that of mediaval Europe
or of the Negro population in major U.S. urban areas. The Jewish popul-
ation, in Chicago for example, is concentrated in particular suburbs with
its own social organizations, such as synagogues, Hebrew schools etc.
within the community (Richmond, 1972). |

In the United States the differences between ethnic groups and the
dominant culture are basic and have to do with such core values as use
of and structuring of space, time and material, all of which were learned
early in life. The major ethnic groups of North American cities maintained
their socio-cultural and spatial identity for several generations. The
spatial segregation of ethnic enclaves has been more permanent than the
maintenance of cultural identity, which has to an extent intermingled
with the American way of life.

Some studies have been done in Canada. Richmond (1967) found in
his study that the "ethnic enclaves" of Montreal, Toronto, Vancouver,
all had social organizations and within their area they tried to haintain

certain cultural behavioural patterns. One of the main findings of Foster



10

{1965) was that in the ethnically diverse Barton Street area of Hamilton
each ethnic group maintained social institutions and organizations.

Thus we have seen so far in this chapter that ethnic factors
play an important role in determining residential patterns; that ethnic
groups tend to congregate in certain parts of cities; and that within
these territories the prevai1ihg social order serves to maintain group
identity., The further question arises of what aré_the factors influencing

this residential segregation.

Controlling Factors

Studies have shown that socio-economic facters, cultural needs,
security, discrimination and prejudice and the housing market seem to be |
the controlling factorg in the distribution patterns of ethnic groups.

Ley (1974) described the Black Section in inner city Phi]ade1phié
as an area of Tow socio-economic status, inhabited by only poor class
Negroes. He speaks of it, as a social area primarily madé up of persons
of a single race possessing similiar subculture characteristics. This
inner city space constituted the territorial base within which black
culture was "learned, transmitted and preserved". These low income b]acks
congregated and formed inner city enclaves;

The Addams area described by Suttles (1970) is another example
of the correlation between socio-economic status and the residential
segregation of ethnic groups. Despite the hetergeneity of the Addams
area in Chicago, all four ethnic sections share many éharacteristics and
seem headed along the same social progression. The overall pattern is

one where age, sex, ethnic and territorial unity are fitted together, like



11

building blocks to create a large structure. Suttles (1970) termed this
pattern "ordered segmentation” to indicate two related features: the
orderly relationship between groups; and the sequential order in which
groups combine in instances of conflict and oppesition. This ordered
segmentation, howevér is not equally developed in all ethnic sections but,
in skeletal outline, it is the common framework within which groups are
formed and social relations are cultivated in this slum area of Chicago.
It should be kept in mind that this is a rather unusual area with many
pecularities of its own and situated in an unique historical context.
The most common feature of all four groups is that they are relatively
poor. The area is regarded both officially and unofficially as a slum.
Thus we may say that the development of ethnic enclaves such as the
'Addams' area in Chicago was strongly influenced by socio-economic factors.

Wirth (1964, p. 78) has commented that the emergence of seperate
'Jewish areas in Chicago ",.. was not the product of design on the part
of anyone, but.rather the unwitting crystallization of needs and practices
rooted in customs and heritages, religious and seculav, of Jews themselves".
Economic status combined with religious precepts created the modern Jewish
community. The Hindus, in Dacca, Bangladesh, like the Jews, have segregated
.fhemselves in a precise residential areas based on needs for customs,
heritage and religion. However unlike Jews, the Hindus are of lower
economic status and have lived there for generations.

In Birmingham, England, the ethnic diversity has led to a strong
propensity to congregaté for mutual support, and in its extreme form to the
creation of ethnic colonies (Jones, 1976). Rex (1967) reported that in

Britain and U.S. urban blight in central city areas has come to be
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associated with residentia] concentration of racial and ethnic minorities
and with conflict, sometimes of a violent nature, over housing, employment
and educational resources. Clustered enclaves are obviously developed

in part to provide a sense of security.

The term 'ghetto’ is not bn]y an ecohomica]ly but‘élso a'socially
and péycho]ogical]y deprived area. Residence'in a ghetto %s mainly in-
voluntary due to the discriminatory practices of the dominant groups
througﬁ the "real estate market and in other ways" (Clark, 1965). The
urban housing market 1is thekkey to understanding.black occupance in
American cities, although "housing markets themselves simpiy mirror the
value systems of the larger society" (Rose, 1972).’ Laphan (1975), found
that blacks did not pay more for housing but noted that the absence of a
‘price difference does'not rule out the possibility of discrimination.
Morritl (1965) agrees, "paramount among those value systems is an over-
whelming reluctance of whites to five near blacks, so that the black
ghetto has a particularly exclusive character with sharply segregated
white and black populations.*

Liberson (1970) examined the inffuence of Tanguage on ethnic
residential distributions in Canadian cities. He concluded that the

retention of mother tongue was an important factor in maintaining the .

* the exclusiveness of Negro segregation is a fundamental feature of
the Ghetto Developer Model presented in H.M. Rose, "The Development
of an Urban Subsystem: a case of Negro Ghetto", Annals, Association
of American Geographer. Vol. 60, (1970), pp.5-16.
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continuity and residential enclaves of ethnic groups. But there was
significant variation from city to city in the relative importance of
mother tongue on ethnic residential segregation. He found that, in Ottawa,
the mother tongue composition of various ethnic groups was‘important.

The Biharis (immigrants from India) in Bangladesh have congregated and
lived separate from the dominant culture primarily because of 1anguage
differences.

There have been several studies of ethnic groups in Toronto
(Bourne, 1967; Richmond, 1967, 1972; Murdie, 1969). Most of them‘suggest
that socio-economic status plays an important role in influencing the
distribution of ethnic groups. However no single factor can explain
the patterns of ethnic residential concentration énd dissimiliarity in
Toronto. Richmond (1972) found that those most likely to live in an
area of ethnic concentration were average sized family households, parti-
cularly immigrants who arrived before 1956 and these of low socio-economic
status; they have a strong attachment to their chufch or synagogue and
prefer the sense of security and belonging derived from having their
relatives and mogt of their friends 1living in the neighbourhood.

Very 1ittle work has been done on the ethnic community of Hamilton.
Foster (1965) looking at the period 1921-1961 found that certain patterns
do underlie the distribution of ethnic features in the Barton Street
area. Immigration through time produced patterns of settlement and
each group displayed many unique features of its own, dependent upon the
size and history of itg immigration, the predominant occupation of its
members and its own peculiar cultural traits.

These previous findings serve to focus this study of ethnic groups
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in Hamilton. The major objectives are: to identify homogeneous ethnic
enclaves in the city of Hamilton; and to examine the relationship between
the distribution of ethnic groups and social, economic and cultural
variables, -

In order to meet these objectives, the following chapters will
consider: firstly, the historical and cultural background of Hamilton;
secondly, the distribution pattern of the.major'ethnic communities; and
thirdly, the factors influencing the distributioh of ethnic groups in
the city of Hamilton by means of a factor and regression analysis of

1971 census data.



CHAPTER 3
HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL BACKGROUND OF HAMILTON

Location

‘Hamilton is an industrial and manufacturing city of 309,180
people (1971),_1ocated at the western end of Lake Ontario. Hamilton is
also located in the maih'popuiation belt of Southern Ontario, and can thus
sell to rich hinterlands. | | |

Hamilton is directly linked by roads to such other urban centfes
as Toronto, Guelph, London, Kitchener, Brantford and»Buffa]o and its
unique harbour and position at the head of the lake, allows Hamilton to be
economically tied into the St. Lawrence-Great Lake shipping route. In
addition, Hamilton's industry is also served by tha transcontinental
Canadian Natibna1 Railway and the local Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo
Railway (Chapman and Putman, 1951; Smith, 1950).

Hamilton's location on these major transportation routes not ohly
allows an economical assembly of raw materials, but also an efficient
‘diﬁtribution of manufactured goods to a large and continually growing
market° It is this'nodal effect then, coupled with cheap flat land along
thé harbour that have been the prime factors in the development of this
city as the hub of Ontario's "Golden Hbrseshoe"vof industry. The
: develophent of industries in Hami]ton‘hasvbeen an attraction for immigrant

groups from all over the world.

15
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Morphology

Hamilton, the nation's major centré of heavy industry, is the
5th city of Canada (Minister of State Affairs, Canada, 1975). Since the
beginning of the 19th century it has grown from a small agricultural
village to its present status as a_manufacturing city of over 300,000
~ population. Situated at the foot of the Niagara Escarpment and
boundedin the west by the pre-glacial Dundés Valley, the.méjok part of
the city lies on the lake-shore plain at the extreme western end of Lake
Ontario. It is cut off from the outer lake by two gravel bars, the re-
mnants of previous lake level shore lines (map 2). The outer bar cuts
off Hamilton Harbour from Lake Ontario while the inner bar seperates
Cootes Paradise from the harbour. Hamilton's "Head of the Lake" situation
and its superb harbour-have contributed to its emergence as a major centre
of Canadian industry (Chapman and Putman, 1951; Burkholder, 1938).

The site of the city is affected by several prominent physical
features. The greatest of these is the Niagara
Escarpment which divides the city in a predominantly east-west direction.
This has created an upper level of the city above the scarp slope and a .
lower level on the lakeshore plain between the escarpment and the harbour.
The Red Hi1l Creek on the east side of the plain and Chedoke Ravine to the
west are less spectacular. It is between theée 3 features, the two ravines
and the escarpment, that the major part of the city Ties.

In general the growing residential areas of the city lie outside
these 1imits while inside is the real heart of Hamilton. The former
swamp land on the edge of the harbour has been reclaimed over the years

and developed as an intensive industrial belt, segregated to a large extent
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from much of the remainder of the city. Scuth of this zone are the major
commercial areas which in turn give way to residential landuse. This
‘extends to the foot of, and then climbs over the'edge of the escarpment
on to the "mountain", and spills over the ravines into the east and west
limits of the city. In quality.this residential Tanduse geheral]y improves
southward from the industrial Zone and reaches itsvpeak on the "mountain"
and in West and East Hamilton beyond the ravines (map 2).

The city street patterh (map 3) consists prédominantly of a
north-south, east-west gfid 1laid out on the lakeshore plain where
" urban development originated. York and King Streets are notable
exceptions to this regularity. The main arteries of the grid run along
the former concession boundaries. North-south examples are James, Wellington,
Wentworth, Sherman, Gage, Ottawa and Kenf]wnrth; whije the major east-

west arteries afe Main, King,'Cénnon. Barton and Bur?ihgton.

Population Growth

‘Hamilton began as an agricultural village in a pioneer fegion at
the beginning of the 19th century. It gradually developed into a market
town with small-scale local industry to meet the needs of the surrounding
agricultural region. Consequently population growth was relatively slow
during the greater part of the century and it was noi until thelindustriai
stimulus of the closing decades that the growth rate noticeably increased
(figures 1-4). Between 1871 and 1901 the population of the city doubled
from’26,716 to 52,634, The beginning of the present century heralded a
forty year period of much greater relative increase. The 1931 figure of

155,547 represented a trebling of the 1901 total and this period was
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really the coming of age of Hamilton as Canada's major heavy industry
centre (Times Printing, 1892). Subsequently population growth stagnated
until after the second world war due to the economic depression of the pre-
war period which struck the heavy industry of Hamilton with particular
severity. In the post-war period population growth has again occurred
with a 100,679 total increase from 1951 to 1971.

The two interrelated factors of economic and ﬁopu]ation growth
have between them worked a fundamental change in the ethnic structure of
Hamilton's population. Before 1900 Hamilton was to all intents and pur-
poses a “"British" city, in that over 90% of the population was of British
origin. However, since that time the British element has shown a steady
relative decline in the face of the growih of population from continental
Europe (figure 2).

Since the turn of the century, the heavy industry and its associated
ancillaries have made Hamilton a constant magnet for labour migration.
During the first decade of the century Canada as a whole experienced a
very rapid immigration rising to a peak of over 40,000 in 1913. New
settlers were being rapidly absorbed on the prairies but many of them
were eastern Canadians and their places in the east were being filled by
new imﬁigrants from abroad. The prairie boom gave a stimulus to manu-
facturing in the eastern cities and thousands of immigrants moved directly
into industrial employment. Hamilton was one of the cities affected by
this movement and the change in the ethnic character of the city had
tts origins in this period (Meeker, 1953; Foster, 1962). |

Among those attracted to the city were many non-English speaking

people from the continent of Europe. A great number of these new immigrants
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were unskilled workers who sought labouring jobs in the iron and steel
plants (Meeker, 1953). These people formed the original nucleus of
Hamilton's present European population. Coming in at a Tow-economic level
they began to produce many of today's distinctive patterns. In 1971,

57% of the city's population claimed British origin, the lowest figure in
Hamilton's history. : this is a 32% decline from the 1901 figure.
Before that date non-British movement into the city had been negligible,
but the change began soon afterwards and really gained momentum in the
1920-30 decade. By 1911 the British origin figure showed its first sig-
nificant drop as the city's industry began to affect the pattern of immi-
~gration. It rose slightly in 1921 as a result of large-scale immigration
from the British Isles after World War I, but fell again between 1931 and
1941.

This process accelerated after 1945, reaching much Tower figures
in 1961 and 1971. This is accounted for by the large scale European im-
migration during the late forties and early fifties. Consequently, while
the germs of change were planted earlier in the cemntury, the post 1945
period with its heavy immigration has contributed most to the cosmopolitan.
character of -Hamilton's population.

The realtive size of individual non-British origin groups in
Hamilton has varied from time to time but all have shown absoiute increases
(figure 3). 1In 1901 the Germans were by far the largest ethnic group and
apart from the French, other groﬁps were negligible in size. 1In 1911, the
German figure had fallen somewhat while the Italian showed an increase.

There was 1ittle change among other groups.
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The influence‘of large-scale immigration was first strongly felt
in the 1921 figures. The Italian group had again increased and for the
 first time there was a notable eastern Européan group, composed mainly
of Po1es.and Ukrainians. This trend has continued with varying emphasis
ever since. The Italian element has remained by far the strongest being
especially strengthened during the 1950's. The proportion of Polish origin
increased most between 1921 and 1961 but since then the réte of increase
has been smaller. The Ukrainian figure has §1ways been smaller than the
Polish,

The Dutch element increased slowly until 1951 since‘when the Dutch
population has more than doubled., From beingfthé Targest non-British.group
in the city in 1901 the Germans reached their Towest proportion between
the two world wars.. However, the group began to grow vigorously after
1945 and doubled in size between 1951 and 1971, SO}thatvthey now form the
second largest ethnfc group after the Italians. The French element grew
slowly but steadily after 1901 with a small temporary decline between
1921 and 1931 and had reached their highest peak by 1971.

| The above groups are the major ones in the city but there is a
sizeable "other European" category containing a vakiety of groups which,
with a few exceptions, are too small to be individua]]y'important_in the
tota] population (figure 4). The Hungarian element begah to grow in the twenties
but subsequently there was no further significant increase until the
immigration of the late fifties boosted the size of the groups. The
Jewish growth became relatively strong in theufirst decade of the century
but since then has declined in relative size as the group has not been

strengthened by any large scale immigration. The Scandanavian community
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has always remained very small showing only a tiny relative increase. The
Asiatic groups have also remained small as have such groups as the Czechs,
Slovaks and Romanians.

| It should be noted that there havekbeeh:absolute declines in the
total popu]ations of some ethnic groups such as the Dutch (6910 in 1961
to 6295 in 1971), Poles (11412 in 1961 to 10815 in 1971), Jews (by 233
between 1961-1971) and Hungarian (by 103 between 1961-1971) (figure 3). This may
be due to the facf of their'moving out of Hamilton to the suburbs and
other cities of Canada or to the more restrictive immigration policy.

With this historical and cultural background, attention now turns

tO'an examination of the spatial distribution of ethnic groups of Hamijton

in 1971,



CHAPTER 4
SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF ETHNIC GROUPS

One of the'most interesting resulti of the pattern of immigration
described in the previous section has been the emergence in Hamilton of
distinct residential sectors occupied by distinct ethnic groups. From the
point of view of the diverse nature of its ethnic popu]ation; its distinctive
ethnic residential patterns, and the cultural impact of ethnié institutions
and services on the urban landscape, Hamilton is a small-scale example of

the classic North American industrial city.

General Distribution Pattern of Ethnic Communities

This analysis of the distribution of ethnic groups is based on
the 1971 census data for Hamilton, which provides the population character-
jstics for the 73 census tract divisions (map 4). From these figures a
series of choropleth maps has been constructed showing the percentage dis~.
tribution per census tract of each of the major ethnic groups (mapsAS to 16).
The highest concentration of population of non-Canadian origin
is found on the lake plain between the escarpment, Chedoke and Kenilworth
with greatest density north and just south of Main Street. There aré pockets
of high density west of Upper James on the mountain. It increases north-
ward from the foot of the mountain and has its greatest density along the
M&in Street axis. Densities fall off east of Ottawa and in the west end
where the praportion of post-war irmigrants in the population is very low.

29
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The situation is similiar on the edge of the mountain although densities
do increase south of it. Again there are pockets of greater density on
the mountain west of Garth (map 5). The greatest Italian concentration is
undoubtedly in the north-west quarter of the city.bounded by Main and Ottawa
(map 6). The Peak Hill Creek area also has a comparatively high density.
Italian population on the mountain is generally low and in west Hamilton
very Tow.

The Polish and Ukrainian distribution is similiar being concen-
trated in the north-east of the city (maps 7 and 8)._ The population
densities are greatest in the north and gradually taper off towards
the east, while declining more steeply in the west beyond Wentworth.
PoIish and Ukrainian percentages are relatively low in the west end and on
the mountain. The German population distribution is somewhat
similiar but localized {map 9).

The German population has its highest density in the area between
Main and the escarpment and Main West and Gage. Another centre of
concentration is in the north east on the mountain between Mountain
Brow Boulevard and Upper Sherman.. |

Other ethnic groups are spread out over the city wfth the highest
Jewish concentration in the west of the city (map 11). Netherlanders
are concentrated in the south and west on the mountain (map 10); French
on the northern part of the city plain (map_]é); Russians main?& in
the north eastern industrial area (map 13), and the Asians are mainly
located on the west part of the mountain and in the downtown area (map 14).

Hungarian and Scandanavian are well spread out in the city (maps 15 and 16).
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MAP 6
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MAP 7
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MAP 8
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MAP 10
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MAP 12

DISTRIBUTION OF FRENCH (1971}
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MAP 13

DISTRIBUTION OF RUSSIANS (1971)
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When comparing these distributions it should be borne in mind that
in pract{cally all census tracts the majority of the population are still
of British 6figin. The only exception are tracts 60, 63, 64 where the
Italian population exceeds the British.

This general examination of the spatial distribution of ethnic
groups shows that definite ethnic residential patterns exist. The distri-

bution and organization of ethnic groups is now examined in more detail.

Ethnic Enclaves and Social Organizations*

Italians
In 1971, 11.4% of the total Hamilton popu]ation waé of Italian
origin. (fig. 5). This figure shows a marked increase over that for 1941 and demon-
strates the maghitude of Italian immigration into Hamilton in the post 1945
period. The factors underlying this movement were everwhelmingly economic,
with a rather larger number coming from the poorer southern provinces of
Italy and from Sicily than from the realtively more prosperous central
and northern provinceés. Practically all these people have come in at a
relatively low social and economic level (The New Perspective, Hamilton).
One result of this immigration has been to strengthen the existing
Italian communities within the city. The general distribution of Italian
population in Hamilton has already been discussed, noting the high degree

of segregation and the high densities reached in some census tracts (map 6)

* much of the information about economic and social organizations has
been gathered from the telephone directory, multiculture bulletins and
club organizers.
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A few further comparisons will help to illustrate these points. In 1971,
just over 10% of the total Italian population Tived on the mountain. Over
65% percent of all Italianslived in the north west sector of Hamilton bounded
by the harbour track in thé west, Ottawa in the east and King as far as
Wellington and Main as far as Ottawa in the south. In ten census tracts

the Italian population exceeded 20% of the total tract population, a figure
achieved by the Poles in oniy one tract and by no other non-British group
anywhere in the city.

Harbour, York, Cannon, Dundurn, and Ottawa enclose the highest
concentration of Italian settiement but it falls off somewhat east of Gage.
These areas were much enlarged and the settlement had spread into previously
untouched areas, such as Gage and betweenvElgin and Wentworth (Meeker, 1953).
Obviously this expansion resulted from the heavy iﬁ-f}ow of post war im-
migratns.

It is important to note that within this broad framework there
exist many subtle sub-area differences arising from the pattern of Italian
immigration into Hamilton (Nagle, 1962). Family ties remain very strong
and once a member is established in the area he begins to sponsor the immigration
of other members of the family, who, on arrival, endeavour to settle as near
as possible to their relatives. They may often 1ive in the same house in
the beginning and subsequently obtain houses of their own in the same or
adjacent streets. The same forces operate among those who have come from
the same Italian village of town. Consequently the general Italian settle-
ment pattern should not be regarded as a homogeneous undifferentiated mass
for it contains many shades of difference compounded by kinship, regional

and even occupational factors.
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of the‘two main communities that exist in the Sherman-James area,
more of the Sherman Avenue community are emp]oyed in the heavy industrial
plants of the north end, By contrast the Av
1attef contains more general labourers particular]yACOnStruction workers.
This difference should ﬁot be’ stressed too much, hbwever, as it is by no
means universally applicable, It is difficult to say whether it has developed
because of the different regional béckgrounds:of tradition and‘ski1]s, or
whether it has just developed between the two Hamilton communities because
of thair location relative to the nortn end heévy industryu The latter
is more probable. |

With the increase in Ita]ian'population by 1871 there was a corres-
ponding increase in the number and range of Italian institutions and services
(Ethnic Directory 1975). In the retail goods category the greatest increase
was 1n non-food stores rather than in food stores as in the earlier years.
This trend was partially countered by improved quality and size of some of
the food outlets, éAfew even reaching small super-market status and sé1]ing
a w1de‘range of good quality foods. Apart from these, Italian bakeries
appeared for the first time. The most marked feature was the unprecedented
expansion of retail non-food outlets. Many of them were of very high |
quality specializing clothing and speciality goods such as gifts, music, -
cosmetics, shoes and shoe repair. . |

The professional and semi-professional categories expanded
to pr0¥ide_the communities with a very good range of services.. The cdm—
paratively large number of real estate and travel agencies is cbnsistent
with an expanding population group wishing to maintain close ties with the‘

home country,
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The number of restaurants has increased and typicallyfunction as
informal social centres for the Italian communities. There are also cinemas
which show Italian films exclusively. Of the other miscellaneous services
perhaps the wine supplier is the most significant.

Several Italian churches exist and one has been recently rebuilt
on a new site and each of the Catholic Churches has a nursery school attached.
There are at least nineteeﬁ Italian clubs and organizations providing a
range of social and cultural activities as well as financial aid. This
great expansion of services and institutions was ndt only the result of
increased population size but also of improved economic conditions.

Due to reneﬁed immigration a large increase occurred in the total
number of Italian households between 1951 and 1961 (figure 5). This resulted
in an intensification of the two original settlement nuclei (Barton - James
area and the north eﬁ& of the city) and a diffusion into previously non-
Italian occupied areas. The total number .of services was almost tripled
and new elements introduced into a more sophisticated ethnic structure,
Besides an intensification of services in the two main communities there
was expansion of establishments into the newly settled Italian districts.
The impact of Italian occupance on the cultural landscape was greater than
in any preceding period because of the increased number of store types with
their specialized goods and their Italian language signs, "Qui si parla

Italians”,.

Germans _
In 1921, 2944 (2.6%) citizens of Hamilton claimed German origin.

By contrast, in 1911, 4619 (5.6%) people claimed German origin. This
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apparent decrease in Hamilton's German population during the 1911-21 decade
may partly be explained by the fact that during and immediately after the
1914-18 war many people tended to conceal their German origin by switching -
to other groups, This seems to have been a fairly general phen-
omenon in Canada at the time. |

In the period 1941 to 1971 Hamilton's German population almost
quadrupled, The Germans formed the second largest non-British group with
about 5% of the city's population. This dramatic increase was due to large
scale irmigration after 1950 (figure6 ),

This drasticaﬁ]y changed the 1921-41 structure of German groups
in that no longer were most Germans of early immigrant, that is pre-lgll,
background. Many of the newcomers were refugees from East Germany and
beyond who had moved to Hest Germany and then on to Canada. Others were
West Germans who came for pure]y‘economic reasons. During the previous
periods considered there had been no strong German ties with the heavy
industrial plants and this is perhaps a contributory reason for the fact
that no significant German community developed within the Barton Street
area {Foster 1965). However, a considerable number of post war German
immigrants did go to work in the north end industrial plants. Many others
arrived with training and took up skilled trades and industrial jobs.

Despite this influx, German settlemeﬁt still tended to avoid the
north end residential area. The areas of German concentration lay west
of Ottawa between Maih and the foot of the mountain and extended to the
west end of the city and on to west end of the mountain. North of Main,
German settlement was relatively Tight.

At no time did there appear to be any direct association between
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the distribution of German households and the distribution of German
service establishments. It seems that the services were directed not at
anyone ethnic group but at the general public.A Part of the reason iies
with the‘early immigration history of the German group. They are one of
the oldest ethnic groups in the city and it is likely
that they had become fairly well assimilated before the group was strengtheﬁed
by further immigration. For example before the early 1950's St. John's |
Lutheran was an English speakihg church and it onTy switched back to German
with the many new arrivals then. : o

Judging by the post 1945 developments, it is doubtful whether
Germans ever were at any time localized in the sense that other groups
were, A contributing reason may have been that before this period the
group had no strong connection with the north end heavy industries and so
was not attracted by factors of convenience to settle there 1like other groups.
Nevertheless, the main reason is probably more fundamental and is é]ose]y
bound up with the cultural attitude of the Germans themselves. They are
less gregarious than other groups and show no Stfong desire to settle
close to other German families or to other ethnic groups. They are more
independent and less restrained by kinship and ethnic social ties (Nagle, 1962).
They also make a stronger effort to settle in betfer residential areas
than those adjacent to the industrial area; . This is evident from the
fact that, although many of the post war Germanvimmigrants have taken up
employment in the irdn and steel mills, this hasvnot been enough to make
many take up residence there also., When families do settle there it is
usually regarded as a temporary measure and a shift is made as soon as possible.

-This is,nct to say, of course, that other groups do not move out of the
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north end and into better areas, but the Germars seem to do this more quickly
than most. It 1s true to say, then that they.assimilate quite rapidly

and they are aided in this because there is little if any discrimination
shown to most Germans moving into better class residential areas as there
probably is to some other groups (Pineo, 1966). In fact, most Germans

show an active desire to assimilate quickly, a desire lacking among some
other groups perhaps. However the Germansrdo have their own clubs and
organizations.

The range of retail manual services is quite wide indicating a
specialization in mechanical trades and services. Two of the
small manufacturing businesses had direct ethnic association; .the bakery
specializing in rye breads for the German and Baltic population and the
other plant specializing in sausage products.

There are several German churches, such as Redeemer Lutheran
Church on Main East at Wexfad, St. John Evangelical Lutheran Church on
Hughson North, the Baptist Mission Church on Horth Oval and St. Boniface
Roman Catholic Church on Aberdeen. St. Johns Church was founded on its
present site in 1859 and is easily the oldest non-British ethnic church
in Hamilton.

Nowhere in Hamilton have the Germans developed an important local
nucleus of commercial, professional and institutional facilities. In this
respect too the Germans differ from every other large group except the
Dutch.

Trans-Canada Alliance of German-Canadians help in the development
of good citizenship and democratic ideals among Canadians of German ethnic

origin, encourage immigration to Canada of persons of German origin, assist
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them in assimilating to 1ife in Canada, help in preserving valuable German
cultural and religious traditions and promote cooperation with groups that
have similiar aims, and use all available means of publicatﬁon and commun-

ication to carry out these objectives.

Poles
The first Poles arrived about 1884 but they remained a very small
group by the turn of the century. By 1921 there were 1478 people of Polish
origin 1iving in Hamilton which was just about 1% of the tota] population
forming the fifth largest non-British ethnic group in the city. With the
beginning of a small stream of immigration they grew to 557 by 1911, to

1478 in 1921 and to 10,815 by 1971. It is now the fourth largest ethnic

/

group (figure 7).

As in the case of the Italians, some of the first Polish immigrants
moved to Hamilton from Buffalo and Chicago, the attraction of the city
being, of course, the job opportunities provided by the industrial plants.
However the main influx came from Europe itself. A small number arrived
before 1914 but this was enlarged specially during 1921-31 decade.

quish settlement, within the city, began in the residential
pockets interspersed between the industrial plants of the north-east beyond
the present Canadian National Railway tracksf The Polish group was in the
beginning very c]osely attached to the major iron and steel plants which
they entered usually as labourers. Consequently they settled in low income
areas as close to these places of work as possible. By 1921 there was
a]so.Polish settlement south of the railway tracks and in fact there

appeared to be the beginnings of two Polish residential communities there,



FIGURE 7

POLES IN HAMIL TON
19 - 1971

12000,

10500

S000__

75004

&§00Q

4500

300Q_|

190 1921 1941 195; 1961 197
YE ARS




55

a small one west of Bay Street and another, small but better defined,
around the Sherman-Barton intersection. Elsewhere there was only a Iittlé
scattered settlement between Wellington and Hentworth.

Between 1961 and 1971, the number of Poles almost doubled
(from 5312 toA]0,815 in 1971). There were 10,815 persons of Polish origin
living in Hamilton in 1971 representing about 3.5% of the total population
compared with 11,412 in 1961. This fall may be related to the out migration
of Polish Jews who moved out with the rest of the Jewish community. In
the pre-war years desire for economic impraovement had been the main factor
behind irmigration in contrast to the post-war period when political reasons
were dominant.

Although the Polish core area was still in the industrial north
end, the Polish population was moving into the residential areas of the
east end and the mountain. Approximately 57% of the total Polish population
lived in that sector of Hamilton east of Sherman and below the mountain.
Only 3% lived on the mountain and a very scanty number in the west end.
So instead of further increasing the density within the core
areé, there was actually an out migration of Poles elsewhere. It is notable
that this movement was eastward and southward rather than westward. It
is difficult to say why expansion was so obviouslyndirected toward the east
and not west. The presence of Italian settlement there may have acted
as a barrier, or it may just have been that the major industrial plants
also lay east of Sherman and so dréw settlement east also.

Associated with this Polish population were ethnic service establish-
ments and institutions. The service structuré was really very simple,

the greater number consisting of retail food outlets of some kind with
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stores dea1ing'in apparel and several retail manual services. The food stores
dominated the retail outlets category and remaining non-food outlets really
showed a very small range for such a large group as the Poles compared
especially with the Italians. In fact they did not develop such an intricate
"shop keeping class" as the Italians. |

The Polish Catholic Chufch of St. Stanislaus formed in 1911, was
}established when the Polish community was still very small. Polish and
Italian religious institutions appeared in ihe same area about the same
time. Its location in the St. Amn - St. 0lga block of Barton vas due to
‘the fact that most of the original Polish cormunity was living in the
vicinity. Several churches-were estab]iSﬁédgrguch as Polish Baptist Church,
Holy Trinity Polish National Catholic Church. The Polish National Catholic -
Church is truely an "ethnic" church in that it sprang from the experiences
of Polish Roman Catholic immigrants in U.S. and was later transplanted
back to Poland itself. It began in Pennylavania at the close of 50's as a
protest by Polish immigrants feeling discriminated against by the Irish-
German Catholic hierarchy. As a splinter group from the main Roman Catho]ic
- body, they formed their own Polish National Church. From the U.S. this
“spread to Po]ish groups in Canada and so
to Hamilton, |

Religious and social institutions have played an important part
in preserving the area as the focus of,Poi%sh ethnic 1ife in the city.
For a long time St. Stanislaus was the largest and finest ethnic church in
Hamilton. Until the very recent appearance of another church, the Poles
showed a remarkable homogeneity with regard to religion.

The Polish clubs have never shown any regional influeﬁces as have



the Ita]ians, nor have such influences been reflected in the Polish settle-
ment pattern which has eséentia]ly remained one large community. The
purpose of the clubs and organizations was not only social but a1sd to
maintain Polish cultural tradition, to acquaint new immigrants with the

Canadian way of life and to teach the English Tanguage.

The Ukrainian o

| The official census figure for Hamilton in 1921 shows a Ukrainian
population of 320. These figures are probadly artificially low on account
of the fragmented political nature of the territory from which the people
of‘Ukrainian origin}came.:'Therefore it is impossibfé to put an exact
figure on the size of the city's Ukrainian group at that time, but itis
Sma]] compared with the Poles or the Italians.

Ukrainians who entered Canada were predominantly agricultural
workers and many of the people settled in the prairie provinces. O0f a
rather later date was a Ukrainian proletarian immigration consisting of
single men, servants, landless workers and seasonal labourers. Most of
these people did not settle on the land but in the cities. Some of the
original agricultural settlers hoved off the land and also settled in
,fhe cities. With its heavy industry, Hamilton was an attraction to
Ukrainians as it was to other groups, and it attracted both the proletarian
immigrants and the ex-agriculturalists.

Like the Poles the first Ukrainian settlement in the city was
closely associated with the industrial plants of the north east. It
probably began in the residential pockets rorth of the railway tracks

and then filtered south.
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By 1971 Hamilton contained 9600 persons of Ukrainian origin, more
than a fourfold increase over the 1941 figure. This gave them just over
3 percent of the total population making them the city's fifth largest nbn—
British'ethnic group.(Figure 8). |

The Ukrainian population showed a definite pattern of distribution
which resembled that of the Polish group in some respgcts. The highest
densitiés appeared in the north east section of Hamilton (map 8 ). Approx-
imately 65 percent of the total Ukrainian pcpulation resided in the sector
east of Wentworth and north of the mountain brow. The Ukrainian group
had a larger proportion 6f its members on the mountain than either the Poles =
or the Italians.

Thefe was a resemblance between the migration trends of the
‘Ukrainian and the Poles. Both had their original nuc}éus in the north
vv east industrial sector and both still rétain their greatest concentration
there. But there has been a general migration out of this area and in both
cases this has been toward the residential zones of the east and south-
east rather than toward the west. However a sizeable percentage of
Ukrainian s has . moved on to the mountain, as shown. With reference to
this, it is of intereét to note that thera waufd éppear to be less prejudice
against Ukrainian group in the minds of the general public than against
many other non-British ethnic groupﬁ. In a 1963 survey (Research Planning
Council, 1970) of the north end of Hamilton it was found thai 51% of the
“answers reflected unfavourable attitudestowards Italians, compared with
21% towards Ukrainian, Therefore, the ]atter_seem to be among
the potentially more socially mobile non-British groups in the city.

Nevertheless, this factor of prejudice probzbly has much less infTuencév
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over the mobility of a group than the economic status of its members and
their own attitudes to such movement. The economic factor is an important
one in turning Ukrainian and Polish migration east and south rather than
west because the former areas are less expensive than the residential
districts of the west end. The main nucleus is still located between
Sherman and Lottridge. B
The total number of Ukrainian service establishments and insti-
tutions increased through time. The proportion of retail goods outlets
was very small compared with other groups and this applied even to food
stores. The most interesting type of store vas a Ukrainian parcel service
which specialized in sending parcels to Eastern Europe and Baltic countries,
There were also Ukrainian book stores and gift stores. The retail manual |
‘service range was quite wide. However, the most radical changes affected
‘the professional services category and now medicine, law, accounting énd‘
real estate are all represented. |
The location of these establishments remained substantfa11y the
same as in}194], with a few qualifications. The mafn groupAwas still on
Barton between Earl and Lottridge, most of the commercial establishments
being on the north side and the social and professional on the south, In.
extension of services had taken place eastward from Lottridge probab1y as
a result of the increased Ukrainian residential population there. A
contrast all but one of the 1941 Ukrainian services on James had disap-
peared.
In addition to the older Ukrainian churches, two had been added
to the main Barton concentration. The much larger ofrthe two was St.

Uladimir's Ukrainian Orthodox Church housed in a fine new building between
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Cavell and Gage. The addition of churches and the appearance of the
medical services with the persistence of the older retail serwvices, combined
to keep this area the largest single Ukrainian service complex in the city.
However its traditional dominance was being attatked by new developments
farther east. On Cannon in the Rosslyn Balmoral block was the headquarters
of several Ukrainian organizations including the Credit Union. This im-
portant social service then had moved away somewhat from the Sherman-
Lottridge strip. Much farther east on Barton was the new St. Nicholas
Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church just a few bklocks east of Parkdale Avenue.
On Parkdale itself was the new Ukrainian cormunity centre founded in

1961 in a converted theatre. These cases iilustrate the pull which the
eastward and south-eastward migration of Ukrainian population was exerting

on the 'old' Ukrainian centre on Barton.

Hungarian
The first Hungarians arrived in Hamilton in 1892 making this one

of their first settlements in Canada. They were few in number and farmers
by occupation, although they were attracted to the city by the prospect
of industrial jobs. |

| In 1971 the Hungarian population was 5540, more than double the
1941 figure, and comprising 1.8 percent of the total city population (figure 9).
They formed the seventh largest non-British ethnic group. The rise in
numbers was mainly due to a substantial post 1945 wave of immigration and
to the change in U.S. immigration pp]icy such that Canada became the chief
destination of Hungarians.

The pre-war immigration was comprised largely of manual workers
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arriving for economic reasons but after the war most came for political
reasons including middie ciass and professional people (Losa, 1957). This
later movement was especially evident after the 1956 revolt in Hungary and’
at that time Hamilton was one of the chief reCipiénts of Hungarian refugeés.

With the increase in the total number of Hungarian households
several loose clusters developed, in the extreme_west end, east and central
~sections of the city with no clear pattern.

There was considerable expansion in the range of retail outlets
and a decline in the number of fetai] manual services. The professional
v and semi-professiona1'category had expanded and the number of churches
and halls increased. | | |

~ The areal distribution of the establishments had changed somewhat
with a definite concentration appearing on and adjacent to James. This
street contained very important establishments such as a general store
selling Hungarian books, records, and gifts and festaurants which played
an important part in the 1ocai Hungarian social 1ife, being used as informal
social centres. It also contained stores selling imported shoes and clothes
and the 6n1y Hungarian insurance agency, notary, real estate office and
pharmacy.

St, Michaé], St. Stephen's Roman t&thoiic Church (Tlocated within
range of the highest concentrations of Hungarian residents) and John Calvin
| Presbyterian Church (which marked the eastern limit of the main Hungarian
residential area) are some of the Hungarian Churches in Hamilton. Various
clubs and organizations provide social, cultural and financial facilities

and support.
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Jews

There were 1777 people of Jewish origin Tiving in Hamilton in
1921, This figure had been 1681 in 1911 but only 484 in 1901. So it (Figure 10)
seems that the major influx . of Jewish population into the city came in
the first decade of the century. As a group the Jews were by no méans
homogeneous as to national origin buf most came from central and eastern
European countries. Although many other ethnic grdups‘came to Hamilton
attracted by the prospects of employment in the iron and steel p]ahts,
few Jewish immigrants took up such jobs. Instead most of them entered
the business life of the city in some capacity Qf other, ‘
| In 1971 there were 3085 people of Jewish origin in Hamilton and
aimost 60% of them lived in the west end of the city beyond the Chedoke
ravine. Between 1941 and 1971 the increase in the number of Jews was |
small but this migration into west end was‘the largest of any non-British
group. It made the Jews one of the most highly segregated ethnic or re-
ligious groups in the city, but unlike other groups, this was a segregation‘
into a middle class residential district andvnotrinto the Tow income akea
fringing the industrial or commercial zones of Hamilton. West Hamilton
now contains at least two synagogues and a variety of stores, mainly dealing
in Kosher foods, to serve the Jewish population. |

By 1941 all aspects of Jewish occupance in ﬁhe Barton area had
greatly decreased. Duking the 1941-61 period there had evidently been a
general migration out of the area affecting both population and services.
In fact by 1971 the area contained a very small number of Jewish people

and the number of services establishments had greatly reduced. The

former concentrafion of Jewish population
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around James disappeared entirely.

The service structure showed an amazingly wide range. It reveals
many services associated in the pub]ic'mind with Jewisﬁ groups. Dry goods
stores, men's clothing stores, millinery shops,‘fur shops and footwear
stores are services long associated with Jews. Furniture stores, jewellery
sﬁops and even second hand stores and scrap metal dealers have also been |
traditional Jewish "speciality” services. Ho other group»in HamiTton
vspebialized}in these services as much as the Jews,

In contrast to other groups only a‘smil} percentage of Jewish
éstablishments dealt in foods and small convenience goods. No other group
had so few single retail services i.e. barber, show repair shops etc..., |
~compared with its total number of ethnic services. Both of these features
were a result of the fact that the Jews were not just providing basic
services for their own limited group but for the public in general.

The distribution of services has greatly changed with only a
srall concentfation around the James area and on Ottawa and a few scattered
establishments on Barton. The range of services has a1sq declined although
the traditional Jewish specialization in clbfhingg f&rs, jewellery and
general dealing is still in evidence. Professional Services were represeﬁted
by medicine serving not only the Jewish population but the general public
as a whole, o

ilot only had the Jewish population declined in the James Street

area but also the number of services. ThoseAremaihing deal mainly in
clothing goods. The synagogue on Cannon West was abandoned for those in
~ the western part of the city as were the former clubs and Hebrew school

just east of James. On Ottawa and Barton, Jewish establishments were also
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fewer but the specialities still persisted i.e. apparg11, fur, furniture
and jewellery. The Jewish medical services in the arealhad become an
additional speciality.

There are about 12-13 Jewish clubs and organizations.'}They are
mainly concerned with social services, fund raising for Israel and com-

munity relations.

The Minor Ethnic Groups

The preceding sections have dealt with the'characteristics of
major non-British ethnic groups residing in the Hamilton area. There aré
a number of othér groups making a minor contribuiion to the general ethnic
divérsity of the city. These included the Frénch, Dutch, Chinese, Scanda-
navians and Russians. Some of these groups are very small and relative1y

insignificant but they all deserve brief mention.

French

The French did not develop a significant residential nucleus but
~not any significant range of ethnic services., They concentrated in the
northern poorer areas of the city mainly, although they are also scattered
in scanty clusters throughout Hamilton. It should be borne in mind that
from the census data it has not been possible to distinguish between French
and French Canadian. Total population of{French is very low. Despite the
fact that the French population in the city as a whole increased, this\had
Tittle effect on French occupance. As actual immigration from France
itself was very sparse, it is pfobab]e that the majority of French origin

were French-Canadian who either at least partly assimilated or who looked
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to other areas of Hamilton for their ethnic association. There are various
French clubs and organizations involved with social, cultural and economic

pursuits.,

‘Netherlanders

The total Hami1ton population of Dutch origin, which had been
1615 in 1921 increased to 2634 by 1941. By 1971 the total Dutch population
' had Jumped to 6295,'due mainly to the very high Dutch immigratjon rate of
1950's (Figure 11).

' Like fhe Germans, the Dutch have always tehded to avoid the north
end of the city. They have never had very strong ties with the heavy |
industrial region and most of the post-war migrants héve had some sort of
twaihing or skill (Meeker 1953). Therefore there has been no strong
economic motive to make them settle.there. ‘Again‘like the Germans, the
Dutch are much less gregarious than some other groups and have not really
settled in distinctive residential communities anywhere in the city, so
that Dutch churches and services establishments are widely scattered. |

For example, the Dutch Christian_Refcrméd Chﬂrch is in the west
end on Paradise and the Free Christian Reformed Church is on Mohawk in
Ancaster, while the Canadian Reformed Church is on West Avenue. This
congregation bought their building because it was central and available
at the time and not because the church members lived in close proximity.
In fact, they are scattered all over the city. The church does represent
a certain regional background as most of the members originated from
Holland. ‘The Holland-Canada Ciub provides a fangé of §ocial events as

well as charter flights to Holland.
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Scandanavian

The Scandanavian elements in Hamilton have always remained very small
and concentrated on the south part of the mountain (Figure 12). Only two Scandanaviar
business establishments exist, a restaurant On Barton and a Finnish steam

bath also on Barton.

Chinese

Within the Barton area there has been a distinctive Chinese
service element, yet concentration of Chinese residential settlement has
been totally lacking. The reason is that the Chiﬁese population in Hamilton
has always been associated with certain types of services, mainly launderies
and restaurants. This is not universally true at the present time where
more Chinese have moved into other occupations, but it was true in the past.

As a result, the Chinese tended to live on their business pre-
mises and consequently they were scattered thinly over various parts of
the city. There was one concentration, a small "Chinatown" on King Wil-
liam Street near the central business district, which had some Chinese
stores and restaurants to serve a locally resident Chinese population,
but elsewhere Chinese launderies and restaurants existed to serve the
general public. No other group has had such an effect on the cultural
landscape in proportion to its' population size, nor has any group had such
an intensive specialization of service types. Chinese immigration has
always been very limited and few of the immigrants have taken up the
industrial work associated with other groups, but have concentrated mainly
on these two specialized services instead. |

The Chinese have aBout seven clubs with the purpose of mutual
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assistance, and various cultural activities.

Russian

The Russian population has remainéd small in the city and has
produced few Services of their own. A few Russian institutions exist,
such as the Russian Hall on Barton adjacent to Shermén and St. Mary's
Russian Greek Orthodox Church on West Avenue. ‘The hall was located in the
core of the old Russian community. The Russians héve not made a very
significant contribution to the ethnic character of the area. However
the statistics (figure 13) show a sharp
"fall in the Russian poputation from 1961'to 1971 in Hamilton. The only way '
we can explain this decline is by saying that the Russians must have
moved from Hamilton to.suburban areaé Tike Dundas, Brantford, Burlington,

and even maybe to Toronto.

This description of the various ethnic groups-in Hamilton shows
that definite ethnic residential areas exist withih the city. It also
appears that there isya general correlation betﬁeen‘the spatial diStribution
of ethnic groups and the socfo-economic structure of the city.

The escarpment‘and the Chedoke ravine are two sharp ethnic divides
in the city; The strip between Main Street and the foot of the escarpment
~ was an ethnic transition zone, Meeker (1953) found that some of the
German population while not able to move into the high class residential
areas on fifst arm’vél9 nevertheless managed to avoid the region north of
Main by concentrating in the area between Main Street and the mountain

where housing conditions are better and proximity to industry not great.
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In thi§ respect the Germans differ from the Poles, Ukrainians,
Italians and Russians,_ The Poles, Ukrainians, Russians and especially the
Italians all have high concentrations in the north end. In.fact’the |
Italian group shows a very high degree bf segregation, particularly in the
Tow income north end. The Jews also disp]ayed'quite a high degree of
segfegation as over 60% of their number live west of the Chedoke ravine.
Beyond the main area of concentration in the north end, ihe Italian pop-
ulation is found mainly in the east and south-east parts of the city and
on the north end of the mountain. The Poles and Ukrainians whdse range
of segregation is less than the Italian, tend to move east and south-east
avoiding the west end of Hamilton. The German pbpuiation show a tendency
to move west into west Hamilton and on to that end of the mountain.

It seems that underlying the present etﬁni; pattern there is a
definite process of succession, but this did not work in similiar fashion
for each individual ethnic group. ‘hen foriegn immigrants have entered
the city, many have settled in colonies in the iow cost north end convenient
to many of the industrial p1an£s. These congested areas of first settlement
have been characterized by the perpetuation df many European cultural
traits. After some years of residence in sdch areas a movement of the
mére prosperous began into more desirable residential districts. In fact
the relative concentration or dispersion of the various immigrant groups
ysual]y furnishes an excellent indication of their length of residence in
the city and the degree of assimilation whiéh has taken place (NagTe,
19621. But this.is a complex process varying with the different ethnic
groups concerned.‘ | |

This chapter has traced the distribution pattern of Hamilton's
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ethnic population and from this discussion has emerged some of the complexity
of the factors affecting ethnic movement and pattern. For a more detailed
examination of these factors, factor analysis and step wise regression

analysis have been employed in the following chapter.



CHAPTER 5

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS

The spatial distribution of ethnic groups in.fe]ation to a range
of social and economic variables is now examined. Factor analysis is used
to examine the structure of interrelationships bétweem'34 socio-economic
and cultural characteristics using census traﬁt data. A large number of
variables were reduced into a few significant factors (7 in this case).
This analysis represents a factorial ecology of Hamilton based on a sel-

ected set of census variables,

Factor Analysis

The analysis was performed for 1971. No data are available on

the socio-economic characteristics of the various ethaic‘communities in

the city of Hami]ton, therefore general socio-economic and cultural variables
are used as surrogates. The analysis used 34 variables. These included |

a wide range of characteristics such as housing, education, ethnicity,
employment and general economic status. A complete 1ist of variables in
included in the Table 1. Where necessary, the figures_for the
variables were converted to percentages or proportions to standardize the
figures. A1l of the data were obtained from published census materials.

These wvere compiled for 72 census tracts shown on the map 4.

76
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The analysis began with an examination of the initial factor
1oadings. The loadings represent the percentage‘of the variance for each
variable éccounted for by each factor and can be interpreted as the cor-
relation between the variables and the factors. ThéAloadings range from
-1 to +1 where 0 means no corre]afion and 41 or -1 represents perfeét
‘correlation. In this study only those loadings >.5 (+ or -) were considered
in interpreting the meaning of the factors. These weré examined in terms
of what variables loaded together and which ones loaded opposite. Through
'such an examination the factors were named.

"Factor scores were examined. . Thesé weke listed for 72 ceﬁsus
tracts and showed the scores for each tract for the various factors. These
were mapped and generalizations were made concerning the patterns observed
(maps 12, 18, 19, 20},_._ | |

Only the first two rotated factors were examined (table 1). These
explained close to 2/3 of the common factor variance. Further, factors
vere not studied as they failed to significantly increase the proportion
of,variance explained and because very few, if any; variéb]es loaded
highly (i.e. > + ,50).

The noteworthy factors for the study year were, in order of im- '

portance -

socio-economic status

housing characteristics.

.Socio-Economic Status (table 2, map 17, 18)

This factor explained the largest proportion of common factor

variance, The variables that loaded high positive were proportion of
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TABLE 1

COMMUNALITIES AND FACTOR LOADINGS .

VARIABLES A ' COMMUNALITY

Sex ratio .79
% single > 15 years .92
% dwellings as single, detached units .96
% dwellings with private use of bath .88
Number of children .94
% Asian .56
% French .54
% Italian .58
% Ukrainian .67
% of population with <9 years of .98
schooling
% of population with 12-13 years of .94
schooling
% of population with a university degree .92
Average cash rent .51
% of dwellings with <1 year occupancy .80
% of dwellings with >1 year occupancy 88
% of dwellings built before 1945 .78
% of dwellings built after 1960 .88
% of dwellings with one auto .86
% of males 215 years unemployed » 79
Female part1c1pat1on rate of unemployment’ .89
% of male in administrative and manage» .90
ment emp1oyment ’
% of males in manufacturing labour 77
Median value of owner occupied dwellings .81
Median value .92
% German .69
% Hungarian 44
% Dutch .39
% Polish .60
% Russian .12
% Scandanavian .23
% Jews .78
Total population .45
Persons per room .85
1.00

Persons per household

FACTOR 1

SOCI0-

ECONOMIC
~ STATUS

-.37
.09
.40
.43

-.08
.03

-.63

-.48
19

-.84

78

FACTOR 2
HOUSING
CHARACTER-
ISTICS -

«37
-.37
.72
.47
A7
-.63
-.25
~-.03
.19
.19

-.01

-12
-.05
-.82
.90
.89
-.62
.07
-.10
- .54



TABLE 1 cont'd

Eigenvalue
Percent of total variance

Percent of common factor variance

FACTOR 1
8.9
26.8
35.8

FACTOR 2
6.6
19.9

26,3

79



TABLE 2
FACTOR 1: SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS

VARIABLE NAMES

Median Income

Proportion of population with 12-13 years of schooling
Proportion-of dweliing with one auto

Female participation rate of employment

Average cash rent

Median value owner~occupied dwellings

Proportion:of male’in:administration-and man@gément
Percent German

Proportion of male >15 years of unemployment
Proportion of population with <9 years of school
Proportion of dwelling built before 1945

Percent French

FACTOR LOADING
(ROTATED)

.88

-07]

80
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population with 12-13 years of schooling, average cash rent, dwelling

with at least one auto, female participant rate of employment, males in
administrative and management jobs, median value of owner-occupied dwellings
median income and percent German. Loadings high negative were percent
French, proportion of population with less than nine years of schooling,
proportion of dwellings built befbfe 1945 and‘proportion of males with
greater than 15 years of unemployment.

When the factor scores were mapped (see maps 17, 18), it was found
that there was generally high socio-economic st&fus on the mountain, in
the east and west ends and along the base of the escarpment. In contrast,
| those tracts along the industrial area, in the north end and throughout
much of the central city south of Main Street were characterized by a
lower socio-economic status.

Many of the tracts on the mountain showed particularly high scores
although, in general, it was tracts along the mountain brow that had the
highest scores. This can be explained by the desirable views that homes
along the top of the escarpment provide. The tract {tract 16) with the
highest socio-economic status occupies the west mountain brow. It is
distinct in having a very small population but a high proportion of pro-
fessional, administrative and managerial occupations. Also high were
tracts in the western end of the city. |

The Westda1é area was the final significant area in terms of
socio-economic status. For a long period the social structure of this
area was strongly influenced by the planning policy of the 1930's. The
planners placed "restricted convenants" on the lots stating that "no negroes,
Asiatics, East Mediteranean, Europeans nor Jews vere allowed to buy a Tot

(Advertisement, 1926). Large expensive houses were built on spacious
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Tots with a high price tag. The area, at present maintains to some extent
a higher economic status due to the many professors who Chooée to Tive in
this area because of its proximity to McMaster.

Very low economic status areas included York Street and the north
end as well as substantial portion of the city just south of the industrial
area.

In terms of ethnic population, high socio-economic status areas
were, in general, related to percentage of German while low socio-economic
status was associated with percentage of French ?iving in that sector.
Highest concentrations of several ethnic groups correspond to the areas.of Tow
socio-economic status in east and north end. Also noteworthy is the fact
that the outward decrease of the very low socio-economic status can be
related to decrease in several ethnic concentfationswith distance, as evident
by the overlapping of the ethnic distribution and socio-economic status

maps (see maps).

Housing Characteristics (table 3; maps 19, 20)

The housing factor appeared as the second most importaht~factor.
The variables having high positive loadings were proportion of single |
detached dwelling units and proportion of dwellingswith greater than a year
of occupancy - and those with high negative loadings were percent Asian,
.proportion of dwé]lings with less than a year occupancy, proportion dwelling
built after 1960 and rate of female participation in the labour force.
The spatial distribution of scores on this factor can be seen in maps 19
and 20. The 1971 housing maps show a predominance of single detached units

and dwellings with greater than one year occupancy throughout much of the



TABLE 3
FACTOR 2: HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS

VARIABLE NAME

Proportion of dwelling >1 year of occupancy
Proportion of single detached unit

Proportion of dwelling with <1 year occupancy
Percent Asian

Proportion of dwellings built after 1960

Female participation rate of employment

FACTOR LOADINGS
(ROTATED)

.90
77
-.82
-.63
-.62
-.54

85
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mduntain, west end, parts of the north and industrial section and in the
Aberdeen area. Again, parts of the mountaiﬁ scored very highly in this
direction, especially in the extreme south‘where several single detached
’housing developments have been built since 1960. The single detached
housing in the industrial sector corresponds to the lower income, ihdustfidl
housing construcfed in the early part of the century. . |

Areas of dwellings with less than a year occupancyybuilt after
- 1960 with low female participant rate of employment were the eastern areas, .
particu]ar]y east of Baron Avenue, tract 44 in West Hamilton, several B
tracts on the central mountain and the central area between Wentworth and
Chedoke Avenue. The highest scores for these were where there were many
apartments and homes that had once been single family residences and are
now multiple dwellings, such as tracts 24, 52 andvseveral'tracts beneath
the escarpmeni befween Kenilworth and Chedoke. Somé of the tracts on
the mountain brow have a relatively high percentage of dwellings occupied
less than a year reflecting the modern apartments now present along the
edge of the escarpment. Tract 43 in Westdale showed a change in housing
characteristics away from predominantly single family dwellings. This was
probably due to the increase in McMaste?'s enrolment during the 1960's
and the need for student accommodation in thé vicinity.

Superimposing maps of factor 2 on the distribution pattern of
ethnic communities,shows that Asians tended to live in areas of newer
housing (built after 1960), with a rélative?y mobile population and where
female participation rate of employment was low. The Italians, Germans,
Russians, Jews, Dutch, French and Polish tended to 1ive in-areas of

single detached housing and where a large percentage of the housholds had
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Tived more than a year. In cther words they are found in established and
relatively stable neighbourhoods. Again inference cannot be made for the
households based on this analysis of aggregate data.

Thus from the factor analysis, it waS found that there was a
relationship between German and French community and socio-economic
status, between Asian and housing chafacteristics. High percentage of
German origin was re]ated to high socio-economic status (1ocding - .49884).
- Conversely, the French were predominant in areas of low socic-economic
status {-.62587) as were the Italians (-.47831). Percent Asians loaded
on the housing factor in the same direction as (-.62834) proportion of
dwellings with less than a year of occupancy (-.82372), proportion of houses
' built after 1960 (-.62167) and female participation rate of employment
(-.53811). Other ethnic groups failed to show any sort of relationship
to socio-economic status, housing characteristics or among themselves.

To explore the relationship surther a regression analysis was performed.

Regression,

Multiple regression analyses were performed taking the percentage
in an ethnic group as the dependent variable and the scores on factors 1‘
and 2 as the independent variables. The aim was to discover how accurately
the percentage in each ethnic group within a census tract could be pre-
dicted from the composite measures of socio-economic status and housing
characteristics provided by the factor scores.

The following table (table 4) shows the regression coefficients



TABLE 4

Note: Figure in the parenthesis indicate F-scores

%

confidence level

*%

EQUATION
NUMBER

1.

10.

11,

significantly different from zero at 95% level

DEPENDENT CONSTAHNT
VARIABLES
% Asian 0.015*%
(121.56)
% French 0.045*
(673.553)
% Italian 0.114%
(150.928)
% Ukrainian 0.030*
(252.588)
"% German 4,730*
(592,776)
% Hungarian 1.732*
(16.831)
% Dutch 2.051*
(61.683)
- % Polish 3.521*
(9.942)
% Russian 0.169*
(44.828)
% Scahdinavian 0.451*
(138.613)
% Jews 0.999*

(15.882)

FACTOR 1
0.006 .
(0-200)

-0.012*
(7.88%)

-0.042
(20.249)

0.0C3
(2.610)

0.930%=
(22.733)

0.758*
(8.358)

0.010
(0.166)

0.080
(4.313)

3.888
(2.390}

FACTOR 2° R® F_ SIGNIFICANCE -
| LEVEL
~0.009% .39 22.60  .000

(45.093) |

-0.605% .45 27.94  .000
(7:317)

-0.002 .23 10.16  .000
(0.031) |
0.003 .04 2.61 .08l
-0.740 .25 11.41  .000
(0.143)

-0.043 .003 0.18  .677
0.18 .12 4.46 .05
(0.488)

0.769%*.06 4.66 . .034

'~ (2.158)

0.007 .003 0.12  .889
(0.067)
-0.005 .06 2.16  .123
(0.014)
0.055 .03 1.23  .300
(0.048)

90

the coefficient is significantly different from zero at 99%
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with ethnic groups as dependent variab1és and factor 1 (socio-economic
status), factor 2 (housing characteristic) as independent variables. The
null hypothesis in this case being: factor 1, factor 2 have no influence
on the dependent variables; percent Asian, French, Italian, Ukrainian,
German, Hungarian, Dutch, Pol1sh Russ1an, Scandanavian, Jews. In other

- words the regression coefficients are not significantly different from zero.

Regression equation number (1) in table (4) shows the dependence
of percent Asian on factor 1 and factor 2. Factor 1 (socio-economic status)
has positive and factor 2 (housing characteristics) has negative relationship
with percent Asian. The independent variables éxplain 39% of the variation
of the depehdent variable. The coéfficieﬁtbéf facfor'T'is not Significant]y
different from zero even at 95% level of confidence level.

Equation 2 explains 45% of the total variation of the dependent
.variable percent French, Both the coefficient of factor 1 and factor 2
are significantly different from zero at 99% confidence level. Both the
factors, sociomecohomic status and houéing characteristics, have negative
correlation with the dependent variable percént Freﬁchi

~ Equation 3 explains 23 percent of the variation of the dependent
variable, percent Italian. Equation 4 accounts for only 4 percent of thé
variation of the dependent variable. So, we can conclude that factor 1
and factor 2 are not significantly related to percent Ukrainian.

Equation 5 shows that factor 1 and factor Z explains 25% of the
variatiqn of the dependent variable percent German.' Faétor’i (socio-
economic has positive correlation with the dependent variable percent
German. Factor 2 (housing Characteristics} has negative cprrelation but.

“the coefficient is not significantly different from zero.
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Equations(ﬁ) to (11) - these six equatidns have very low R2 values.,
In equation (7) factor 1, socio-economic status, has a positive correlation
with the dependent variable percent Dutch and the.coefficient is signficantly
different from zero at 99% level. In equation (8) factor 2, housing
characteristics, has positive correlation with the dependent yariable per-
cent Polish and the coefficient is significantly different from zero at
'95% level of confidence. | | |

In all the eleven equations the constant has a positive vaiue
-and these values are significantly different from zero at 99% confidence
lTevel. This implies that we can improve the efficienty of the equations
by adding other independent variables.

The coeffiéient of detérmination (Rz) in almost all the equations:
s very low. Based on the F ratios, six of the eqUationS'are significant
at .05 level. (% Asian, % French, % Italian, % German, % Dutch and %
Po]ish‘ih Téb]e 4). 1t .is possible that the low R2 could be increased by
using 1égged values of the independent varizbles (Johnston, 1972; Konenta,
1971), Moreover, one should not expect the two variables of socio-
economic status and housing characteristics to totally explain the distri-
bution of the ethnic groups. Other factors such as tastes, preference and
nearness to place of work do influence the choice of tocality. Unfortunately
data pertaining to these relevant factors arevnot available. Nevertheless
this study indicates that socio-economic status and housing characteristics
are two important factors related to.the spatial distribution of ethnic

groups.



CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION

Thirty four percent of the total population of Hamilton in 1971
was of non-British origin. The analysis of‘the }971 census data showed
well distributed homogeneous ethnic enclaves. Some had greater concen-
tration than others. As a whole it may be described as a mosaic with a
high concentration.of ethnic groups in the northern part of the city,
north-east and in the west end. The Italians congregated in the north
end and in some tracts comprised the 1argestrgrqup. ‘The Po]ish'groﬁp
~ were mainly found in the central and eastern part of the city, the Uk-
rainians in the east, the Dutch on the south mountain, the French in}thé
north but south of the Italian group, the Jews in the higher income
residential areas of the west end of the city and the other groups like
the Germans were dispersed throughout.thé city. The Russian and Asian
groups were very small and were scattered but ﬁith the main concentration
in the north-central area and on the west modntain respectively. |

Many of the ethnic groups who arrived eérly in the century, have
their own socio-spatial organization. Some developed self-sufficient
communities. They provide their own economic, socia]iand recreational
services, which channel the communication and social interaction among
~ group members. |
Factor analysis of the census data showed that socio-economic
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statds and housing characteristics were refatéd to the distribution of
certain ethnic groups. However, it should'be kept in mind that the
results obtained using 1971 census data is at an aggregate level and,
therefore, inferences at the individual level cannot be made. Moreover,
one cannot expect the two variables of sociOneéonomic status and housing
characteristics to explain why people of the same ethnic group tend to
1ive in the same area of the city. It is'qufte pbssib1e that factors
like tastes, preference, nearness to work place among others influence
”the choice of locality. Unfortunately data pertaining to these important
factors were not available fdrvthe ethnic communities of the city. The
~main findings at the census tract level were that high socio-economic |
status was related to the percentage of-German origin within the census
tract, while low socio-economic status was relatéd to the‘percentage of
French origin. In addition it was found that percent Asian was positively
related to new residential areas andlow rate of female employment in the
labour force. A

| Regression analysis showed that a significant pfoportion of the
variation in the percentage of six ethnic groups was accounted for by
socio-economic and housing scores; namely those of French, Italian, German,
Dutch, Asian and Polish origin.

Thus, it was possible, not on]y'to describe the distribution
pattern of ethnic groups but also to provide a.partia] explanation of the
factors related to the observed distribution. These results when compared
| with previous findings confirm:

1. the importance of the ethnic dimension within the
social and spatial structure of the city;
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2. the importance of socio-economic status and
housing characteristics in influencing the
distribution of ethnic groups.
Hfth these findings in hand we cén éxtend our research further
in terms of understanding the spatial organization of ethnic groups at
-~ the neighbourhood scale as a basis for anticipating possible fUtuoe changes
in the spatial structure of ethnic communities in the city. We can in-
vestigate whether the ethnic enclaves of Hamilton are only the product of
the past and will disintegrate in future, or whether the various ethnic
groups are getting together to form a mu}ticultural community. Census
..data are not of much help in this regard. A research design is needed .
and the approach taken by Suttles (1970) and Ley (1974) is useful to a
certain extent. Field surveys at the neighbourhood scale, are needed to
yield more detaiied reliable results.
The present macro scale analysis has value in laying the foundation
~ at the macro level for a study designed to investigate socio-spatial

processes operating within ethnic enclaves.
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