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/ The index of concentration for a CD is the sum of
the indexes of concentration calculated for each
ethnic group in the CD. The higher the sum, the
more diversified the population.

Census Division

INDEX OF ENTROPY
by Census Metropolitan Area (CMA)

..0.64
The size of the square is
proportional to the value of the

.0.26 index of relative entropy calculated
for 40 ethnic groups. The
population structure of a CMA is

.0.07 heterogeneous when the index of
entropy tends toward 1; it is
homogeneous when the index

e /‘Q‘ 2%} i ._

ETTT N

Calgary

ETHNIC COMPOSITION
by Census Metropolitan Area

Each cell represents 4 percent of the ethnic population of a CMA
and shows the relative importance of each of the 14 main ethnic
groups. Only groups accounting for at least 1 percent of the
ethnic population of a CMA are shown in the cells. In the
calculations, the French group was excluded for CMAs inside
Quebec, the British group was excluded for CMAs outside
Quebec, and Aboriginal groups were excluded for all CMAs.

MAIN ETHNIC GROUPS'

[ British
] French
- German
[ ]tatian
[ ukrainian

1The sequential order of ethnic groups in the legend and diagrams follows the numerical importance of these groups
within the Canadian population as a whole.
25These groupings were made for statistical purposes only, in order to ensure sufficient size for display. They do not
necessarily imply a high degree of cultural similarity between the constituent elements of each group.
2This group includes Danish, Finnish, Norwegian and Swedish.
3This group includes Bangladeshi, Bengali, Singhalese, Gujarati, Indian from India, Pakistani, Punjabi, Sri Lankan

) and Tamil.

4This group includes Cambodian, Korean, Japanese, Laotian, Philippine and Vietnamese.
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The index of entropy for each CMA is represented by a square which is divided into 25 cells that correspond to the ethnic |~
composition of the population. Only ethnic groups making up at least 1 percent of the ethnic population of a CMA are represented
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consistently included in the calculations, the small proportions of individual ethnic groups in CMAs would be obscured by the
dominant group. The graph Distribution of the Ethnic Population by Census Metropolitan Area shows the percentages of these
three groups in the CMAs and in the Canadian population as a whole.
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\_J & 11 e 6:3:,@ The data used for this analysis are based on the ethnic origins reported in the 1986 Census in response to the following question:
( / Daly i & El -,"' e “To which ethnic or cultural group(s) do you or did your ancestors belong?"
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% '%'\a‘-&'ﬁnmn ;/ HL gk \::\/ oo Y 1 o The Census includes three types of answers: single responses, when respondents indicated only one origin (French, for example);

_/Bayof | Hut Pt Euens Stry, A P multiple responses, when respondents indicated more than one origin (for example, a person could report both French and \
¢ Kendall Baj ] LI rokd G 0‘ P ik ;o *
Gods Merey \ // FORR R ) L D Q English origin); and non-responses, when no origin was reported. The results of both single and multiple responses were used
S~ ] i Lol S to prepare the map. Using single responses only would tend to emphasize ethnic groups that had immigrated recently, at the

expense of ethnic groups established for many years in the country. However, it should be noted that those who reported multiple
origins may be shown in more than one ethnic group. It should also be noted that the answer to the census question may be
considered subjective, since it refers to membership in an ethnic or cultural group as perceived by the respondent.

w A
ko Q;/ A
/ [}
/
b

/a//‘ H»_q—ol,“l.fof; )

T 2 T ionf )
) £ Ay ey B
¥ [ Ju

fone B

Kg"tt’s

\

™ 3k
WVgort
RS

3 ous

Ko D

i @Y
poni 7

Nt
s L o
rr:c‘fa =4 ;,r;'.
%rf-h.m
L (
pii R

Cwi

[
otTA A o) |I|I x B
s Kogal®® (i~
[y

A

Churchill

o
’ \ Aty
I; Northd b, ) conet'® -7
! Knifely e i
A P | £ g %
f QV? oM Big vy L 6’ Etawney g.})/ A \es M.-:Ii‘“ s
ey Sand 1 ii J / o
= M d L . & - > 1t
Gr o | Norther, AR ’ \» (VR
n RIS °?‘Tr~!l’f indeer | &5 & fndin f'_\ 5 {; o / o pigan
~ Southern Htor e A / JAI] pEbl
Indiang ;L:; 'i’\@"’\ (’:hnf';::-\"S { o \ & r:! ai\"—“ipt‘}‘l‘-fl o)
= Gauer—— / {i
souttyfnttian Lake r . ) .
1 Baldock : Jeine \
L 2 J oewBiGw
Y TR PO i

Marid s = % o
118 LORE. P
i pa " L
s o Hert e — Vs o >
Lace= _+ w0y /
7 5 - ¢ r
la Ronge | pte Lol - ~——— )P

=& Molson L 2% "ol Me
=P

min

& \aren. .
& R Y Rivitl__~
N g A o B
2 Islgnd = P oC _ uet
- ndd "/ i\l\uﬁ,u 0‘_‘

£ Wunnum i
L L
il

S~ A
& 55t

L

Capi
E,(}}.‘i'
.4

|L? Winnipegogis G

£ 11 A Waternen
A9 ’ L

- e |
AP ST\ ol |
7T Ty
s, S ay p
L 4 i .
o2 "R
.-I
~

<3 20 on e >
4 ”-‘runberulﬂd Str . 4 0 40

S artmouth

X

Lunenburd
x Hgewater

@ iverpod!

oo
l n;&{l
o
[ \

SOURCES
Canada, Dominion Bureau of Statistics. 1967. Canada: One Hundred, 1867-1967. Canada Year Book, Handbook and Library Division. Ottawa.

Isajiw, W. W. 1985. Definitions of Ethnicity. In Ethnicity and Ethnic Relations in Canada. 2d ed. R. M. Bienvenue and J. E. Goldstein, eds.
Toronto: Butterworths.

Kalbach, W. E. and W. W. McVey. 1979. The Demographic Bases of Canadian Society. 2d ed. Toronto: McGraw-Hill Ryerson.

Kerr, D. and D. W. Holdsworth, eds. 1990. Historical Atlas of Canada, Vol. Iil: Addressing the Twentieth Century, 1891-1961. Toronto: University 35
of Toronto Press. 2

Kralt, J. 1986. Atlas of Residential Concentration for the Census Metropolitan Area of Montréal / Atlas des populations de la région métropolitaine
de recensement de Montréal. Catalogue Ci 96-31/1986. Multiculturalism Canada, Policy Development, Analysis and Research Directorate. I
Ottawa.

. 1986. Atlas of Residential Concentration for the Census Metropolitan Area of Toronto / Atlas des populations de la région métropolitaine
de recensement de Toronto. Catalogue Ci 96-32/1986. Multiculturalism Canada, Policy Development, Analysis and Research Directorate. |
Ottawa.

. 1986. Atias of Residential Concentration for the Census Metrapolitan Area of Vancouver / Atlas des populations de la région métropolitaine
de recensement de Vancouver. Catalogue C 196-33/1986. Multiculturalism Canada, Policy Development, Analysis and Research Directorate.
Ottawa.

Ledoux, M. and R. Pendakur. 1990. Mutlticuftural Canada: A Graphic Overview / Un Canada multiculturel : Représentation graphique. Catalogue
C 96-48/1990. Multiculturalism and Citizenship Canada, Multiculturalism Sector, Policy and Research. Ottawa.

Multiculturalism and Citizenship Canada. 1986. Ethnic origins in Canada: single and multiple responses. Special tabulations. Ottawa.

Thomas, R. W. 1983. Inft jon Statistics in Geography. Concepts and Techniques in Modern Geography no. 31. Norwich: University of East Anglia.

Research by J. Carriére, Dep it of Geography, Université du Québec & Montréal, and J.-P. Thouez, Department of Geography,
Université de éal, in collak with N. B , Y. Baudoin, S. Chéles and S. D hes, Université du Québec & Montréal
Specialist advice and data provided by J. Kralt, M. Ledoux and R. Pendakur, Policy and Research, Multiculturalism and Citizenship
Canada. Adapted for the National Atlas by D. H. Lacasse and J. M. M. Frappier, and edited by D. M. Chapman and |. C. Taylor, National
Atlas Information Service. Cartography by R. E. Kramers, National Atlas Information Service, Canada Centre for Mapping, Energy,

[ putch (Nethertandish)  [JI Jewish J |

I scandinavian? [ south Asian? : - v
[_]Polish [ East and Southeast Asian® 3

|:] Chinese - Portuguese V\'\

T R irans ] Ohr k

tends toward 0. ) Mines and Resources Canada.
i3 ; Digital technologies were used in part for the production and publication of this map.
[ / HET / p ) P \
1. 115 110 105 100 95 90 85 80° 75 70° 65 60

Canada



