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ABSTRACT ..
 This.thesis examines selected aspects of the spati
dimensions, démographic and socjo-“economic characteristics

and the causal factors of the 'intra-urban migration of East '~

Indian households in Edmonton. As the migration pattern of
North American clty'dwellers ls closely assoclated witn the
household's‘stages;of life-cycle, the principal purpose of
this study is to investigate whether or not the intra:urbéo
residehtial mlération pattern of .the East Indian hOUSeholdS'
relates to the life-cycle model.

% ; The .sample population consists of_lsb-hoUSeholds which;
‘haye changed their residence since their arrival -in l :
Edmonton. The'country of hirth,of,the head}of these’r- %;
 hotiseholds i India, Pakistan, Srilahka'andﬂBangladesh}yOnly-
;the mobility’pattern_of the last move of the sample :
householdS-is considered for'this study.irrespectiye of the a
'tlme of move. Data for the study were obtalned through a-
self admlnlstered queStlonnalre survey.,.

The study shOws that the 1ntra.urban mlgrat1on of East
Iud1an‘households 1s strongly-asSoc1ated wlth‘the stages of .
the 11fe cycle, The study reveals that the sample populatlonh
'had thelr h1ghest rates of mob1l1ty 1mmed1ately after a
tchange in household structure. It is also ev1dent from’ th1s h
fstudy ‘that 1nadequate 11v1ng space is. the pr1nc1pa1 pUsh
lfactor and economlc reasons are the pr1nc1pal pull factors

v -

for the_moves. As,a consequenceﬁ“most moves were'away-from

")

'the‘city-centréé I v
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"1.. INTRODUCTION -

-

The major purpose. of thlS study is to analyze and d1scuss

the patterns of the intra- urban re51dent1al m1grat10n of

East Indlans 1n Edmonton. Due to the fact that the spec1f1c o
.llterature on the lntxa urban mlgratlon pattern of the East"

Indlan communlty does not ex1st 1t becomes necessary to

qnvest1gate general 1ntra urban mlgrat1on trends and gather o
,J" soc1o economlc andudemographlc statlstlcs for East Indlans

A across Canada 1n—order to prov1de -a background for analy51s_

of the 1ntra urban mlgratlon pattern of. East Indlans 1n
Edmonton. To establlsh the frame work for the 1ntra urban.u

' mlgratlon pattern some selected features of urbanlzatlon 1n

[

Canada w1ll be examlned ThlS w1ll 1nclude the hlstorlcal
development of - re51dent1al areas as. well ‘as the re51dent1al
) moblllty trends in Canadlan c1t1es. The complete review of gﬂa

T the relevant llterature and references to spec1f1c studles .

[y

-

.- wrlI be'presented 1n chapter two and three._

L . . : 2

= 1 1 URBANIZATION IN CANADA

Canada 1s one of the world s .most. urban1zed natlons and-
j’lt has become over recent decades a. hlgher ;than average
urban1zed member of the world 5 communlty Accordlng to

Burke and Ireland 1t ig not only an urbanlzed but is

-

'f-becomang a metropolltanlzed natlon (Burke and Ireland

'pt 1976) JIn 1980 Canada s populatlon'was 76 per Cent urban- and

L. -, -

h1t Tanked twelfth among the urban1zed natlons in the. world

S . ~
-
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.(Jones, 1981) Of the urban populat1on, the majorlty is

~concentrated 1n a' relatlvely small number of rap1dly g

expand1ng 1arge metropolrtan afreas. fhe Census of Canada,
.1981 '1nd1cates that more than 50 per cent of the urban
:.populatlon is concentrated in nine metropolltan areas of
lmore than half a m1111on people The process of urbanlzatlon
ehas proceeded at a steady rate throughout the past century
‘and has qu1ckened thhln the last few decades As'noted by
’vBurke and Ireland (1976) accord1ng to the Sc1ence Council
- of Canada, in thlS century and partlcularly in the last 25
years, Canada has been one of the most rapldly urbanlz1ng
countr1es among those in the:"hlghly developed" category
jTechnologlcal and economlc development are the factors
‘ underlylng thlS process of urbanlzat1on. B

Viewed 1n relat1on to the whole of - human h1story, .
;technologlcal development and consequently,'employment

opportunlty, appears to be the ma1n stlmulus towards .

) urbanrﬁatlon._Therefore, w1th technologlcal development
people Etarted to congregate and eventually gave rise’ ‘to, the

‘Urap1d growth -of, urban centres._However, the growth of the

: urban populatlon is mostly caused by the m1grat1on of people

from rural areas\towards the grow1ng cltles, the areas of

"maxlmum employment opportunlty In the case ofWCanada, a.
t51gn1f1cant proportlon of thlS has been supplemented by

-onerseas m1grat1on. The larger the c1ty, the more d1verse

1ts economlc act1v1t1es and the more attract1ve 1t 1s to new .

1mm1grants'seek1ng_permanent employment.*Eor example,



Toronto. Montreal and Vancouver collectively accounted for

52 per cent of -all foreign born 1mm1grants to Canada durlng

1966 1 (Imm;grat1on.Statlst1cs, Canada, 1966-71). About -one
‘third of all immiorants to“Canada chose Toronto as their
place of destination dur1ng the 1966:-71 period (Gertler and
Crowley,'1977) As a result the big c1t1es, Toronto,
Montreal Vancouver ang’ WLnnlpeg 1nclude v1rtually all
ethnlc groups whlch occur, 1n all the rema1n1ng Canadlan
.c1t1es“(S1mmons, 1974, . |

. The hlstory of Canadlan c1t1es is one-: of continuous
populatlon growth fed bY'a hngh rate of in mlgratlon from

e ~

‘the'rest of Canada and abroad. The‘flow patternsnas well -as
the'immigranq‘l character1st1cs, also vary among the cities. |
‘Gertler and Crowley (1977) have stated, "Toronto s flow is

domlnated by foreign, 1mmlgrants, Montreal s by mlgrants from

non-urban counties 1n "Quebec and Vancouver s of mlgrants..

‘from other urban countles.' (Gertler and Crowley, 1977: 74),-

7CQThls m1gratlon from other parts of Canada as well as from

'abroad was a response to the avallablllty of ]ObS and the
_presence of d1ver51f1ed economtc act1v1t1es For 1nstance,.
'1n 1981 more than 40 thousand people in-Toronto were‘_
involved.w1th manager1al and adm1n1strat1ve occupatrons,“
econstructlon and trade were'the occupations for 11,175
people whlle the 1ndustr1al divisions in Toronto were.
‘respon51ble for another 300 160 jObS (Census of Canada,‘

1981) Manufacturlng 1ndustr1es prov1de about 30 per cent of -

the. employment 1n the Toronto metropolltan area (S1mmons,



1974, and,Canadian Urban Trend, National Perspective vol-1,
: \ ‘ .

1976) .

With continuous immigration, demographlc, ethnlc anag
religious d1fferences among the Canadlan city dwellers have
become more complex and these dlfferences have a varlety .OF

1nfluences on the way of life and the 1nternal itructure of -

the city. The l1terature on the pattern of re51dent1al

development of North Amerlcan cities shows that _1nd1v;duals

4\

w1th similar onlglns, soc1al p051tlon,.values and
expectatlons tend to locate in relatively close prox1m1ty

Therefore, thelr\hroup 1nteract1on can be max1mlzed and "

\
group norms or ethn1c 1dent1ty malntalned (Jones,_1967 ‘and

\
Matwljlw, 1979). As\a result of the general process of

v .

'residential differenmlat1on ethnlc concentratlons-occur in

dlfferent parts of dlfferent cat1es. These sectlons tend to.

v -

reflect the presence of \similar ethn1c groups These ethnlc
groups vary. con51derably\1n ‘the :degree to- wh1ch they are

: resldentlally concentrated 1n'd1fferent cities. In 1961
L\

residential segregation'was highest inlMontreal followed by .

:Toronto, Winnipeg“and-Ottawa.dIn the same period, the degree

of segregatlon was hlghest amo g the, Itallan and A51at1c"“

~

_ ethnlc groups followed by R0551a1i French and Ukranlanvln

"~ the different Canad1an metropollt
'With an increase 1n populatlon especially in.large
c1t1es, thg ethnlc groups create "su ~cities™ within the

. city. Their concentratlons;posseSSche“r o mmercial

core,.theatres and-institutions-which ha<e,L jreat impatt‘onA

N
\

asgareas (Matwijiw,_19?9),-'

7,



the physical structure of the‘city. Foriexample, Toronto

.

v

contains "sub-cities" of various ethnic groups of Italian,

——erishT*Greeks—and—PortugUese—in—differeﬁtfparrs—of*the
metropolitan area. Italian, Frenchjand Ukranians are:the
most segregated ethnic groups in different parts of
Winnipeg.. The c1ty dwellers of these«isuh;cities" have their‘
~own, culture, customs, bel1efs and eatlng habits. They also
prefer to use the;r own language for social interaction

-among themselves (Slmmons and Baker 1974; and Matw1j1w,

1979). S \/\

- , N
7 L ' 2

. 1.2 GENERAL ASPECTS OF THE RESIDENTIAL DIFFERENTIATION IN

CI’I'IES

_The re51dent1al area of. each.Canadlan c1ty occuples a'
large part of the build up area. Each re51dent1al area has
dlfferent types of urban dwelllng un1ts w1th1n 1t These
.1nclude s1ngle famlly detached homes, duplex un1ts,vlow'fise
!apartment structures and’ h1gh rlse apartment_buildingsl
.These hou51ng types vary in the1r locat10na1 Settlngsﬁ Near
Tthe city centre,_the<residential area'mOStly conslsts ot
hlghvrise.apartments, walk-up aoartmentsfand boardingv
houses.vFurther out from'the~city centre, the residential
d-area con51sts of all different types of dwelllngs and then

: slowly gives way to strip development along the hlghways.bIn»

" the suburbs most of the dwelllngs are 31ngle famlly detached ”'4

T,homes (Slmmons, 1974,,Northam, 1975 and Gertler and

[,Crowley, 1977)3 s



The spatlal dlstrlbutlon pattern, the land occupled by
each dwelllng un1t and the character1st1cs of the dwellers,’
also—vary—jn-different—parts—of‘the CTty There— re spatial——f

;rvarlations in populatlon den51ty, houslng types and quallty
- The suburban re51dent1al area: 1s characterlzed by a- 1ow ‘
'den51ty af populatlon and s1ngle famlly dwelllngs. The
\majorlty of the suburban dwellers afe famllles w1th chlldren
.and w1th a relatlvely hlgh soc1alwand economlc status On:
'-the other hand the'lnner c1ty 1s characterlzed by a'hrgh'
,fpopulat1on den51ty,‘apartment bu1ld1ngs and board1ng houses..
These are occupled mostly by young adults elther sangle or"

“;Mnewly marrled .and the aged who have always llved there or-

_have moved there upon retlremeht or w1dowhood (Slmmons,_

¢ n,,

.1974) The people of varlous ethnlc groups also tend to llve
in the inner city re51dent1a1 area Yet, in thlS area people'
w1th relat1vely low soc1al and economlc status predom1mate.
. Generally 1t has been found that w1th thea1ncrease of
- .
populatlon and the expans1on of the c1ty, certaln.f

#
'dcharacterlstlcs of . the re51dent1al areas alsoachanger Theg*
=rnner c1ty are;s expand and undergo changes by 1ncreas1ng'
the1r den51ty of populatlon as well as dwelllng Unlts. The
areas expand in 51ze by 1nclud1ng the surroundlng areasv *
'whlch were’formerly areas on the outer zone of the 1nnerfr -
hpc1ty Consequently, the hlgher status re51dent1a1 areas

.Q Shlft towards the outer margln of the c1ty and the old

hhlgher status re51dential areas become the mlddle and

"Lsubsequently low status re51dent1al areas. Accordlng to
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'vHerbert (1972) and Smlth and McCann (1981) the larger'
'houses of the earller upper class groups‘subd1v1de 1nto
— g,. P ,y‘t"l" - .

._apartments_and_pass~to_lowen_ancome -groups- and—the—quall y-

;f,.h

vand attractlveness of thesehhouses decllnes gradually

,through this fllterlng down process.ﬁThe res1dent1al

I8

d15tr1but1on pattern\1n d1fferent Canadian c1t1es in the

Q

-1970's 1nd1cates that famﬁly status and socio- econom1c e

status of the households d1splay elther sectoral patterns or . - -

fconcentrlc zonatlons aroUnd the centre of the c1ty (Herbert
: ol B
u@,

.1972- Slmmons, 1974; pav1es 19%8' and Dav1es and Kn1ght
- X ‘ ‘B:}‘- . .

1978)

l“v' TR

Dav1es and Knlght (1978) and»Dav1es (1978) 1n two
separate stud1es haVe 1dent1f1ed that soc1o economic” status'

'deplcts a, sectoral pattern of re51dent1al development 1n,j

. s Al \"

both the Klngston and Edmonton metropolltan areas. However
& ‘1.

,Dav1es found fam1iy status 1n Edmonton adopted a. concentr1c

pattern as hypothe51zed by Burgess (Burgess, 1923- and
‘Dav1es,_ﬂ9ﬁ8) The var1ables used to descrlbe famlly status
‘ i3

.are assoc1ated V1th famlly characterlst1cs, namely household
: > ‘ :

saze, number of;chlldren in the fam1lyp-fert111ty level 'g"\"‘

B w

jtype of occupled dwell1ng un1t age, sex, and marltal status_,la"i'

~of the members of the household Soc1o econom1c status 1s
.-\ . f i )
.measured 1n terms of household 1ncome, tenurep occupatlon,

R

‘level .of educatlon, gthnlc or1g1n of the members of the o
ahousehold' 51ze, age and value of the occupled dwell1ng un1t
) y e

(Herbertb,1972 ~Dav1es, 1978 and Dav1es and Kn1ght 1978)

AHerbert (1972) 1n hlS soc1a1 area analy51s at W1nn1peg



1dent1f1ed a sectoral pattern of re51dent1al areas w1th
respect to socio- econom1c status but concentrlc zonatlon in

terms of famlly status,_51mmons and Baker (JSZA)_;dentlfled N

" a dlfferent pattern for. the re51dent1al areas of Toronto. It e
was found. that the soc1o economlc status dlsplayed a-
concentrlc zonatlon but famlly status adopted a sectoral

pattern (Slmmons and Baker, 1974) .

-1, 3 THE CLUSTERING OF MIGRANTS AND MINORITY GROUPS , o o , ("‘
Cluster1ng of m1nor1ty groups, espec1ally near.the . '
centre of the c1ty,‘1s a common phenomenon in almost all~
-Canadlan c1t1es. The- economlc condltxons of the 1mm1grants;" "“
1s the most 1mportant cause for thls clusterlng Many of the E
T_Fearller 1mmlgrants were unskllled and had llttle or no ;' S

capltal when tpey arr;ved 1n the c1ty Therefore, they vwere . Tl o

restrlcted to areas of low economlc status mostly in the -
_ 1nner part of the c1ty At that t1me they were able to ga1n
?f a. féothold in the c1ty only by rent1ng the cheap inner c1ty
a propertles. on’ the other hand mlgrat1on has always been an
age sex selectlve process Many of the young unmarrred :
persons were males drawn towards the typ1cal liVing”areas of
non fam1llsm llfe style (Freedman, 1967) ' should be -
‘ mentloned here that earller lmmlgrants dxd not cluster 1n ;hj
the inner- clty only but also l1ved around rts 1ndustr1al |
zones. That 1s.they lived near employment centres where ‘the

‘population density,khouse rent, soc1o economlc cond1t1ons '

B were.like.the inner citYfreSident}al area.:As a‘result,



:there developed a reglonallzatlon of. 1mmlgra t groups.

Even though the 1mmlgrants had d1fferent occupatlons,v

‘they preferred to settle 1n one area to ma1nta1n the1r‘

-

cultural and ethnlc tles. Consequently,.a node of
xre31dent1al settlement was formed by each ethn1c group,'.f
-dlstlnct from others 1n ethn1c1ty, as’ well as soc1o econom1cq‘
i.cond1t1ons. The soc1o economlc cond1t1ons 1nclude .
A occupation 1ncome,'educatlonal background and household
character1st1cs. The household characterlstlcs 1nclude agea“"
and sex of the members of the households, 51ze of the ‘
lhousehold and type of fam1ly,.1 e. the nuclear or. extended

'famlly (Johnston 1971- Northam 1975 Balakrlshnan, 1976)..

' Spatlal clusterlng of each ethnlc group also occurred

!

'-has an outcome of . cha1n mlgrat1on Caldwell (1968) deflnes

‘

.thls as, when one member of a famlly has mlgrated there 1s"”

[

a very h1gh probablllty that some of hlS relatlves w1ll also‘

'move to the " same destlnatlon. Informatlon sometlmes:
'.remlttances from the successful ploneer m1grant cause the :
~h1gher probablllty of these moves.  AS a result most of

.these 1mmlgrants come from a partlcular area. For example,, 12#
i“Slkhs" are predomlnant among the East Indlan 1mmmlgrants in

' dlfferent Canad1an c1t1es, but they are from only one |

prov1nce of Indla, the “Punjab"‘ In 1971 only 3 per cent of

‘”Indla s populatlon was l1v1ng 1n the prov1nce of Punjab .

f(Census of- Indla, 1971) The earller 1mm1grants help the new"(h

:1mm1grants to find employment and accommodatlon w1th1n the

‘c1ty, mostly w1£h1n close prox1m1ty to the1r place of . o Lo

- . N A ’

D
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'.re51dence.

&

The 1nab111ty of new- members of the m1nor1ty group«to

assimilate 1nto the major1ty 5601al structure 1s because of

l

'tdlfferent language,‘customs, culture and” rellglon. If the

"new 1mmlgrants have a 1anguage problem it is dlfflcult for
”them to commun1cate or 1nteract w1th the host soc1ety As a
'vresult they prefer to 11ve in close prox1m1ty to thosetr'
ipeople with whom they can communlcate through the1r mother
*'tongue.‘The new rmmngrants 11ke to ma1nta1n the1r customs,
culture-and rellglous bellefs whlch are often dlfferent from

the host soc1ety IL 1s d1ff1cult for them elther to accept

very qu1ckly the culture and customs of the host commun1ty

OT: to asss1m1late thelr culture and rellglous bel1efs w1th

‘;that of the host soc1ety As a consequence 1t 1s ea51er or o

acceptable, for them to settle down near other 1mmlgrants of
—,the same -group where they can. get some . moral as well as‘
Acultural support ‘
Re51dent1al segregatlon also occurs through the de51res
'jof the m1nor1ty group New 1mmlgrants want to maintaln thelr
own 1dent1ty, rellglon and soc1al status. -In. some cases
'these 1dent1t1es are also ma1nta1ned through dlfferent
'flnstltut1ons wh1ch make for effectlve communlcatlon w1th1n
the group. Balakrlshnan states that th1s 1nst1tutlonal
b;mcompleteness also requlres a m1n1mum populatlon size Lo
j“(Balakrlshnan, 1976) It can be sald then, that re51dent1al
-segregatlon or 1nst1tutlonal1zat1on also depends on- the 51ze

-

;of the m1nor1ty groups as well as the’ host communlty



)

S ’
Balakrishnan alSo indicates, "The larger communlty, .
'vgenerally the larger the 51ze of the ethnlc groups, wh1ch

makes many speclallzed 1nst1tutlons v1able such as spec1al

vlanguage newspapers, denomlnatlonal churches, ethnlc soc1al
;?clubs and other cultural assoc1at1ons partlcular"io an
'ethnlc group '(Balakrlshnan, 1976 <282~283) '

\ N Re51dent1al segregatlon of ethnlc groups decreases over
.tlme W1th the 1ncrease 1n the length of stay, h_ /f.
l'1mmlgrants want to become more llke theﬁhost commuﬁlty ThlS e
,1s espec1ally true for the second and third generatlons who-?'
" want- to a551m1late w1th the general c;ty dwellers by
;acceptlng more and more the values of . the majorlty A change;s
ciof occupatlonal structure and econom1c cond1tlons also ff“"'
“affects thelr res1dent1al dlstr1butlon pattern w1th1n the

c1ty As the occupatlonal structure of the m1nor1ty group

‘beglns to resemble that of the total commun1ty, re51dent1al; 1;Qt;,ﬁ7

segregatzon decreases (Balakrlshnan, 1976)
Marston (1969) reports that re51dent1al segregatlon
;decreases as the soc1o—econom1c cond1t1on of the members of

T

fthe m1nor1ty group 1ncreases "He says,,"As members of an<~

."ethnlc group advancewsoc1o economlcally, they tend’to locate-"“‘

'1n nelghborhoods ‘in whlch members of the natlve populatlon

‘and other ethn1c groups of the same’ soc1o economlc status :_g‘fgi"

res1de. (Marston, 1969~ 65) In other words, the upward
»change 1n soc1o econom1c status creates a spatlal '
'res1dent1al moblllty by 1ncreas1ng the ablllty to rent orio“

"buy better houslng in d1fferent res1dent1al areas of the
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city.

\1 4 WHY IMMIGRANTS MOVE’

‘ locatlon in. that sect1on of the c1ty the earller have left

Each 1mmlgrant gr0up has certaln soc1o economlc as well )

fas demographlc characterist1cs wh1ch dlfferentlate 1t from

‘others As t1me passes, the earller 1mmlgrants,'espec1ally

second or th1rd generatlons, gradually move towards the

Jouter zone of the c1ty by a551m11atmng w1th the general

C urban populatlon. Subsequently, new 1mm1grants,take the

f

ThlS replacement aga1n depends on the rate of 1nflow of new .
o t o
‘ammlgrants and also on thelr soc1o economlc condltlon._ : ~

Ve

'Re51dent1al segregat1on of each ethnlc group decreases w1th

*.segregallon 1ncreases w1th an 1ncrea9e in- 1nflow. Th1s is;

"-ethnlcally segregated areas w1th low economlc status On - the

o Wlth a w1der range of cho1ce of re51dent1al areas of the

g poor. Thelr economlc condltlon compels them to llve in. the

f’hou51ng b

'“.espep{ally true when the new - 1mmxgrants are predomlnantly

A

,other hand new 1mm1grants, who have come w1th some capltdl
l_do not llke to concentrate 1n the ethnlcally segregated

*re51dent1al areas. Thegr economlc cond1t1on prov1des them

‘ic1ty As an outcome of thlS w1der range of ch01ce, they 7

‘.prefer to llve 1n mlddle or upper class re51dent1al areas,

3

fwhere they can afford to buy or rent comparatlvely better




The movement of the'immigran%\;from the city centre

/
towards the perlphery of the c1ty ocdurs through the process

of 1nva51on and succession wh1ch is ba51c to Burgess s

'concentr1c zone model Burgess assumed that urban growth was't'
ma1nta1néd by 1mm1grants arr1v1ng 1n the central c1ty. They

then tr1ed to make thelr way outwards from ‘the central c1ty‘t'

’44

hoften forced ‘to by commerc1a1 and 1ndustr1al 1nvas1on The‘

E

ftheory Was formulated in- the context of Chlcago 1n the flrst-

'fpart of the twentleth century when” that c1ty was,c -

R

'iﬁ'exper1enc1ng mass;ve 1mmxgrat10n hoth from‘w1th1n the Unlted
States: and from overseas. The 1dea Sf the model is- based on’

the. assumptlon that the newcommers to the c1ty are poor and

e -

'whenever thelr economlc condltlon permlts they movlerom ' ."/'“'

the1rk1n1t1al p01nt of entry towaﬁds the outer zone of the

it

C 1 t Y .~, . ' ;-.-;.. . . . N - - e
| However, the asSUmbtionsfof hurgess's model“are’less\‘
"reallst1c for many present day c1t1es. In the f1rst place, -

'~nowadays, most of’ the 1mm1grants 1n Canadxan c1t1es are not

%

"poor and unskllled Slnce the last few decadés,“
's1gn1flcant percentage of 1mm1grants are profe551onals and

| ,skllled persons (Imm1gratlon Statlstlcs of Canada, 1956—80).

Moreover,‘thls model does not take 1nto account the fact

that newly arrlved 1mmlgrants can qu;ckly 1ncrease their i

.4._

eéonomlc standard As mentloned by Husa1n1 (1981) the Green
Paper (1974) study indicates that the East Ind1ans who have
arr1ved in Canada in- 1970 were at the lower end of the

economlc.sqale 1n'the1r first year. of arr1va1: Over a period

\‘A
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'of three years the1r income 1ncreased to a mlddle economic

‘.scale 1n T972 (Husalnl, 1981) They 1ncreased the1r economlc-

istandard 1n*d1fferent ways.,l) by hav1ng a better sometlmes

-

"mOre than one ]Ob 11) other fam11y members also get
'“jlnvolved Wlth jObS to 1ncrease the. gross 1ncome\of‘the.
"household ,111) they also go 1nto bu51ness, in some ‘cases

"only w1th the famlly members The rmmlgrants asplratlons

:f“regardlng houslng also change w1th rislng economlc status: ;;

”Therefore, they change thelr dwelllngs as well as

-

'ne1ghborhoods to fUlfll the1r changed hou51ng asplratlons;

* .

iwhen the1r economlc cond1t1on permlts, they move to those__

re51dent1al¢areas whlch are vacated by mlddle class c1ty

';dwellers.,‘j j7f~" T .;;“w 'u_w' ’,j; x ‘1;3«7.-1,

Bes1des the ethnlc characterlst1cs, 1t 1s expected that

the factors wh1ch cause the c1ty s peop /fb relocate thhln.i.

'thp same. urban area also Cause the 1mm1grants to change

-thelr re51dence w1th1n the c1t§ The causal factors for theji
l
‘ "relocatlon of the c1ty dwellers are closely assoc1ated thhy-f

‘the household s stages in the llfe~cycle. The present studyif'

315 an attempt to analyze the 1ntra-urban re91dent1al

B mlgratlon pattern of the East Indlan households 1n Edmontoni

*with. respect to some selected aspects of the 11fe cycle",ff

_model These aspects are age,'sex, marltal status of the

members of the household sxze and soc1o economlc status of*~'

j.the household soc1o econom1c status of the nelghborhood
h0useholds, access1b111ty characterlst1cs of the |
~“ne1ghborhood 1nc1ud1ng proxlm LY to school -work commun1ty7

\
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centre, shopping centres, hospitals, churches and
communication.media.jThese selected aspects will be

“rdisqussed:in detail 'in ‘chapter three of this study.

1.5 INTRA-URBAN MIGRATION .- o o
Thls.study‘will investigate the intra-urban migration;

pattern of?a‘minority community in.a Canadian'cityf As an

nlntroductlon to the study, thlS section furnishes .a br1ef ‘{;

:;and general dlSCUSSth on intra- urban re51dent1al mlgratlon

in North American c1t1es The. dlscuss1on 1ncludes, a) the - \

.def1n1t10n of 1ntra urban mlgrat1on, b) the causal factors,.

| .
and c) the 1mpact on. the c1ty structure.n

o1;5rJ'Definitlon

Intra?urban'residentlal miération'or'sometimes éalled'v7
.lntra—urban'residentiallmobility,:is'the-change of residence
'vithin the-same urban area It is one of the many d1fferent~'
types of movement w1th1n an urban area. These. 1nclude trlpsl
to work shopplng, school or personal bus1ness and tr1ps for

soc1a1 and recreatlonal purposes. The character1st1cs of

'1ntra urban mlgratlon have been stated by Pryor (1976) and
these are followed in thls study. To Pryor 1ntra urban |
re51dent1al m1grat10n —;—JFas character1zed as 1nvolv1ng

. A ’ . ‘ /’
*'the total dlsplacement of a household s rec1procal movement T
'fcycle wlthln the c1ty and there 1s no regular movement to
2‘any nodes assoc1ated w1th the former re51dence locat1on.>r'"

l'The rec1procal movement cycle refers to dlfferent types of
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moyement like'the reqular journey to work- school, and to -
‘blntra-community shops, recreat1on and close frlends w1th1n
the urbandarea‘(Pryor 1976). Therefore, thls'study ‘will
————lookrat—those c1ty*dwellers who— had—changed—the1r—addresseS“——
51nce arrlval in the'c1ty McCracken (1973) used the change
‘of telephone numbers as a crlterlon to - 1dent1fy the moves in
Edmonton The change of address W1ll be used as .the.
cr1ter10n to. 1dent1fy‘the moves for the purpose of thlS
study 1rrespect1ve of the dlstance of the move and the»

length of’ stay in each dwe111ng un1t

1.5, 2 Causal Factors _ -
»Ndwadays, 1t has been recorded that the majorlty of the-'
sﬁmlgratory movements of the Un1ted States and Canada are
1ntra urban (Slmmons and’ Baker 1974- and Welnberg and
.:Qu1gley, 1977) As cqty s1ze 1ncreases, the mob111ty rate
;',also 1ncreasesﬂ ! Jones (1981) has noted that the rate of'
.flntra urban res1dent1al mob111ty 1s p051t1vely related to
'hthe c1ty 51ze. The varletles and changes of elements of the'ft
:Adetermlnants and consequences of m1grat1on are the maln‘ |
reasons for the hlgher mob111ty rate. For 1nstance, because
.of the dlver51f1ed economlc act1v1t1es, net 1nflov”of "
mlgrants 1s very h1gh in b1g c1t1es. Wlth the hlgh 1nflow of.!‘
:mlgrants, hou51ng stock 1s altered W1th the 1ncrease 1n"

ihou51ng stock the c1ty area 1ncreases; The polltlcal

",boundary alters. W1th an’ 1ncrease of hou51ng opportun1t1es,-

____~—.~—_____o._—__

v

- Proport10n of populatlon whlch has changed resldence
.'durlng a part1cular t1me perlod : o .

l
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. thehhouseholds with different demographich(age, seir marital

status, household size) and socio- economlc (income, B
occupatlon,'educatlon tenureshlp, ethnic background)
characterlstlcs changewthelr re51dence and- consequentlyl_______
'affect nelghborhood stabllLty | ' .
The. stages of the llfevcycle, soclo economlc status of .
the household and the phy51cal structure of the c1ty are the. .
ma1n determlnants of 1ntra urban mlgrat1on. The llterature
“1nd1cates that the. stages of the llfe cycle are one of the
'most 1mportant determlnants 1n dlst1ngu1sh1ng between stableh
‘and moblle households .As the life- cycle approach is. golng
to be used in thls study, the llfe cycle model w1ll be‘
dlSCUSSEd 1n deta11 (see Chapter 3) Therefore, th;s sectlon.
‘ presents a brlef and general dlSCUSSlOn of the stages of the
')frfe cycle and 1ts relat1onsh1p w1th the 1ntra urban S
.f7m1gratlon process ;‘u 1:' i | ﬁ
Re51dent1al moblllty 1s h1gh among young famllles and i”‘
; decllnes w1th 1ncrea51ng age of the head of the household
.iiThls means the rate of moblllty 1s closely related to the,

stages of the 11fe cycle through wh1ch the head of the

‘.household passes ngh mob111ty rates 1n the early stages oﬁf

'7:the llfe cycle presumably reflect famlly expan51on w1th the

‘blrth of chlldren and consequehtly dlfferent hou51ng needs

! That is a demand for more dwelllng space."

- : Needs also change’ln dlfferent stages,tbeing-more~rapld;f
in: the early stages than the later stages of" the llfe cycle.~f

1=,Hous1ng needs in the ch11d bearlng stage (mostly w1th1n one

‘,."I
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decade of the formatlon of the household) are sharply
dlfferent from both pre Chlld and Chlld rearlng stages.

However, the hous1ng needs in the ch11d launchrng stage are.

”not-w1dely_d1fferent from—the Chlld rear1ng~and—post child——

~ perlods (Table 3. 2 see- chapter 3)

' The l1fe cycle model states that 1n general 'thev
Lo

’households whlch are 1n 'the pre Chlld stage ‘have

”f'comparat1vely lower 1ncome than those who are 1n the later

'stages of thelr life- cycle Thelr 1ncomes level usually

1ncreases as they' proceed towards the succe551ve stages, and

'reaches the max1mum level when they are 1n the

: ch11d launchlng stage of the1r llfe cycle. The households

whlch are in the pre ch1ld stage llve 1n the central c1ty

Aivapartments; When they reach the. Chlld bear1ng stage, they

, move to a- 51ngle famlly un1t near the apartment zone. After

a certaln t1me,'i;e. in- the Chlld rearlng stage, they prefer

fto move towards the suburbs to 51ngle famlly dwelllng unlts‘

lih a nelghborhood w1th households also 1n the Chlld rear1ng

ﬁ”ﬂstage and a hlgher socio- economlc level They l1ve in the

- suburbs untll the post Chlld stage and move to the apartment

bulldlngs in later llfe (Table 3. 2)

The l1terature 1nd1cates that the moblllty rate also

~

.'_varles accordlng to d1fferent soc1o economlc statuses wh1ch

are agaln related to the l1fe cycle. Generally,_ heay'

E:households whlch are. 1n the early stages of . the1r 11fe cycle

-‘have a low level of soc1o economlc status (1n terms of

A

)

“1ncome, occupatlon level of educat1on tenuresh1p, economlc-



value of the occupled dwell1ng unlt) Usually as:the
.lhousehold proceeds through the succe551ve stages of ‘the
l1fe cycle, they also advance in, soc1o econom1c level
Tenureshlp_lsmthe most_w1dely_used_soc1o.econom1c varlable___“_
- in the fleld of 1ntra urban mlgrat1on to d15t1ngu1sh between
the stable and moblle households It 1s found that rentersf’
:are the most mobile of.all 'mostly because a. s1gn1f1cant"
,'proportlon of them are in the early stages of thelr careershi;
-and llfe cycle w1th a. comparat1vely lower 1ncome than those
'dfwho are in the later stage of the1r llfe cycle Wlth a lower
~1ncome they prefer to rent an’ apartment but w1th an.
l1ncrease 1n 1ncome they prefer to move to better hou51ng.

A

Renters change thelrire51dence more often than the house
-.*owner: A 51gn1f1cant proport1on of the renter movers are
-those who have asplratLons to become owners (McCracken,
1973 and R0551, 1980) <: L ﬂi
h Wlth an- 1ncrease 1n economlc status, the households
change thelr re51dence as well as ne1ghborhood to 1mprove ;f
‘thelr quallty of l1fe. Households in low value hou51ng areas
,nchange res1dences more often, mostly towards the next .
a,hlghest value hou51ng areas,'than those households 4n'the“
'lchlgh value hou51ng areas. The mlddle 1ncome households |
change the1r re51dence more often than those who are in the .
jupper and lower 1ncome groups. ThlS ;s ma1n1y because the
a'change in economlc status is more common W1th thls group T

than the others. As economlc status 1mproves the de51re tQA‘ﬂ

change_nelghborhoodsFalsovlncreases,as\a wider range‘of‘
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fhou51ng\becomes avallable for the group (Slmmons and Baker,

/

';1974 and Clark 1980), ,l} . \.”{

The movement pattern is largely 1nfluenced by the -

\

'thys1cal structure of the c1ty. As renters are more moblle -

\
than owners the ma]or flow is from apartments to 51ngle

. detached homes The flow thus is away from the c1ty centre,
,'from the apartment zone to s1ngle detached hou51ng areas.,
zThe hous1ng opportunltles exlstlng in the c1t% also have a

great 1mpact on the m1grat10n flow. Slmmons and Baker (1974)?'

7»15 the people prefer to move to a newly constructed hou51ng
3farea rather than an old one. ' | L
llsij?fheﬂlmpact'Of‘Intrafurban'uigratlon,on the dity~a“,bﬁ
'Structuredf o '4‘ s ) o |
Intra urban re51dent1al mlgratlon is the 1mmed1ate
bbcause of changes 1n the compos1t10n and character of urban
'vcnelghborhoods. One nelghborhood galns and another loses a.
B famlly of certaln characterlstlcs. number of persons, sex,‘f'
;,age, ethn1c or1g1n language, food hablts, rellglon 1ncome'“
:{and level of educatlon.’So, by v1rtue of a move', the sociali"
ﬂfenv1ronment and consequently the urban structure 1s altered L
”:as-well ThlS 51multaneous change 1s a.complex process J
i‘undertaken by a w1de varlety of households wh1ch move for a ;-:“

'rw1de varlety of reasons.“

ated that new hou51ng b1ases the flows strongly That_f_

W1th the 1ncrea51ng number of 1mmlgrants of dlver51f1edgle”

{ethnlc characterlstlcs in Canadlan c1t1es, the complex1ty‘of7

s .
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‘ a c1ty .5 soc1al structure is also 1ncrea51ng By changlng

21
e

I

/,
the1r place of re51dence w1th1n the c1ty the m0vers carry

"!certaln ethnlc character15t1cs w1th them from one

nelghborhood to another Therefore, these changes have -a

—= n

- / RN A
great 1mpact on the nelghborhood as well as the c1ty s Jﬁ;.'

“market orledted act1v1t1es, that is the amenltles wh1ch-'

serve the households. For example, one grocery store galns-j:;

'.aﬁd another. loses a customer of certaln preferences and food

hablts (e.qg. vegetarlan, flSh eater pork eater, beef _‘

'eater) The degree of 1mpact also varles when the mob111ty

l

.h pattern of each 1mmlgrant communlty 1s considered

- Llnd1v1dually This is- because, each 1mmlgrant communlty,
,espec1ally the m1nor1ty communltles, has dlfferent cultures,{
Lcustoms, food hablts and rellglous bellefs from the host
}soc1ety In these c1rcumstances 1n order to accompllsh

.better c1ty plann1ng, .an understandlng of the determlnants

»

3of re51dent1al moblllty of dlfferent mlnorlty communltles 1s._

.~-very 1mportant for planners.. ”h;_.'qa gy”

The study of 1ntra urban mlgratlon df :2 mlnorlty group F

.jghln.terms of who moved among them, the characterlstlcs of the :
._movers of that m1nor1ty group, where they moved to and why L
pthey moved w1ll prov1de the1r overall pattern of movement in
';the c1ty ,The reason for thelr moves w111 show the 3

-j:relatlonshlp between the households of that m1nor1ty group

J.fand env1ronment surroundlng them. It W1ll also 1nd1cate"‘*

' whether the reasons for thelr relocatlon are srmllar or not -

. to the other movers in the c1ty, and do they have other
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_spec1al preferences or reasons for thelr relocat1on dec151on.3
"1n the c1ty The analy51s of the reasons for the1r move. w1ll

S ,prov1de an 1dea of how they use. the1r surroundlng

'env1ronment how they percelve 1t and what are the1r ff

‘

.mlgratlon the life- cycle is- postulated as - the most

'11fe cycle.f_’

1 6 SUMMARY o

prlorltles w1th1n Jt.

NI

Among the dlfferent oauses of 1ntra urban res1dent1al

B3

'51gn1f1cant explanatlon for 1nd1v1dual household mob111ty in -
~.North Amerlcan c1t1es.-The llfe cycle “of a household of any
'hm1nor1ty communlty in a. Canadlan c1ty 1s ‘not necessarlly

”ﬂdlfferent from any one else s The llfe cycle model has been_'

/ e

"found to be very 1mportant 1n understand1ng the 1ntra urban

resxdentlal mlgratlon pattern of .a minorlty communlty The

..study therefore WIll explore the mOblllty pattern of East'

‘Indlans in Edmonton as it relates to changes in the1r :

Canada is: one of the most urbanlzed natlons of the

”,world More than three quarters of 1ts populatxon 11ve 1n

' 'urban areas. However, more than half of them are~,'”

'1overseas.

héconcentrated 1n|only n1ne metropohntan areas. A 51gn1f1cant

' fproport1on of the mlgrants to these urban centres are from

s '

LA large part of each urban area 1s occupled by

'Vre51dent1al development In North Amerlca,'each c1ty has a:

"rgenerallsed re51dent1al pattern much akln ‘to every, other.‘I_'
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general, socip-economic status displays a.concentric-

Tzonation around‘the city‘centre with*the lowestvstatus near

the c1ty centre and 1ncrea51ng status towards the perlphery

",The demographlc characterlstlcs of the. c1ty dwellers

| overlays the soc1al pattern w1th h1gh den51ty, domlnated by
a‘young adults and old people at the centre. The den51ty

"decreases towards the perlphery whlch is mostly 1nhab1ted by

L_"

ffamllles wlth chlldren._

The presence ‘of segregated res1dent1al d1str1cts for

A

°d1fferent ethnlc groups 1s a common phenomenonaof Canadlan’f“.

?_ I" \
'c1t1es..Th1s 1s espec1ally true of the larger c1t1es of

t.

3,Toronto, Montreal Vancouver and Wlnnlpeg Ethnlc

v

.fconcentratlon occurs 1n dlfferent parts of d1fferent c1t1es,~t

l_but mostly near the 1nner zone of the c1ty Consequently,

.these sectlons tend to reflect the presence of dlfferent

)

3,ethn1c groups.vIn b1g c1t1es, the ethnlc groups create ,

-sub—caties w1th1n the c1ty The[maln reason for clusterlng

appears to be poor econom1c cond1t10ns, ethn1c1ty language.

.problems,,low educatlonal backgroudd less occupatlonal
N A\

gskllls and the 1nab111ty to a551m11ate w1th the host
. . R o ST
soclety T I

The degree of ethn1c segregatlonvwar1esv1n dlfferent
v_c1t1es as well as among dlfferent ethn1c groups..It depends‘
on- the rate of 1nflow, s1ze and soc1o economlc status of the
ﬁglmmlgrant commun1ty The degree of segregat1on 1s low when

. occupat1onal and econ mic status of any 1mm1grant communlty

.fls more llke the general pooulace.rGenerally, after a.;fw

- ‘4;,_ . \

.
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certaln t ime of arrlval the 1mm1grants 1mprove the1r
economlc and occupatlonal status and tend to ass1m13ate w1th_

'the host society Subsequently, they change thelr reSIdence*

o and nelghborhood and move towards a better class re51dent1al

‘area of the c1ty Th1s 1s espec1ally true for thelr second -
.'and thlrd generatlons. As a result as a551m11at1on I
.lglncreases, outward movement also 1ncreases h

| Intra urban re51dent1al mlgratlon 1s ‘a common
fphenomenon of: Canadlan c1t1es. Changes of llfe cycle seem to.;”‘
lfﬁbe the most 1mportant 1n creatlng thlS moblllty Wlth the |

;change of the llfe cycle, the household s demands also |
hlchange.AThese demands 1nclude space, ownersh1p of hous1ng,:
:uacce551b111ty characterlstlcs ta” the re51dentaal area, and.
'hsoc1al env1ronment of the ne1ghbokhood In the early stage_

’of the llfe cycle preference for a re51dent1al area 1is more h'

.related to the career ‘and occupatlonal ab111ty of the head

- of the household In the Chlld rearlng and launching stageS'

.{ preference for a re51dent1al area is- more related to the
_,dwelllng un1t and nelghborhood character1st1cs.’ ' d : “
DR Change 1n soc1o economlc status creates soc1al mobllltyﬁ
:_too and ult1mately res1dent1al mob111ty By 1mprov1ng one s
soc1o economlc status the level of asplratlons regardIng
‘Z,hous1ng also change. Consequently, negatlve feellngs ‘
»iflncrease at the home of or1gln. As a result a move takes
,:_place. R, SO
Be51des ethn1c and soc1o economic status,.the stages ofﬁ

the llfe cycle of an 1mngrant ‘are not necessarlly dlfferent
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. from some one else in the c1ty Therefore, 1t is expected

ufthat the asplratlons and needs regardlng hou51ng of an
"~1mm1grant also change w1th changes of the llfe cycle.

. Consequently, an 1mm1grant household also changes 1ts

25

o moblllty pattern need to be answered Who change the1r

'{re51dence w1th a change in. 1ts llfe cycle..Thls study is ‘an .o

_attempt to f1nd out how the mob111ty pattern of EaSt Indlans

‘1n Edmonton 1s assoc1ated w1th the llfe cycle model

o .1 i THE STATEMENT OF - THE PROBLEM

Thls study/ls an 1nvest1gatlon 1nto the pattern of»
N

'1ntra urban re51dent1a1 mlgratlon of the East Indlans 1n S

. \ g

,Edmonton Preseptly people of East Indlan orlgln are one of
ZCanada s most 1mportant sources of new 1mm1gratlon
-(Buchlgnanl,,1980),.Almost all of them re51de in dlfferent

'urban centres of Canada._About f1ve per cent of them are'

R

111v1ng in Edmonton representlng about one per cent of

=Edmonton 5 total populatlon. For the present study they are

vc1ty

Spec1f1cally, thrs study seeks to analyze the

L

;relatlonshlp between re51dent1al mob111ty and the causes of
if‘relocatlon of East Ind1ans as the,move relates to the stages

' of thelr llfe cycle. Several questlons regardlng thelr

re51dence 2 What are thelr orrglns and dest1natrons7 How
1h-does the 11fe cycle 1nfluence thelr preferences and
selectlon of destlnatlon? &.7 Q;?f fw ; f;t‘ o g

5‘ . ‘. . " - " . . ;
i ; i

'-treated as ore of the m1nor1ty communltles in'a Canadlan' _'



‘ To date, there @ppears to have been. some work done on' '
the dlstrlbut1on pattern of East Indlans in d1f£erent

anadlan c1t1es (Perlera, 1971 Ca551n,.}977 Buchlgnanl,,“':

;1980*¢and Yasmin,=1982) - No research has‘beEn donehon theirf ]

”.general llterature on 1ntra urban mlgratlon reveals a

'j1ntrarurban re51dent1al m1gratlon. However, a review of the

:w1despread aSSUmptlon that 1ntra urban m1gratlon 1s the

"process by wh1ch a’ household adjusts 1ts hou51ng needs to a

' 1change of household structure' Therefore, the m1grat1on

“study of the East Indlans w1ll be examlned as’ 1t relates to-

}the changes of l1fe cycle of thlS m1nor1ty group .
A secondary goal\ls to. f1nd out the factors wh1ch cause
households to move and subsequently to - select thelr. |
"destlnat1ons in. the c1ty as. these are assoc1ated wlth the
distages of the llfeLcycle.gz7w B )
: Hence the research problem 1s to 1nvest1gate thef
'frelevance of the stages of the 11£e cycle to East Indlans
'u}ntra urban res1dent1al mob111ty 1n Edmonton. It 1s proposed
?that the aspects of the llfe cycle model have a 51gn1f1cant

. 1n£luence on the 1ntra urban mobLl1ty pattern of thlsi

.'mlnorlty communlty 1n a\Canadlan c1ty . T~,'J.

] 8 PLAN OF THE INVESTIGATION _ -

Thls the51s 1s organlsed 1n the follow1ng way. Relevant
}nformatlon regardlng the. subject 1s necessary in . order to
@develop the background for the 1nvestlgat1on. The subject of

;th1s study 1s the 1ntra urban mlgratlon of the East Indlan

R - - . . .o )
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'tcommunlty in Edmonton. Thus, chapter two of, thlS study .

1 e

EN

provxdes relevant 1nformatlon on thi's communlty 1n dlfferent

¢ B . P
< . - -

Canadlan c1t1es. The f1rst sectlon of chapter two 1ncludes

-

the hlstorlcal-background soc1o—econom1c and demograph1cs,

'-characterlstlcs and the geographlcal dlstrlbutlons, of East -

o T -~

vInd1ans 1n dlfferent Canadran crtles. Since the intra- urban

: ”mlgratlon of the East Indlan communlty 1n Edmonton is the

ﬂfSpec1f1c subject of thlS study, the1r geographlcal'

'd1str1but10n -in Edmonton 1s presented in the last sectlon S

-~ * -
el

- chapter two.‘_g;.{7.pﬁtf-' " w‘u

A revlew of the l1terature on 1ntra urban re51dent1al

~

mlgratlon-ln North Amerlcan c1t1es 1s essentla& to’ elaborate -'_;

l-the objectlves of thls study Chapter three glves the j’?_li -'f

e

conceptual backgroundeor the analy51s Thls chapter

1dent1f1es~who moves,'why do they move and where do~they

.move.bThls d15c0551on W111 be restrlcted to North Amerlcan

'vurban dwellers. F1nally in the last sectlon of th1s ohapter,;'

the research expectlons of thas study are formulated baSed

on selected aspects whlch are the outcome of the l1terature‘up

- - «

o rev1ew.-These aspects, 1n general relate to the llfe cycle
“ymodel whlch 1nc1ude demograph:c and soc1o ebonomlc

*;ﬂcharacterlstlcs of the moves as we&l as the spatLal aspects

Tof the move.‘~m~.{,.“~ N _

Chapter four 1llustrates the methodology and data._Thls
B ychapter descrlbes the study area, data source, sampl1ng

r'technlque and sample 51ze questlonnarre deslgn and survey

"fmethod Chapter four also 1llustrates the methods of

.~



'analy51s._Analy51s,,dlscu551on of the data, test of researchi.

expect1ons, the f1nd1ngs of the study and its 1mp11cat10n :j

"are the content of the~follOW1ng three_chapters;;Chapt@rsre;u;;;___
f1ve, 51x and seven respectlvely cover the spatlal “'ﬁ.ﬁ ::-ij“
o ""Vu;

d1men51ons of flow the demograph1c and socio- economlc
characterlst1cs of the movers and the reasons for the1r

mov1ng and selectzng a destlhatlon Assoc;atlons between the

llfe cycle and 1ntra urban mlgratlon of East Indlan .'137,

households are analyzed in chapter elght. The concludlng

w o

chapter of thlS study 1s chapter n1ne Thls chapter"'
3} synthe51zes the study S. f1nd1ngs and draws several

-

suggestlons for future research 1_'.Q;f‘ J'lfyf-- R



'2: EAST. INDIANS 'IN.CANADIAN CITIES

PO

Canada is characterlzed by a populatlpnmoi_lmmlgrant groups___;;,__

" been: 1dent1f1ed as. a m1nor1ty communlty in thlS

::yc1t1es of Canada.f

‘"-llke age, sex, marltal status, 51ze of the household

"of dlverse ethnlc or1g1n whlch constltute a soc1ety w1th the~

'feature of an ethn1c mosalc The proportlon of people of

’A51an orlgln 1n thlS ethn1c mosalc is very 1nsxgn1f1cant,
representlng only about three per cent of total Canadlan

o populatlon More than 40° per cent of the people of A51an ffj -
.,origln 1n Canada are from East Ind1a and these people' L

-const1tu¥ed only about one per cent oﬁ the Canadlan .

populat1on in. 1981 In the llterature, East Indlans have

' multlcultural soc1ety, be1ng characterlzed by 1ts small

;numbers,’strong communlty t1es through dlfferent ethn1c,:::;'¥¢ '.;
. fcultural and r°llglOUS 1nst1tutlops and wlth a tendency to - -
':settle down in the mlddle class re51dent1al areas of.large‘:

e S : “;//” .
_ Slnce demographlc and soc1o economlc characterlstlcs

L ethn1c1ty, educatlon, occupatlon and 1ncome of the c1ty

'fdwellers; have a great 1mpact on the 1ntra urban re51dent1al

'

limlgratlon pattern and process in North Amerlcan cltles,_iti-""

kY A T ~

) becomes necessary to 1nvestlgate the demographlc and o g-f*

isoc1o~econom1c characterzstlcs of East Indlans in Canad1an

fc1t1es to prepare the background for the study. Because of
"vthe lack of publlshed and readlly ava1lable data and |

LI

Jlterature,fthls dlSCUSSlOD deals only w1th a few c1t1es._
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.‘These‘are‘Toronto,'VanCoUver; winnipeg, Saskatoon, Windsor, -..

0 e -
\ . R .
. . . . “

and Edmonton. ,"'u'u B ¢fJ LT

o The f1rst Sectlon of thlS chapter w1ll 1nclude the

def1n1t1on wh1ch is golng to be used to 1dent1fy the East

Indlans for the purpose of thls study, the hlstorlcal’

background and trends~of 1mmlgrat10n.and the demographlc and

'I

soc1o economlc characterrstlcs of East Indxans in d1fferent

c1t1es of Canada. The latter part of thlS chapter comprlses

an analy51s of the dlstrlbutlonal pattern of East Indians 1n RIS

y - . : . . .
. . - ..

. Edmonton in” 1982:' ,’ - o, S . L ‘C

o . f Vel t e - . - La—— Y e -
. L. . A RS ) H - ’
, . Lo

2 1. DEFINITION OF - EAST INDIANS R RN

The term_”East Indlan" as used 1n thlS study w1ll refer

! ~ . Ty ‘
v

to persons who orfginated from Indla,,Paklstan Sr11anka~and

- .
. . °

PR A

Bangladesh now re51d1ng and worklng in. Edmonton \_:' » _<;3yfj

Ry

" 1rrespect1Ve of the1r 1mmlgratlon status.\The term "East
Ind1an 1s,commonly used 1n Canada for those people, who

orlglnated from Indla, Paklstan Srzlanka and Bangladésh

2

and people who emlgrated from Kenya,.Tanzanla, Uganda F431,

.TthUnlted KlngdquvSouth East A51a and West Indles but v;ffV

> 1

B orlglnally came from the Ind1an subcontlnent (Buchlgnanl,

T

1977)' ThlS study w1ll cOncentrate only on the East Indlans

whose country of blrth 19 Indla, Paklstan, Srllanka and‘

~

Bangladesh regardless of where they came from before u,

‘ I
. sy e -

\

) emlgratlng to Canada. f,':' i'; g -_,i'f’;;. T
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”-2 2 THE HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The earllest East Ind1an 1mmlgrants arrlved 1n Canada .

between 1898 and 1902 lee the Chlnese and Japanese, they

\

flrst came and settled on the Pac1f1c coast -in: the prOV1nceh“\

t

@f\Brltlsh Columbla. The majorlty of these flrst ploneers |

] vwere "Slkh"vsoldlers who went to England in 1897 to attend

Queen V1ctor1a s D1amond Jubllee celebratlon. Whlle
rreturnlng to Ind1a, by way of Canada,?some of them dec1ded
to settle 1n Brltlsh Columbla (Husalnl, 1981) Although
' 'nearly all the early East Ind1an 1mmlgrants Were'"Slkh".;yheﬂvi

. Canadlan society sxmply called them "Hlndoo"‘ The Census of

Brltlsh Columbla in 1906 'shows that there were 258 East
Ind1ans in that prov1nce, but they called them "Hlndoo" (the.~'a

term used was synonymOUS w1th East Ind1ans) The number of

N

East Ind1ans in Br1t1sh Columbla 1ncreased dramat1cally

.after 1904 and over 5, 000 had arr1Ved in the prov1nce by the' ER
end of. 1908 f“:u» ["ﬁf'\'h_f.t’fy;f ’,”,_:;1‘ )

NN L
b

»-; People in Brltlsh Columbla had protested perlodlcally
agalnst As1an 1mmlgratlon s;nce 1878 (Husalnl, 1981)» As a

--result the Federal Government of Canada dec;ded 1n 1907 to b‘w

A

termlnate the 1mmlgrat1on of A51ans, espec1ally Tndlan
1mmrgrants.,As a consequence of thlS new 1mmagrat1on law,

the nﬁmber of East Indaan 1mm1grants SUddenly dECllned after

~1908 The only fundamental change 1n thls exclu51onary -

oy

» ,pol1cy occurred 1n 1920 after wh1ch the w1ves and

dependent ch1ldren of legal Canadlan East Indlan re51dence

~;.were allowed to jo1n thelr husbands and fathers. However, -

R v ."" ¢
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:only a few wealthy men could actually afford to brlng 1n

','thelr famllles to 301n them (Buch1gnan1, 1977)

. Fam1ly migratlon has- become common only durlng the last

30 years It was after 1947 that certaln changes were
Avlntroduced 1n\the Canadlan government s 1mmlgrat1on pollcy,n‘

‘resultlng from the gradual 11bera11zat10n of 1mmlgratlon

.[flaws. Thus the number of 1mm1grants 1ncreased substantlally

‘after 1947 and even then the number was not 51gnlf1cant
IF“(FLgure 2 1) ThlS 51tuat10n contlnued untll the early
.31960 s, when 1ess than one per cent of the 1mm1grants 1n.th
F*Canada Was from East/lndla (Flgure 2 2) | ' ‘

‘. Slnce.the m1d 1960 s, when Canadlan 1mmlgratlon
l;régulatlons were relaxed to allow non Europeans ‘to- apbly on -
';eQual terms w1th those from trad1t1ona1 source countrles;:f“'b
ffthe number of East Indlan 1mmlgrants 1ncreased rapldly ThlS.
';co1nc1ded wlth a great 1ncreaseH1n-A51an 1mmlgrants to

.hCanada and 1t has contlnued w1th marked 1ncreases 1n 1973

’” .
[P

f.and 1974 (Flgure 2 1) Even though they 1ncreased rapldly,», RE

f‘East Indlan 1mm1grants comprlsed only 5 per cent of the"

ritotal 1mmlgrants 1n Canada for the perlod 1965 74 However, uﬂfﬁf;”

V,durlng 1973 74 they comprlsed about 8. per cent of the total
.'1mmlgrants in- Canada D costa explalns that}thls sudden ?Vﬁ%‘

. vk.
fdlncrease 1s the result of the addltlon of v1s1tors who were

igranted landed 1mmlgratlon status,_ﬁ——— partlcularly as’ a
,jresult of the adjustment of StaEUS Programme ( amnesty ) 1n
111973 (D costa, 1977 169) The 1mm1grat10n regulations Hl

"encouraged skllled persons and dld not allow VlSltOfS to ;ff"

o
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apply for'immigration status':The significant decreaseﬂin -

"numbers but 1ncrease 1n perCentage of East Ind1an 1mmlgrants;

151nce 1974 can be explalned by the Canadlan 1mm1grat10n 5"

'fchanged regulatlon.

Accordlng to the Census of Canada, in 1981 there were'

""116 992 East Ind1ans in Canada. ThlS group 1ncludes all East“jr

.:Indlans,_whose mother tongue is any of the East Indlan

.languages 1rrespect1ve of the1r country of b1rth The Census

:of Canada 1971 shows 52 100 Indo Paklstanl Whlch represents‘

77 per cent of East Ind1ans (as 1dent1f1ed by Census of

~Canada) The 1976 and 1981 Censuses do not conta1n the data‘

~

7for thls communlty 1n partlcular. As a result the exacti -

‘"current StatlSthS on the populatlon 51ze &f thlS communlty'

J”uln Canada are not avallable for the purpose of thlS study

,\

Demographfc and soc1o economlc characterlstlcs therefore‘j_

) ./have to be derlved from a.. rev1ew of llterature on thlS

communlty in dlfferent Canadlan c1t1es.

. L

2 3 DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

The demographlc characterlstlcs whlch have a° L

‘:»:51gn1f1cant 1nfluence on the re51dent1al mob111ty pattern o

are age,'sex,‘marltal status and household structure of the
c1ty dwellers.-Therefore, thlS sectlon of thls chapter
d1scusses only age, sex, marltal status, and household

structure of East Indlans 1n d1fferent urban centres of

Canada,;”_;.'
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”;2 3.1 Age
L1ke all other 1mm1grants theﬁmajority;of East“Indian_

'1mmlgrants are relat1vely y0ung Thls age group has also'

been 1dent1f1ed as the group most mob11e in North Amerlcanfy
"c1t1es (Goodman, 1978) Although leamuddln (1977) showed
imlgrants from Indla and Paklstan 1n Wlndsor to be between 21h'
’and 30 years of age, the majorlty of the studles have : '
revealed that they are- between 25 and 35 years of age. Thls
lbmeans that the East Ind1ans are comparatlvely younger 1n
‘ W1ndsor than the other- 01t1es of Canada. It should be e
fmentloned here that 20 per cent of the c1ty populatlon of
'Wlndsor are between 20 and 34 years, whereas less tban 19
;.per cent of the Canad1an populatlon are 1n th1s age group
brg(Census of: Canada, 1981) | | T

Among the East Indlans in Canada, males tend to be

v"-older than the females. The mean age for husbands and w1ves;b

‘gwere 36" and 31 years respectlvely for the Indlan 1mm1grantsif

vjf»1n Saskatoon (Slddlque, 1977) These mean ages 1nd1cate theyg Q:ftqu

E are: 1n the stage of the;r l1fe cycle where they are most
'l1kely to change thelr hou5ehold structure whlch B

g bconsequently 1nfluences the1r mob111ty rates. g"f."7

R R

R

The majorlty of the East Indlan commun1ty members 1n%ffﬁ“_s L

'athanada are- male. AImost all of the Earllest East Indlan

‘ j'1mmlgrants who came before 1920 were male (Bu hlgnanl,bﬂ..'-ﬁ;

'-p11980) Sm1th (1944) estlmated that whlle there were ‘5, 000f1v;3'"

e coky
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' East Indlan men in Brltlsh Columbla durlng the entlre SR

pre World War II perlod there were only 400 East Indlan

Y

”:.women..From dlfferent studles of the last ten years 1t has

been found that even now the members of thlS communlty are,'

predomlnantly male.:Nontheless, the 1981~Census showsvthat'

rnh approx1mately 53 per cent of Canad1an East Indlans are male

In thlS connectlon 1t should be mentloned here that thlS

category of "East Indlans" has been 1dent1f1ed 1n terms of

A

mother tongue wh1ch m1ght 1nflate the flgures. ThlS is" |
because 1n addltlon to the "East Indlans" in Canada, samé°'“
other people who have not emlgrated from East Ind1a but"
the1r earller generatlons d1d, m1ght have one of the East
Indlan languages as thelr mother tongue. Perlera (1971)
states that 86 2 per cent of the members of the East Jndlan
communlty ‘in Wlnnlpeg were male 1n 1969 The sources of data
for thlS statement were the membershlp llstshof dlfferent

” East Indlan Assoc1at10ns 1n W1nn1peg ar1era S f1nd1ngs '

corresponds to Rlchmond s f1nd1ngs where R1chmond (1967)

*”treports that 87 4 per cent of the post War 1mmlgrants 1n

Canada were male. These results also supports the concept E
that thelr m1grat10n 1s sex selectlve.»; ' |

Slmmons and Baker s (1974) 1ntra urban mlgratlon study
on Toronto reveals that the females of the age group of

_ 20 34 are most moblle among the female,c1ty dwellers and the>7

"j mob1l1ty rate of thlS female group is the same as the male s’

Nat i
of the- same age group On the other hand the mob111ty rate

[

of males of the age group of 25 44 is- h1ghest among all the

. . . .
. . . oy
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c1ty populatlon "Thus, if the East Indlans -in Canad1an“
c1t1es are more male and most of them are’ w1th1n the agev

group of 25 44_‘1t 1s expected that thelr mob111ty rate

’.

lf would also be h1gh Tike other male Canad1an c1ty dwellers of

thlS partlcular age group

'7.2 3 3 Mar1tal Status

East Indlan 1mm1grants have a much hlgher marrled to

s1ngle ratlo than other 1mmlgrants 1n Canada..They are'b

i ,marrled elther by the time . they arrlve here or w1th1n a few‘.

years afterwards R1chmond (1967- 35) shows that 58 per cent y

of the post war 1mmlgrants in Canada were marrbed aﬁ the

t1me of entry However, in W1nn1peg in 1969 73 per cent of

East Indlan 1mmlgrants were marrled (Per1era,'1971) and

Y

thlS percentage was much hlgher for females..As remarked on "
o R o S
earller thls 1s a male domlnated communlty 1n Canada.

Marr1ed men: often arr1ve f1rst unaccompan1ed by the1r w1ves

5tand dependent chlldren and after a certaln perlod untll |

some control’over the economlc and 5001al settlng 1s

“3 secured the famlly 301ns them from thelr home country

(Perlera, 197& Ca551n 1977-'Awan, 1980 and Yasm1n 1982)

Consequently most of the females come to. Canada e1ther as o

iw1ves or’ as dependent person of a male 1mm1grant Most come

aS w1ves. s e . ' R A '.J |
L}

Perlera (1971) states that Indlan 1mmlgrants appear to

- 3 A}
v

be mlgratlng as marrled 1mm1grants rather than as 51ngle

persons, thereby creat1ng a large demand on the consumer

-

Ce .
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'-market and directly a1d1ng Canada s economy In add1tlon to’

"_consumer demand they also create a hou51ng~demand

“4j recently or Just before emlgratlng to Canada. The larger

ﬁf1n Saskatoon was sl1ghtly over 8 years (Slddlque,d1977)

ichange in the plaCe of re51dence.;,T

Consequently they 1nﬁluence the rate of re51dent1al mob111ty

39-

v

as well as 1ts pattern by changlng thé‘household strUcture,f

elther by marrlage or by famlly reunxflcatlon.'

The mean length of marr1age of the East Inflan couples

Accordlng to Ross1 (1980) thls is the most cr1t1cal perlod

for a change in household structure and subsequently a-y7‘"

-
- [

2 3. 4 Fam11y Structure 'J‘_ _Zf R . »7 ,3;”f-

W1th only a- few except1ons,_most of the famll/es of the“

East Indlan communlty are small “on the other hand ‘only a-

e

few couples are ch1ldless..However,vthe average famlly 51ze
v y o)

for Ind1an 1mm1grants 1n W1nn1peg was 3 persons 1n 1969

'(Perelra, 1971) but the famlly 51ze of the "Slkh" communlty_'

‘f 1n Saskatoon in 1973 (S1dd1que, 1977) Th1s small 51ze of

the East Ind1an famlly could be expla1ned byythe fact that

most of the couples were young adults who had e1ther marrled[f”‘

o

of non- nuclear famlly members, for example,.parents,_t~ 5

o brothers, 51sters or. other relatlves, sometlmes fr1ends of

the head or the w1fe of the head of the household (Chadnayﬁ

- 1n Vancouyer was 5 5 1n 1976 (Chadnay, 1976) Nlnety two per o

cent of Indlan and Paklstanl famllles had at least one ch1ld]"'

b
‘size of the "Slkh" famllles can be explalned by the presence”,“’



a0
1976) By follow1ng R0551 (1980) 1t can be stated that these

'-famllles are! 1n the early stages of the1r llfe cycle when

'the propen51ty to move is usually veny hlgh (R0551, 1980).

. I"

"’2 4 SOCIO ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS )
The present sectlon of this - chapter w1ll analyze some -

of the ba51c socio~w economlc character1st1cs of East Indlans

in dlfferent Canadlan c1t1es. lee the demographlc
“
-.varlables, only those soc1o~econom1c varlables, wh1ch are

related to 1ntra urban re51dent1al mlgratlon in North

'Amerlcan cities have been selected for d1scuss1on These are -

A‘the level of. educatlon, occupatlonal pattern 1ncome,'socialﬁ
ffnetwork hou51ng and geographlcal dlstrlbutlon w1th1n

°.d1fferent Canadlan c1t1es.c..d_ f \;f

2 4 1 Educat1ona1 Background
L1terature on East Indlans ‘in Canadlan c1t1es does not
prov1de suff1c1ent 1nformatlon regardlng the educatlonal

| *background of the earller 1mmlgrants. However, Buch1gnan1

. states that' the ma]or1ty of the initial East Indian ,"_ ‘a';

}.1mm1grants could nelther read, wrlte nor speak Engllsh
j“Nevertheless,ba small number of educated Indlans also “
-:femlgrated 51nce-1907 Before the 1950 s’ more than half of
tﬁthe %ast Indlans in. Canada were reported as unskllled
“_labourers (Buchlgnan1, 1980) The changes 1n 1mmlgratlon
'h-pollcy embodled in the regulatlons of 1962 haVe affected the"

,1mmlgratlon from East rnd1a to Canada, a change not only_;n

;
.
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'1ts uolume, but 1ts character as well The 1962 pollcy "
placed empha51s on educatlon,'tralnlng, occupat1ona1 skhlls
or other spec1al quallflcatlons of persohs who were expected

-—_w—uto establtsh»themselves_mn Canadaa_The_majorltyuof these_new'

.1mmlgrants have recelved thelr formal educatlon and tra1n1ng

Lo before arr1v1ng here."

_ The level of educatzon.among the East~1nd1ans appears
w',to be.. exceptlonally hlgh éerelra (1971) found that. 76 per‘
nt__’_East Indlans in WInnlp%g had 13 “or more years of .
educatlon. On the othervhand only 17 5 per cént of Canadlan
FI people had thlS level of educatlon 1n 1969 However, he did

f_i not mentlon hlS method of selectlng thlS scale for

- s

~educatlon.,' T

i [y .
- ! -

Awan. (198 p 44) also states that ‘nost ofvthe*

pA Paklstanl 1mm1grants are male and the majorlty of them are—<U
unlver51ty graduates. He also mentlons that they hold
degrees 1n Phy51cs, Economlcs,‘Englneerlng, Med1c1ne, Law,"
Journallsm, Mathemat1cs, Accountlng and Pure Sc1ences.

chwenty flve per cent of East Ind1an ﬁmmlgrants in Wlndsor
had Unlver51ty degrees 1n 1976 (leamuddln, 1976) More than
42 per cent of the Bangladesh1 1mmlgrants in Toronto have
d1plomas or degrees whereas thls is. true of only about 19'

per cent of the total adult populatlon of Toronto (Yasmln, .
'1982- 63) Yasmln also p01nts out ™ that twenty per cent of
Bangladesh1 1mmlgrants in Toronto-has at least a o
profeSS1onal Bachelor s degree compared to less than ‘one perll

“. cent. of the Toronto populatlon in 1982

e . ) RS
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Educatlonal ach1evement among the East Indlan

1mmlgrants ‘in dlfferent Canadlan c1t1es varres by sex Thé;

!

P

statlstlcs on. the mean length of formal schoollng for‘}
%_;___husbands and_wtles of_the_East Indlan_famtlles Ln Saskatoontgi;_;;
deplcts that it was over 19 years for the husbands and about[ﬁila*
15 years for the w1Ves (Slddlque, 1977 180)'"Thls higher |
level of educatlonal ach1evement of the males compared ‘to - . %
Athe fémales of thlS communlty in” dlfferent Canadlan 01t1es

. R A
'1s strongly supported by many other researchers (Perlera,lﬂ ’

O 1971' Husalnl, 1981' and Yasm1n, 1982)

' The level of educatlon has been 1dent1f1ed as one of ' ,_'ﬁ:

the 1mportant factors wh1ch 1nf1uences the moblllty rate .f R

The llterature on mlgratlon 1nd1cates that mob111ty 1s

} p051t1vely related to the level of educatlon. People w1th

hlgher educatlon are more . moblle than pedple WIth lower

educatlon (De Jong and Gardner, 1981) In thlS regard 1t can;'
be postulated that as the educatlonal level of East Indlans..
1s h1gher than that of the average Canadlan 11v1ng 1n a -

‘c1ty,31t is- ant1c1pated that they w1ll be more moblle than

-

the other Canadlans 1n general "; _lﬁi‘,j - gg"ﬁ;bta‘7f

2 4 2 Occupatlor o , o

In the earllest per1od of arrlval -the East Indlans,
|- Lo

mostly "S1khs found employment as unskllled labourers,
However, the data on the occupat1onal level of the earllest

1mmlgrants from.E st Lndla are not adequate. The l1teraturex; ‘

1nd1cates that the m-- ﬁgty of them were unskllled labourers.

. J‘!
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. they worked in cement plants,'cut wood and cleared 1land -

\‘.' )

4%nd most worked 1n the saw. m1lls. Be51des the saw mllls,:;'

(Buchlgnanl, 1980) Angus(1970) p01nts out that the Canadlan

;M_Census of_1951_shows _that. more“than_half_of_the East_lndlansm__r_

llved on farms or.. the small towns and many of them worked 1n
1 . ‘ L
saw m1lls. Some of them had jolned the profesS1ons, but

~./ [ . v

the1r number was very.small In addltlon »th1s commun1ty, 3

_espec1ally 1n Vancouver, had produced a few successful

',bu51ness men by that perlod In the early 51xt1es a small s,

‘number of East Indlan 1mm1grants gradually estab11shed

”lbus1ness 1n the forest 1ndustry (Ca551n, 1977)

' 'iHowever, the empha51s on managerlal and profe551onal jObS i)

'vhas changed over tlme Whlle in’ the 1956 61 perlod thlS

g .other hand the proportlonate 1ncreased 1n the

bhfdestlned to the labouﬂ

‘:”per cent and decreased to 27 per cent by 1974 80 On the

feventually reached 26 per cent in the Eerlod 1970 80 Thus ,jx

l

In the late 51xt1es,1w1th the change of 1mm1grat10n

elaws,-the occupatlonal pattern of thlS commun1ty s members' d

"also changed Immlgratlon Statlstlcs Canada reveals that the -

:1\.

flntended occupatlon of a. h1gh percentage of 1mmlgrants from ;

"Ind1a, Pak1stan, Srllanka and Bangladesh was managerlal and

,profe551onal ThlS was for the whole perlod of 1956 19805.','

'category represents 3%n5 per cent of East Indlan 1mm1grants

\ '«
force, by 1962 73 1t had rlsen to 46

b

.l..

14

'manufacturlng, mechanlcal and construetlon category was lj:?’“’
about 9. per cent for the per1od 1956 -6.1. Th1s f1gure '

dlncreased to about 18 per cent 'in the perlod of 1962 73 and

- . S
- S A Y

- ‘ . . : Lo . . ; S i
. Do - c. . . o, . . K . NN s P -
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the 1ntended occupatlonal pattern of thlS 1mmlgrant group

l
flmmlgrants in Toronto (1rrespect1ve of male and female) was

. . -2
v ! ! ’ C,-

has changed ower t1me w1th .a trend towards the

manufacturlng, mechanlcal and construct1on category of ]obsr

Durlng the 1956_13 per;od,lonly_3h6 per cent_of_East“Indlan_“b__Tl

AY

ummlgrants reported commerce and f1nanc1al p051tlons as an'

-

1ntended occupatlon ThlS group constltuted 17 per cent of |

!

-the East Indlan 1mmlgrants dur1ng 1974 -80.

Slnce the 19605, the major1ty of the East Indlans have

farrlved Wlth hlgher levelsxof ‘education and occupatlonal
. l skrlls Th1s permlts a rap1d entrance 1nto the Canadlanj-
‘;ﬂroccupatlonal system As a result» today a relat1vely h1gh
.fpercentage of the commun1ty members are 1n profess1onal and

manager1a1 occupatlons 1n dlfferent Canadlan c1t1es.‘.‘

Yasmln (1982) shows that 53 per cent of the Bangladesh1

AN

'f_1n profe551o(al and managerlal occupatlons in- 1981 82

i

j:prevgr, all the males and 69 per cent of the females were]Q

1

employed The occupat1onal dlstrlbutlon of the Bangladesh1

W )1mm1grants 1n Toronto also demonstrated a dlst1nct,var1at1on
';fln terms of sex. More than two thlrds (67%) of the total

"';male and about one. th1rd (29%) of the total female ’

_,g;;BangIadeshl labour force (employed persons) were hold1ng

7

'_profess1onal and managerlal p051tlons 1n Toronto 1n 1981 &2
‘vThe rema1n1ng per cent (71%) of the employed females was
-flnvolved in cler1cal occupatlons (Yasmln 1982-~70)~

'Sldd1que (1977) 1n h1s study on the East Indlan fam111es in :

B.IJ‘ ..
Saskatoon noted that only 17 per cé&t of the women were 1n

D

'.s_
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work: force 1P 1973. He does not ment1on thelr occupatlonal

patterns. However Slddlque 1nd1cates that 48 per cent of

»

\': the male members were hold1ng profe551onal JObS and another f;.‘

e

S 44 per cent were in semi- profe551onal ]ObS (S1dd1que, 197?f

180) e R ‘

P
y

PR Perlera s (1971) research f1nd1ngs show that among the ,'

'5East Indlan 1mmlgrants in W1nn1peg who had more than
3th1rteen years of educatlon the majorlty were employed

'; ' .

".profe551onally 1n 1969 They fOUnd employment 1n

runlver51t1es as professors or researchers or 1n hospltals as
doctors or in' government offlces as englneers or archltects,-

.LJ \‘

'-,lawyers, soc1al workers and researchers. Some of them were

,

employed by pr1vate enterprlse 1n adm1n1strat1ve capac1t1es

: and 1n executlve p051tlons. A few, employed as laboratory
“techn1c1ans, are in. serv1ce occupatlons. Pereira alsov”‘ . \_ '
t ' . - \ D

f1nd1cates that the female members of thls communlty w1tb
Qmore than th1rteen years of educatlon were also employed
.profe551onally,.as doctors, teachers,AnUrses and research
;itworkers»(Perlera, 1971) leamuddln (1977) states that about
747 per cent of the East Ind1an 1mmlgrants 1n W1ndsor 1n 1977
- were unskllled workers and only about 22 per cent of them t*;f'
hwere profess1onals. At the same t1me,'Cass1n (1977) noteslf'
';that a 51gn1f1cant proportlon of East Indlans in Vancouver'
"were'1nvolved in bu51ness 1n 1977 These 1nclude R
vhlmportJexport bus1nesses, stores spec1a11z1ng 1n Ind1an
dpfoods, resturantsa travel agenc1es, real estate and

-1nsurance bus1nesses. The research f1nd1ngs of Ca551n s. -.1”
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‘ QAstudy corresponds to the study of EaSt Indlans 1n New York, ;_“_-

"done by Saran and Leonhard Spark (1980) The occupatlonal

f;ntended occupatlons of thlsﬁlmmlgrant group .to Canad'q'

,f0ccupatlonal pattern of Bangladeshl 1mmlgrants 1s an

Y

\_/ /

exceptlon to thlS genéral trend Thls can be explalned 1n-f

;terms of the1r recency of mlgratlon as well as. by the1r Lol

ffsmall nUmbers

L

' The llterature shows, there is a hlgh p051t1ve

'Af“assoc1atlon between res1dent1al concentratlon and

iy v N\

'occupatlonal concentratlon of the.c1ty dwelIers (Jones,_-.'f..';w 2

h'1967':419) In other words, c1ty dwellers prefer to 11ve ;n ‘

those areas of the c1ty where people of tHe same;d}

Zo"*

L

doccupatlonal group re51de 1rrespect1ve of the1r ethnlc

o

'background Because of the1r d1ver51f1ed occupatlonal

@ . e

:‘sstructure,: t 1s expected that the re51dent1al preferences

a!and consequently Ehe pattern of the ‘intra- urban moves of bhe ,fp

East Indlans Wlll be 51m11ar to the other c1ty dwellers.

' {

East Indlan 1mm1grants are d01ng well economlcally The"”

vllterature survey reveals that the majorlty of 1mmlgrants

:from East Ind1a had relatlvely low 1ncomes durlng the early

'-*part of the1r arrlval in: Canada. It can be stated that even

vthough most_of these 1mm;grants'areiprofess;ona}s,;at themd"

P o . ’
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. fimé'ofrarrival they accepted comparat1vely low paylng
JObS- HOwever,'w1th1n a short perlod of tlme they adjusted ’

"'5,them5elves to the new env1ronment and found better jobs w1th

Tifhlgher 1ncomes.‘Husa1n1 (1981) states that East Indlans 1n'ﬁ‘f

'~hthe1r flrst year of mlgratlon were in the low 1ncome group

”-.of '$5, 370 for 1970 but over a perlod of three years, thelr_-'”

‘l'fthe average they were in a; hlgher 1ncome ﬂevel than theff,v;-

1ncome 1ncreased ‘to $9 056 in 1972 (Husa1n1, 1981! 99) on . .
"urban populatlon (Awan 1980 Husa1n1,‘1981° Yasmln 1982)

‘ :‘ W1th upward OCCupatlonal moblllty and h1gh level of ;
foccupatlonal status, often held by husbands and w1ves w1th1n

R

:‘ffthe same famlly, the economlc level of these households 1s

'-‘gcomparatlvely h1gh For example, nearly 69 per cent of East

hIndlan 1mm1grants in W1nn1peg were 1n the 1ncome bracket of
”'i$6 000 $12 000 and 21 per cent were earnlng more than |

i,ﬁ $12 000 per year 1n 1969 (Per1era 1971)‘ The average'#.{

c'Canadlan hOUSehold s lncome ‘in 1969 was $8 733 and $5 000

‘ gtwas cons1dered the upper 11m1t of the low 1ncome household

(Statlstlcs Canada ]969).-Per1era has 1dent1f1ed thej"jfffﬂ{h-'f‘

'"*econom1c status of East Ind1ans 1n wlnnlpeg as 1n the m1ddle

3

T and hlgher mlddle 1ncome brackets._The mean 1ncome of the

"flEast Indlan households in Saskatoon wa5'$15 360 in- 1913

;(Slddlque,‘1977; The average famlly 1ncome 1n Canadlan
:hitmetropol1tan areas was $9 600 1n 1971 (Gertler and Crowley,utif .
‘ff1977) leamuddln (1976) 1nd1cates that 85 per C - nt of East.iif

?lndlan 1mmlgrants in W1ndsor were 1n the 1ncome bracket of L

fl$6 000 $18 000 However, 11 per cent of these 1mm1grants



were earnlng mOre than $18 000 per year 1n 1975
f Yasmln (1982) argUes that 84’ per cent of th
Bangladesh1 1mm1grants 1n Toronto earned anually more than

¥

$15 000 and 66 per cent of them were earn1ng more than

48

&

1the varlous ne1ghborhoods (Slmmons and Baker, 1974»'

7~dWe1nberg, 1979 ‘and Blble and Brown, 1980) Therefore, w1th

‘..-structure of a’ ne1ghborhood.uu

$20 000 1n 1981\ She also states that thlS percentage 1s
much h1gher than the f1ve per cent of the employed 3
populatlon of Toronto C M A w1th1n the same 1ncome group

N

ThlS 1ncome group 1s 1dent1f1ed as ‘an upper mlddle 1ncome

group in Canadlan soc1ety

o

The l1terature 1nd1cates that the 1ntra urBanLl

're51dent1al mlgratlon pattern largely depends on: the

economlc condltlon of the household It has been found that

the mlddle anome group\moves to a greater extent than the‘w-:

lower and upper 1ncome group (S1mmons and Baker 1974)
1s also argued that by maklng an 1ntra urban move,-the‘d

-

,‘mlddle 1ncome group generates\an observable soc1al change 1n

\

’.7~

TIndlan commun1ty 1n dlfferent Canadlan urban centres is one .

L

s o ) . . et . * 4
FEEFU . . ' . PRI P

i o e S o
_2 4. 4 Soc1al Network and 1nst1tut1on ;ﬂ\A

. \ : . PR
There 1s no f1rm geographlc communlty of East Indlans

in any urban centres of Canada. ThlS 1s not to suggest that

fﬁthese 1mm1grants lack the de51re for prox1m1ty to thelr

‘of those groups whlch 1nduce a change 1n the soc1al 3 f,glk,~

'5:‘Zference to economlc status,vat can be argued that the East'ﬂ""



a9

;«ethn1c friends. Thls de51re to ma1nta1n contact w1th other

”;East Indlans 1s overcome by frequent VlSltS and telephone

'calls and also by establlshlng formal ethnlc assoc1atlons :

;(Husa1n1,.1981-;and Yasm1n 1982) The majorlty of the

Canad1an East Indlans part1c1pate 1n exten51ve soc1al

.Qnetworks of fr1ends wh1ch prﬁv1de the 1nd1v1dual w1th the

~?opportun1ty to 1nteract wr'h others. ThlS soc1al network

;yeprov1des the ba51s for reestabllshlng a feellng of communltyv

\w1th1n an urban settlng and 1t also serves ‘to malntaln

"flnd1v1dual self Ldentlty (Buchlgnanl,(1979)

' Wlthout a segregated re51dent1al area thlS communlty

.»,*has v1ab1e 1dent1ty 1n d1fferent urban centres of Canada

‘ }ﬁthrough dlfferent spec1allzed 1nst1tut10ns. These 1nclude

) ";ethnlc, cultural and soc1al clubs and denomlnatlonal

"churches. Some\of these assoc1at10ns are malnly devoted to

.Trellglous functlonsr.The "Gurduara rellglous 1nst1tutlons
o

rother assoc1at10ns WR}Ch are devoted to rel1glous and
B [
)

1'11ngu1st1c functlons..Celebratlng rellglous festlvals and

‘fconductmng classes 1n thelr own mother tongue are examples.'

Upon arrlval 1n Canada, the majorlty of . the East

»'(1

.f “Indlans gef\gn touch w1th their communlty members._‘
“Consequently, through dlfferent formal and 1nformal

g*a55001atlons they expand the1r range of acqualntances.ti'

; JvThrough thlS attachment the new’ 1mmlgrants ‘are - able to get
S A

"}dlfferent sorts of support whlle they establlsh themselves‘~f

f7in the new urban set&ing Th1s support 1ncludes helplng tol 3

-nfor the "Slkh" communlty is. one of thlS type. There are somei

RN



f1nd a better Job afplace'to.llvé,_information-regarding"

_schoollng and shopplng centres Buchlgnanl 41979) reports
: J
‘that the famlly S frlends often share the economlc burden a'

-~ S . R

;new 1mm1grants faces untll hlS fam1ly has establlshed a’
'ah«ﬂ..

. Canadian 1ncome and can repay 2 loan. Because of such strong
"t;communlty t1es and t1ght soc1al network 1t is. expected that
the dec151on to“change the re51dence and ch01ce of
fdestlnatlon of an East Ind1an household would be largely.-

_rlnfluenced by the other communlty members.y

2 4. 5 Hous1ng o y;' o

The hou51ng condltlons of the East Indlan commun1ty in.
X4
Canada 1s largely controlled by the 1ncome of the communlty

members Because of . the lack of data, 1t 1s dlfflcult to-

.l '.:
‘-present the hou51ng condltlons of this communlty 1n any
detall It was mentloned earller that the communlty members,"

1usually help the new 1mmlgrants to f1nd a. place to l1ve.

nThls 1s partlcularly true for those 1mm1grants who have comefl» o

,fas a’ result of cha1n mlgratlon. Cass1n (1977) 1n hlS study
»Fof East Indlans in Vancouver 1nd1cates that when a new |
'i1mmlgrant 301ns hlS relatlves who have sponsored h1m to 1}-ff_x
;-Canada, he 1s taken care of by hls Canadlan relat1ves~who‘x
lhélntroduces h1m to other members of the communlty. Ca551n _~ﬂ_‘_'
”1also added that‘many of the new 1mm1grants stay temporarlly.i

iWIth relat1ves whlle they make 1n1t1al adjustments to’ the

','new soc1ety They often 11ve w1th the famlly untll they get

lmarrled or may move 1nto a rental house or“a artment w1th
. y 4@l
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,other“pérsons inha'Similar'situation to themselye.'similar”

.“xv1ews prevall in Buchlgnanl s (1979) study of "South Asian .. -
'Canadlans and the Ethnlc Mosalc" In hlS study,_Buchlgnanli

-:states that rental hou51ng 1s often very expen51ve for newly

"arrived famllles. Therefore, some famllles share the house

.'yw1th other fam111es to reduce thelr per caplta expenses.

The ma]orlty of East Indlans try to. buy houses as. soon

-

hdas they are able to get f1nanc1ng to do so (Ca551n, 1977;

:.Husalnl,f1981) Buchlgnanl (1979) ,and Husa1n1 (1981) have'

shown that the East Indlan Canadlans place a very high' " en

.prlorlty on hom& ownersh1p and famllles commonly buy houses

-w1th1n three to f1ve years of arr1v1ng in. Canada.,The rlcher

.
\

relat1ves often lend money to the other relatlves to buy'

i

fhouses far earller than they would be able tq 1f they were ; .

fﬂﬂto depend entlrely on the1r own’ resources (Ca551n, 1977; and"'

' Buchlgnanl, 1979) ‘ 1'»"»,"-' ;5;f7--_;"r_' AR BN ‘lh

Yy when an 1nd1v1dual dec1des to purchase a home, hlS

7'g'ch01ce w1ll be greatly 1nfluenced by the experlences of hlS

relat1ves and other communlty members. Often 1t 'is on thej._

'adv1ce of the experlenced communlty members that the gA

'snewcomer w1ll select the reEl estate agency and salesman 6

and 1n some spec1a1 c1rcumstances, the communlty members B

' mlght begIn to bargaln on behalf of the buyer (Ca551n,»

,,\ . : ) R _A - . —

1977)
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_2 4 6 Geographxcal Dlstr1butron'
Unl1ke other 1mmlgrant groups;'East Indlan 1mmlgrants N
1have re51sted the pattern “of organlz1ng a clearly def1ned

4

communlty for themselves W1th1n the larger communlty

Rather, they have'spread themselves throughout the c1ty
~ areas,- rentlng and ow1ng pr1vate dwelllngs. Even 1n'
hVancouver, where the larger number.of East Indians are - °

11v1ng, there 1s no flrm geographlcal communlty However,’

there is a preference for East Indians to take up re51dence y :

in Vancouver: south and some parts of R1chmond and Surrey
,JChadnay (1976) 1dent1f1ed a- 51gn1f1cant proportlon of the
"S1kh" 11v1ng in Vancouver south. He glves two reasons for
this concentratlon. Flrstly, the presence of the lumber,'-
'1ndustry there that employ a 51gn1f1can€ number of "S1khs"'
‘The other reason 1s'that'the‘new‘Gurdwara (rellg;ous-
;inStitution) was built'in that area;»Nonetheless; both.
"Chadnay (1976) and Ca551n (1979) agree ‘that these areas’
:‘where East Indlans tend to concentrate are also the_"
g'res1dent1al areas of - mlddle class Canadlan c1tlzens.'Such'
n'oplnlons also are reflected 1n other stud1es on’ East Indlans'
71n Canada (Perelra,‘1971' Buchlgnanl, 1979; Awany.1980:_and
Yasm1n, 1982) g- '> | ..7 P
| Perelra (1971) 1nd1cates that in W1nn1peg the greater
dnumber of 1mm1grants appear to - res1de 1n the St James—
VhAss1n1h01a mun1c1pa11ty. But thls should not 1nd1cat5 the ;y
i formatlon of an Indlan ghetto 1n W1nn1peg. Imm1grants seek

-y

'res1dences where they can afford to buy or rent ‘a house. The_fd



'clusterlng in- the St. James A551n1b01a area 1s understandablei"

-

.as 1t is tradltlonally the res1dent1al dlstrlcts of mlddle
, and upper mIddle class. Canad1ans (Perelra, 1971). Thng

_ clusturlng 1nd1cates that llke other Canad1an 'the East

“

\

53

™

'Ind1an 1mm1grants re51de 1n those areas where they can’

-afford to rent or buy a house. As mentloned earller dn C

,reference to 1ncome East Indlans in W1nn1peg were synonymous‘

>*A7w1th-the mlddle ;ncome range Canadlan people;ln 19@9'(see'

'page 47)

ewL
A
)
J
1\-

Yasmln (1982) suggests that the prlce of hou51ng and

'»prrox1m1ty to work seems to be the ma1n determlnants for\the

'-'or room1ng houses in: the down town area of Toronto c1ty

-two households 11v1ng on the same street" (Yasm1n,.1982' §

"61 63) From these stud1es 1t can ' be aSSerted that ‘the

umost 1mportant factors attrlbutlng to the settlement

:,patterns of East Indlan people.

:ﬂdlstr1but1on of the Bangladesh1 1mm1grants in. Toronto..She

[

’f;also states, "Most of them upon arrlval 11ve 1n apartmentsm

kN

;;W1th the1r gradual control over the soc1o economlc fn,'-fi_n'
-’51tuat1on, they gradually move to better re51dences 1n the
'outsklrts of the c1ty On the whole, the1r settlementt o
1,fpattern appears to be concentrated 1n Mlss1ssauga and ;fi

[Scarborough but even w1th1n these areas one can rarely f1nd

economlc capac1ty of the people appears to be one of the_m

co

3 S

" .

" A5 the d1str1butlon pattern of the East Indlan'

flﬂlmmlgrants s’ largel¥ controlled bY 1t5 economlc status['ith ‘

is expected that they would also behave 11ke other c1ty

N
FEN

.\\



dwellers 1n changlng the1r place of re51dence. On thlS p01nt

i Awan_(1980) states, "Paklstanl 1mmlgrants have spread

themselves throughout the c1ty areas rent1ng or: ownlng

-tpr1vate dwelllngs and - thlS helped them to fac111tate thelrv

) a551mllat1on 1nto the Canadlan 11fe style (Awan 1980 243)

ThlS statement leads. us to hypothe51ze that w1th

-;a551m11at10n 1nto the Canadlan llfe style,.East Ind1ans~»
'react to the common aspects of the m1grat10n dec151on in

_ much the same way as any other Canadlan One further p01nt

relevant to the1r hou51ng requ1rements is made by Buchlgnanl

‘“—(1980) He states that when the East Indlans dec1de to own a-

"house, they prefer to buy a- new one rather than a. used -one.,:

}Therefore,:lt 1s ant1c1pated that for the East Indlan.,

'f‘movers, a "new house" would be one 1nfluent1al factor in the

B '.selectlon of thelr destlnatlon in the c1ty

2.5 EAST INDIANS IN EDMONTON

The number of East Indlans 1n Alberta has been

M:.1ncrea51ng very rapldly 51nce the late 19505 (Husalnl, -

'f1981) The 51ze of thlS communlty has 1ncreased w1th the

'1ncrease of in. m1grat10n to th1s pr0v1nce from other parts

\
R

Vtrvof Canada and of 1mmlgrants from abroad At present about_ "”

i 11 per cent of the Canadlan East lndlans are 11v1ng 1n

Census) The Census row ' uses mother tongue to d15t1ngu1sh
between the varlous ethnLc groups. It 1ncluded as East ‘

Indlans those speak1ng Bengall, H1nd1, Urdu, Pun]abl Tam11

' Alberta._Of these,\43 pér cent are 11v1ng in Edmonton (1981 :



‘
o

Telegu, Cengalese, Mélayalam and Indo- Pak1stan1 languages
There were recorded 1n thlS way 5 440 East Indlan people in

Edmonton Th1s group constltutes oneé . per cent of the c1ty

populatlon "

"

-

et

1he data for thlS communlty“rn Edmonton are” not

<

:w’adequate;jThe research work done by Husa1n1 (1981) prov1des

‘some 1nformatlon regardlng East Indlan work1ng women, the1r

fam111es and the1r soc1al network However, these data-are

.c not adequate to portray a deta11ed p1cture of the x','ﬂ

)

w:~demograph1c and soczo econom1c character of the whole

commun1ty 1n Edmonton. ThlS sectlon of the chapter 15

o

de51gned tao. glve a general profile of East Indlans ‘in
Edmonton on the’ ba51s of Hu51an1 s (1981) research flndlngs.

Thls sect1on will' also 1nclude the dlstrlbutlon pattern of

East Indlans 1n Edmonton 1n 1982 The sources oﬁ the data'

are the membersh1p llStS of dlfferent East Indlan ethnlc
'_assoc1at10ns.d',w

jgfgl lee other overseas lmmlgrants, East Ind1ans in-
Edmonton are predomonantly youhg males. Husa1n1 found very
few East Indlans 1n Edmonton were Canadlan born or\old
persons. It seems that almost the whole communlty con51sts
of post World ‘War II 1mmlgrants most ‘of whom came in the :

] 51xt1es oT, early seventles (Bowerman, 1980' and Husa1n1,
1981) Forty s1x per cent of the East Ind1an worklng women
pare between 26 35 years of age; Among these work1ng women 75

zper cent have one or two chlldren. The study d1d not

FaS

1nd1cate the averag?rage, sex comp051tlon, marltal status



ngh educat1onal backgroUnd is one of the notable:ﬂ-'

\

*characterlstlcs of the East Indlans in dlfferent Canadlan

4~ ’ »"-

c1t1es.,The East Indlans 1n Edmonton are not,an exceptlon tof

jthls.vBowerman (1980) notes*?hat many persons are: qual1f1ed f

" of the womeg, ‘have degrees or - p&ﬁ g@ te - a1n1ng Slxty

[ A ‘,,

-L
e

‘

1n the Soc1al Sc1ences. Bowerman showed that thelr ', R

qual1f1cat1ons exceed the ]Ob requ1rements. Hasaznl (1981) : ;5:v
Vshowed that among the East Indlan worklng women s famlly

v Vi L
members in 3%ontoﬂp. g@g '
. L . \'»1;_ )

« centéﬁf the _men- and 35 per cent ._ff

8

ger cent of the men of these hod%ehold§'are profé§s1onally
wn ~y,; o ) . “‘(" . “ I e P
employed, raéludlng doctors, engfne%fs+ professors, o
S _
researchers and lawyers. There 1s also a marked dlfference

:

,‘M R ‘ ,.

-

Nbetween ‘the husband s and w1ves s educatronal and ;%;tf;ﬁf'"*rlg

P

.("

RI%ol

profess1onal achelvements. Apart from the'fact that over two
thlrds of the women have degrees the majorlty of them are

employed in unskllled and sem1 skllred manual occupatlons

r\“and 23 per cent of them are engaged in. cler;cal and

~

4;per annum._She also mentlons that 45 per cent of fhe East if}”

.household 1ncome of th1s communltglﬂln 1979 ‘the mean and

techn1ca1 work (HUSIHI,‘1981)VA ; ."ff b i‘?f;ii'“

Husa1n1 found that 80 per ‘cent of the heads of the East

’jInd1an households eafned more than $11 000 a Year in’ 1979 | GLZ

Of the total 30 per cent earned between $11 001 and $16 OOO

Indlan men n- Edmonton earned more than $16 000 a year 1n;““*775

1979.;However '1ncome of the worklng women: is not mentloned QW&@

« =~ Tans

and therefore 1t 1s not p0551ble to‘estlmate the total !*frf. »?ff

.1 oo R AN

s : . "-':.';- : : e

i — : e < . L



median ineome of the male’members of<Canadian'househoids‘
<}

- were $14 981 qnd $14 237 respectlvely ‘Based on Husa1n1 S,

f1nd1ngs the 1ncome of East Ind1ans in Edmonton was much the

pThe soc1o economlc characterﬁgimcs of+ thlS communlty places,7

"ﬁfthe dlfferent groups of the East Indzan community r ’Q’/

M

'same as ‘the medlan 1ncome of other Canadlans 1n 1979. ; .;“'.

r

From the above dlscuss1on it can be stated that East s

Indlans 1n Edmonton are not necessarlly dlfferent 1n many :

-

"respects from other East Indlans 1n other, Canadlan c1t1es. Kf*f;('

'.them ln the mlddle 1ncome pro§d551onal group in Edmonton.

lee other Canaﬁlan c1t1es, Edmonton does not possess R

.any segregated res1dent1al dlstr1ct of'East Indlans._;~z -.pv‘gﬁu“

ﬂ

¢
Nevertheless, the presence of a szgnlflcant number of East

i~

Indlan famllles 1n cer§a1n res;dentlal areas of the c1ty is"
not uncommon. The d15tr1but1on pattern 1s not even w1th East " ",ﬂ

Indlan éamllles 11v1ng in all parts of the c1ty

East Indlans in Edmonton malnta1n a strong soc1al

”f‘network among themselves through dlfferent ethnlc

:organlzatlons or’ assoc1at10ns. There are 21 assoc1at10ns for

.

‘.

-~ S "_..‘,



members of these assoc1atlons have sa1d that not all the
. ¥ AN

j; East Indlans 1n Edmonton are members. However they clalmed

that more than 90 pér cent of the East Indlans l1v1ng 1n

Edmonton are members of at one of these assoc1atlons
Therefore, it 1s reasonable to con51der the addresses of
these members as the best avallable sources of data to .

1nd1cate the dlstrlbutlon pattern of thlS communlty 1n :

i Edmonton..51nce the Srllankan people do not have ‘any ethn1c

.

.'assoc1at10n in Edmonton addresses of 50 §r1lankan fam111es'

O

"were collected from two dlfferent sources..Flrstly, by

:;—.,"'"a

' consultlng the personal telephone d1rector1es of some

Srllankan people in Edmonton.,Secondly, from the telephone
dlrectory of the Clty of Edmonton 1982 by follow1ng somev

a

N i

‘common Sr1lankan last nanies, (detall 1n chapter four)

All the addresses of the East Indlan famllles are.'

o plotted on a street map of Edmonton (Flgure 2. 3) The

e

"~ the c}ty w1th h1gher concentratlogg in the southern,v

»

dlstrlbutron pattern shows these people llve in all parts. of“-

- western;.northern and north eastern perlpherlal suburbs."

There 1svalso some clusturlng near the unlver51ty area and

n»Malmo Pla1n At thlS scaE% the dlstrlbutlon pattern shows

nelther a segregated re51dent1al area 1n the c1ty nor a

'i conceﬁ%ratlon 1n the 1nner sectlon of the c1ty It also does"’

[
~." = v 1

.

not correspond to’ Dav1es f1nd1ngs on the d15tr1but10n41

» .

pattern of A51an ethn1c groups 1n Edmonton (Davxes, 1978)v

In 1982 the majorlty of" the East Indlans in Edmonton_ T

fwere found 1n those areas of the c1ty whlch have been
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FIGURE

-

DISTRIBUTION PATTERN OF EAST INDIAN: HOUSEHOLDS

1982.

IN_EDMONTON,

Each dot represents one household.

jAséociationvmgmbéréhfp

} ists .

. AU

Source:



_'deVeloping'since the early 19705 (Edmonton Geheral,Pléh)a
1979) A 51gn1f1cant number of communlty members are found

1n the res1dent1al areas that were- developed after 1977 -;_

'These areas are‘1n the‘suburbs of Castledown Clarv1ew,‘
'Steel HEight Kaskatayo, West Jasper Place and Mlllwoods |

(C1ty of Edmonton Planglng Department 1979)

60

. The C1ty of Edmonton (19@1 has publlshed statlstlcs onh.id;

vmthe hou51ng stock 1n some selected re51dent1al areas 1n the-“

‘:vdc1ty of Edmonton for 1981 Accordlng to that report tptal

_:hou51ng stock (1nclud1ng 51ngle famlly un1t »row

house, apartment) was hlghest in Mlllwoods (175 500) followed'
by. West Jasper Place (11 048) Clarev1ew Hermltage Steel “
',-Helght (9 285) Castledown (8 083) Kaskatayo and Tw1n Brook“i
.(6,902) and R1verbend (2 670) and lowest ‘in Lake d15tr1ct
(289) In reference to that report ‘1t can be stated here

that the concentratlon of East Indlans are 1n those areas

‘ v

KVfwhere the numbers of hou51ng are comparat1vely hlgher than e

‘the’ other areas of the c1ty In other words,_thelr spat1al
?Adlstrlbutlon pattern is 1nfluenced by the hou51ng .
~opportun1t1es in- d1fferent re51dent1al areas of the c1ty

Dav1es (1978) recognlzes sectoral pattern of e |
soc1o econom1c status 1n Edmonton. These newly developed'h'm
areas where most of the East Indlans 11ve were not 1ncluded f'

rﬂ B

:1n that analy51s..By followipg the sectoral pattern;'
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-

L.communlty l1ve 1n the Rlverbend Grand V1ew, Westbrook and

Capltol Hlll res1dent1al areas (Flgure 2 3). Falrbalrn ,Lf

(1978) 1dent1f1es these .areas as the h1gh class re51dent1al

X

?égﬁvw

. arround the un1ver51ty and:Malmo Plaln area (F1gure’2 3) can

-

area-of Edmonton. Some of the East Indlans also Ilve 1n‘f

~ those areas whlch were 1dent1f1ed as- the low class

‘ and Parkland ;14 = = [f‘ﬁff':.ﬁff

‘ followed by RlO Terrace and

Survey of Canad;an House Prlces, 1983) From the above

re51dent1al areas by Dav1es (1978) Ihese areas_are,Norwobd

N,

Larson (1979) reports on comparat1ve hou51ng costs 1n

;vfour re51dent1al ares of Edmont n for 1978 Accordlng to

that report pr1ces of houses were h1ghest in Petrol1a
ondonderry and lowest in:
Mlllwoods.IThebRoyal Trust (Realtor) has conducted a survev '
on hou51ng prlces of selected re51dent1a1 dlstrlcts in - oot

dlfferent urban centres of.- Canada 1n October, 1983 In that

survey only nrne re51dent1al dlstrlcts of Edmonton wgng

' con51dered: Accordlng to that survey pr1ces of houses werefff

helghest in Valley V1ew/Glenora followed by Rlverbend/Grand

V1ew-'West End Petrolla- Sherwood park St..Albert'Land

Castledown and lowest 1n Clarv1ew and M1llwoods (Royal Trust

dachs51on 1t“éan be stated&that E?st Indlans dn- Edmonton g
have a te\aency to settle down in those suburbs where F,’
hou51ng 1s comparatlvely cheaper than that of other

res1dent1al ,areas: of the c1ty. The presence of East Indlans

-’

AL

be explalned by the presence of unlver51ty hou51ng. In,‘g 'bq'v

*

general 1t can be asserted that Ehe majorlty of the, East



N

“i‘Indlans llve 1n the hou51ng that on the average tends

towards the lower end of the value scale‘t

.L As hoted 1n chapter one (see page l2) Dav1es (1978)

“Fthas 1dent1f1ed that family status dep1cts a concentrlc

: pattern of re51dent1al development in Edmonton ThlS 15' T

\ L

.aconcentrlcally arranged around the c1ty centre w1th low
;dstatus at the centre'and hlgh famlly status on the c1ty ylltl;w
-T"perlphery By follow1ng Dav1es research f1nd1ngs /rf can be o
shown that the majorlty of the East Indlans 1n Edmonton llve ‘:;f“
'“:1n those areas where famlly statUS is h1gh ’ | |
From the above dlscu551on 1t oan be concluded that most

of the East Indlans in Edmonton 11ve 1n newly developed ’QQ.

i

fre51dent1al areas, at the edge of the c1ty and w1th a fq.{;

-

.

'”ﬁtendency towards the areas where the hou51ng avallable are"&‘

I

11comparat1vely hlgher and pr1ces are comparatlvely lower than

o

fthe other res1dent1al dlStrlCtS of the c1ty The majorlty of‘;f )

a famlly‘ l.s' L“L -,

:Tthem 11ve 1n those areas where the ralslng o

-(1mportant

2. 6 SUMMARY

The term "East Indian as used 1n thlS study refers to

A

'persons whose country of b1rth 1s Indla RPaklstan, Srllanka_,l

| H;‘and Bangladesh Mlgratlon of persons from East Indla to

.‘.,-

. Canada is more than half a. century old L1ke other As1ans C'
."‘ | . I
'”they f1rst came 1n the late n1neteenth century and settled

N

'on the Pac1f1c coast part1cular1y ‘in. BrltISh Columb1a. The ’

.‘“‘.

‘eﬁnumber of East Indlan 1mmlgrants 1ncreased overﬁtlme but thef

P
g ‘\y ]
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'irate'ofuinflow'vasvdiréctly reiatethO'the Canadian '

'Immlgratlon Laws..The 11terature survey reveals that the

[

1mmlgrants from East Ind1a are seen as an 1ndependent soc1al

and cultural communlty, ex1st1ng w1th1n the modern

f"1ndustr1al sett1ng of Canada.-'. ;ju4 lu-f'.~'

R

: century, almost all of these 1mm1grants were: male and

e

[

e
. '

In the early perlod ' late 19th and early 20th

Tt

unskllled But after 1947 beCause of the change 1nvuft.l -

1mmlgrat1on laws the number and characterlstlcs of the East

Ind1an 1mm1grants also changed The East Indlans constltuted
about 5 per cent of the total 1mmlgrants to Canada durlng
the perlod of 1956 80 (Statlstlcs Canada) L

o The changes of 1mm1gratlon pollcy embodled 1n the ‘T
ﬁegulat1ons of 1947 as well as 1962 have affected

7
]

l;;-lmmlgrat1on from East Indla.‘The change of 1mm1grants 1s not

Q only in 1ts volume but 1ts character. Pannu (1966) states

that as a result of thlS 1mm1grat10n pol:cy of 1962*gthe;vﬁ

’9

Zﬂproport1on °f’pr0feszﬂonals and skalled persons d%gﬂthé,fh”'
: CETT e

~Ind1an 1mmlgrants has sharply 1ncreased

The llterature on East Indlans 1n Canad1an c1t1es

fpjlndlcatesfthat l1ke all other 1mmlgrants,_the ma]orlty of

"them are relat1vely young and predom1nantly male.‘These

‘ ’1mm1grants have a much h1gher marrled to 51ngle ratlo than

"';for thlS community Most of the famllles are small The

’°fother c1ty dwellers. It follows that the change 1n houséhor&

ﬁ.structure WhJCh mlght affect hou51ng needs 1s alSo hlgher ,

-~

@

"..1'

N ’ ‘&:‘ - .
B

'*nf:small 51ze of the famlly could be explalned by the fact that f;‘@



most of the couples are young adults who - have elther marrled

recently or JUSt before emlgratlon LRenLera, 1971)
/ v ‘ k
-follow1ngrR0551 (1980) it can be stated that these famllles

”are in the1r early 1ife- cycle and thus are potent1ally

hlghly moblle." ";>. oo ; ﬂf . "f-f'7'~” vg’ ‘ -”4

n

,The larger populatlon centres have ‘been: popular areas ‘.'f
. "E()
for. settlement of East Indlans 1n Canada (Awan, 1980) The'a e
,llterature on the East Indlan communlty reveals that they

"are dlstrlbuted throughout the c;ty and do not have any

;f;organlzed and clearly deflned com un1ty for themselves. ‘Most
.of them 11ve in the mlddle class re51dent1al areas of the -
ccity. Thelr d15tr1but1on pattern~1n dlfferent Canadlan l
"c1t1es can be explalned,ém terms of the1r ab111ty to afford

'to buy or. rent a house. The majorlty of - Canadlan East

_Indlans are profe551onals §1th hlgh educat1onal backgrouﬁasr

" fThelr average 1ncome is much the same as the average 1ncome

ﬁof the Canadlan household Thelr soc1al networks are y:;
L ma1nta1ned through soc1al v151ts -as: well -as through ethnlc %
f»assoc1at10ns.‘ ‘ :.;lk o | ' B .
| o More than 10 per cent of Canadlan East Indlans (whose
'mother tongue 1s one of the East Indlan languages) are now . o
‘11v1ng 1n the prov1nce of Alberta. About 50 pér cent of them,’r
@. about 5 000 1s 11v1ng in Edmonton (Census of Canada,.}:'r

1 1981) The East Indlans 1n Edmonton do not l1ve 1n a:

'gsegregated re51dent1al area but they malntaln the1r ethnlc -

't1es through/‘ fferent ethnzc assoc1atlons.,In Edmonton they

.0,,

llve mostly 1n newly developed re51dent1al areas 'in the
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h Yo
per1pheral suburbs of the c1ty These are 1dent1f1ed as the

%Dmlddle class re51det1al areas of Edmonton Some of them 11ve }

in upper and sope 11ve 1n lower class re51dent1al areas., In‘$

4

generaI“1t can be~ stated‘that the majorlty of them Iive in :
\ 3 /'

those areas where avallable of hou51ng 1s relatlvely hlgher ‘,:k\,_-

‘and hou51ng pr1ce 1s relatlvely lower than other re51dent1al

",d}strgcts of the c1ty.
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e T
3, INTRA URBAN RESIDENTIAL MIGRATION S

!

hThlS chapter is concerned with the llfe cycle and

intra- urban re51dent1al—mlgratzon 1n~North Amer1can c1t1es—~“~f—~—*
The. llfe cycle approach is 901ng to be used for the e |
-1nvest1gatlon of the 1ntra urban mob111ty pattern of East
'wInd1ans 1n Edmonton. The partlcular approach has been

jcon51dered here pr1mar11y for two reasons. Flrstly, wlth

gitreference to the demographlc and soc1o economlc

- T

character1st1cs of the East Indlans in dlfferent Canadlanf‘f'-'ﬁ

ZC1t1es and thelr spatlai dlstrlbutlon pattern 1n Edmonton"
1Wh1ch are shown in. chap}er two, the East Indlans are not

' :that dlfferent from the other urban dwellers..TherefOre, it
le hypothe51zed that the aSpeg€% of the1r 1ntra urbanh' '

- mlgratlon would be 51m11ar to that of the @Fher people in.

"'.”the c1ty Secondly, the lvterature on 1ntra urban mlgratlonﬁ.e

) thhe llfe cycle much the same way everyone else does in the

-

recognlzes the overwhelm;ng 1mportance of the l1fe cycle ofd
-the household as a determlnant of 1ntra—urban mlgratlon.,

"East Indlan households also pass through dlfferent stages off‘

'fc1ty. It rs llkely therefore, that the llfe cycle would also;7.

be the most powerful 1nducement to~cause these people to '

"::pchange the1r res1dence w1th1n the c1ty

Th1s chapter comprlses three parts, The f1rst part w111

concentrate on the terms and taxonom1es used by dlfferent .
researcherseto descrlbe varlous stages of the - llfe-cycle.

".ThIS Sectlon*wlll also~1nclude a dlscu551dn on the change of 5&

« [ s
. A .

.

...“ V' ,66 .'
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résidentialhpreferences with”the change'of life—cycle.-The
second part of thlS chapter w111 concentrate on who moves,.'

| 'why do they move and’, where do’ they move 1n North Amerléan if:;
-—%——uc1t1es~_Thls—analy51s w1ll 1llustrate*the*anfiuencesmof—the“—;fA—tr"
"stages of the llfe cycle on. 1ntra urban re51dent1a1 f. |

; mlgratlon pattern 1m North Amerlcan c1t1es._Flnally, ;n the _ )

-last sectlon the research expectatlons are presented whlch ;ff;[*
‘are the outcomg of the analy51s in the earller sectlons of
thlS chapter .
3. 1 THE FAMILY LIFE CYCLE
The famlly llfe cycle 1s the most frequently used term,j'

’1n the fleld of re51dent1al mlgratlon. ThlS term 1s used to

ﬁr;rlbe the dlfferent stages through wh1ch a famlly goes

."LQ m formatlon t9 dlssolutlon. In general seven stages of ~»-' ’UV

f75wﬁ",' o
“the 11fe cycle have been con51dered by researchers They -A;;phgfjv

‘have suggested several taxonomles to descrlbe these seven "
*stages of household progre551on. The taxonomles wh1ch arefyr-g:
"generally utlllzed in the analys1s of household moblllty o
“'have been suggested by Glxck (1947) Lan51ng and KlSh (1957)
| 'and Abu Lughood and Foley (1960) These deflnltlons have 7;:l‘*%'if
Ww;ﬂbeen summerlzed by Welnberg and Qulgley (1977) Table 3 1 b;f*~f§f.
'b'ideplcts the llst of these deflnltlons.;pf g
These taxonomles are w1dely used 1n the 11terature but
:ngzthere 1s 11ttle substantlve comments to permlt a comparat;ve ]ff{;gﬁ

“5'7ganaly51s of these aIternatlve def1n1t10ns.‘However the

._researchers have used typlcal 28 51m11ar variables’ to',’

.° _- \ “t
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TABLE 3.1 . EERA A e

'TAXONOMIES OF THE HOUSEHOLD LIFE-CYCLE. =,

’ Sfégés of  Glick (1947) Lans1n and Kish : Abquughoéd-,
the o T JTies7) T T and Foley:

lifereyele - 0 0 n s ¢ (1960)

. "..
ut

e

S e : ‘ i L
N _;;New]y marr1ed Young marr1ed ," Marr1ed

- 1‘Q‘-
‘e

2. 1'v“Marn1ed R -‘Young marr1ed ".Pre ch1]d
L - awaiting., " .no chifdren - ia‘-f'
. birth of o el
‘,;flrst ch11d" : L )
3. .. ° - Married, ~}'v'Marr1ed with - Ch11d-~
DI 'awa1t1ng ~ 'child wnder - - bear1ng
‘birth of" . 6 years‘ S
-~ last ch11d "';. Sl R

R T '5‘;'»1Marr1ed  ,' .Marr1ed withey -  Child- -
- ' .. awaiting "~ all children . . rearing
- marriage of * -oveﬂ B years . S
o -first ch1]d . v

B DR Marr1ed ,;,”’ 'O]der marr1ed- ' .Ch11d-
SRR ”"'awa1t1ng Cowith T v]aunch1ng ‘
‘marriage. of ‘;ch11dren e
. last ch1]d ' d _“ -

B ;“rIMarr1ed é-.vOlder marr1ed.{w_ Post=child . -
' . . before the _ without : SR : B
" death of - ﬂ‘,ch1]dren~ -

. one SpOUSef SRR

‘4A7. ii  S Widdwhbda.ib;ﬂ .O1dériéing1eﬂ | “Later- 11fe/
Ll : P S W1dowhood ;

'ffsoubce; we{hberg} D;H;fahd~ouigley]iu;“MQ‘(1977): 51

v ‘\




e

T

i

i ages, blood relat1onsh1ps and marltal

""‘f;mi;y members, th
"status Although various taxonomles have been suggested irom

-——_a 51m11ap—perspectr ef—the researchersAhaveuused dlfferegtta—-
cr1ter1a to dlfferentlate the stages of ‘the l1fe cycle. ﬁhm

"example Gllck (1947) emphas1ses the blrth marr1age of =
f:rst and last ch1ld of the famlly to- d15t1ngu1sh between

\
the stages. Lan51ng and KlSh (1957)have placed the*é%ﬁh“ﬁls.

on the age of the chlldren and couple w1th :or w1thout

1

chlldren regardless of the flrst or . the last Chlld e
Abu Lughood and Foley (1960) had deflned the stages more‘”g
broadly not stat1ng any spec1f1c cr1ter1a._ln

Among the llfe cycle def1n1t10ns utlllzed in the'

A

:fvanaly51s of household mobll1ty, the deflnltlons suggested by

Abu Lughood and Foley (1%{0) w1ll be employed 1n thlS study

ﬂ;l
Although it 1s expedted 'fﬁiach household would go through

these seven stages ihn realltyvnot all households do. Somel'""

: couples remaln chlldless and for some the seventh stage may
s 1 '\3

precede others due to death or dlvorce (see Table 3 1) _
The llterature demonstrates that the household s “,}&_

7 : b,

o hou51ng needs and asplratlons are also dlfferent in the

LR

var1ous stages of the l1fe cycle. The household s housing

»needs-and locatlonal preferencesuare the result of-a~

P »

multltude or. complex forces. From the household s p01nt of
r’--y u-’

v1ew, four aspects of these needs and locatlonal preferenceS"

fl ar%fparamount The flrst group 1nvolves the number of famlly

.W:members and: the1r ages. The second 1nvolves ‘the space of the o

L R -1

categorize the life-cycle. These‘variables are the’numher of

g s




’

- remain 1n the c1ty centr

-
&

. length of thelr ;;veg’nv

hou51ng needScand asplratlons 1n varlous stages of the(

v
s " &

llfe cycle hav% heen suggested.by several researchers

(Abu Lughood ane

f'd“and R0551, 1980).-The assoc1'

P

1ncreases gradually agd reaches the max1mum»level 1n the

.Chlld launchlng stage. of couﬁ%e, n%t all the households

ﬁr o “.;.' e
have the same asplratlons regardlng hou51ng, not allg

have low 1ncomes 1n the early stages and not all «of: them

. o
/\_ LR

Twill 1mprove the1r economlc condltlon..Some householdsv*ff o

- )~ .
. b g

-

.\-ﬂ‘,.

K

Johnston (1971) anafeiﬂ

Ca’ change wm hou51ng”as§hrat1qn
S s OF bk b _
through d %Ferent stages”qf the %rfe*cycle by folLow1ng

& S

t

' ?
‘. ;Abu Lughood and Foley s'¢1960) model Th;a secflon of the

)

chapter presents Johnston g" v1ew.of assocfat X

11fe cYcle and hou51n§_asp1ratlons

e . v N ©
. . . S . . L e <
. Q@ .- L. N N T

an% somgaln the suburbs for thea~;:

) between,“;f~'7
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fﬂllve in 1nner-c1ty apartments. Demand is hlgher for bebter

’ ‘! * [E x i '
*3¢1 1 Marrlage Stage and 2, Pre ch1ld Stage»;m"v

SIn these stages,‘usuallg the fam1ly members are 1n

-

the1r early twentles or oldem and the household prefers to.

1

; K3 .
f_accessftlllty to the inner c1ty than for dwelllng space. It

‘.‘lS l1ke1y that both of the fam1ly members spend most ofv: a

H'centre durlng the1r lelsure,tgm@«

;,3 1 2 3 Ch1ld bear1 g,Stage

,»-"

thelr t1me away from home a$ York and ‘at’ some recreatlonal ‘.'T‘

At the early stage of the
. A R
head of the household s caaeer, the 1ncome and the- ; e .

'\

‘cumulated sav1ngs are llkely to- H% too low to purchase a

«. . L k.' .

"

' In th1s@stage the house,ho_,ld ig" compr1sed of @dults ‘1

: ' \"\

nyears (Gllck 1957- Foote et al 5 196d4,

'>1974). It 1s llkely that 1n thlS stage, the household w1ll '
"-‘\.}‘i.-
change 1ts res1dence from a small t% a larger one.-It 15:'“

i
;‘.‘.

'more llkély that the$household w1ll ‘move | from»an apartment

-

when the 51ze of the household 1ncreases vgry répxdly,'space_-"'

"rv".

demands 1ncrease w1th the growth in-. the howsehoId 51ze and

',t:,,{j, ‘9 =2 w

Tan

W

fhée the household tannot afford'

U

,’cg_, .v) . ‘.;‘ Y

to a house. Because, thls 1s the stage 1n the‘ﬁlfe cyclea a?&.u'

Y _.

3

~,the late twentles;?r older and chrldren up to the - age“of ten R



house,;lt w1ll rent ‘a cheap 51ngle dwell1ng un1t close to
-~ Ta .

the apartment zone Jbut away from the centre of the c1ty
The household prefers to move to a nelghborhood where'

other households are 1n the same stage of the1r llfe -cycle.

4

NV

: A good -and safe env1ronment>for ‘the chlldren are cons?dered

very 1mportant 1n choos1ng the nelghborhood (Slmmons 1968

. -Lukomskyj, 1974' and Ross1, 1980)., , ? v»f ' ~.f. f;' fr

as- the chlldren mature, the demand for more space 1s Stlll

hlgh The household becomes more sens1t1ve to the

e
'r. .

= survoundlng énv1ronment than acé%ssablllt;ato the ¥0fk place T

of the head of the household The type.of people 1n the‘"

W : _ g

'nquhborhood acce551h111ty to be'ter schols and to &;
. ..v_;by

The real 1ncome of the householdyls comparatlvely hlg

7 ST R ol - T

than‘before._Home ownershlp, Secq&ltYEan tahaﬁlty beco@i
N . ﬁ‘" e

Toad - "R"\j
1mportant features of fam1ly llfe..Asﬁ? result 1n thds %:

¢

stage the houshold prefers to move to the suburbs and buy a

? ) . ,‘W )-VJ . . - ‘- ,

e

‘ ,relatlvely new SUBUl'

g
N

PRE
d ,--“ «

r

3 1. 4 5 Chlld launchzng Stage,;“«_' I TR
\\1?;'"’ ‘,‘ A W ! '." g “ AN

D As the chlldren progress through the1r teens spaqe m'j’

e P e G i
?ﬂﬁema%g‘xare st111’h1gh._1n thlS stage, the real 1ncome of

P DN

. jf’%“jOusehold usually reaches 1ts max1mum—level *j o ;

&;: ithe hﬂhsehohgﬁprefers to move to 3 betteg
LEE e e ‘:- Sty

e L e PR

SR L - KN




Q‘house w1thﬁbetter nelghborhood characgé‘istich"Because-of fw;,g
ne1ghborﬁbod t1es and the problem of Qggootlng ‘the chlldren ‘;S
from the1r school and frlends, 1t¢as llkely that the '._}qﬂf‘_a?

household would change re51dence w1th1n the same - general

l aﬂ%a of the c1ty but to a- ne1ghborhood w1th a comparat1Vely

o

h1gher_soc1o ecghomlc_sbatus,
M Lo "Q. ! ;

- 3, 1 5 6 Bost ch1ld Sta e B il N
g o . rf"v’

R A
PO i el
> A g

In thlS stage the chi ldren reach their adulthood The
. l’ B e ‘“ ‘.v -
beglnnlng of the chlldren S - young adulthood years arev' St
. » Q o O K “ .

ﬂlusually marked by thE1r departure from thelr parent s home.‘

o A}

'.As a result the spac1ous home 1s no longer essentlal for a
'househoﬂd w1th &@ger persons.‘In thlS stage,,the famlly ,,‘”,'

'.'members have strong psychologlcal attachments to the home L

]

"{and nelghborhood They also want to enjoy 1ts space and .
: retaln 1t for v151t%§by th?ychlldren and gra\dehmldren.';

f‘Therefore, the household prefers to staﬁ’where 1t is and

- , K , N

thls stagef1s marked as one- of hou51ng stadnllty.. ;"'u,”
Soee R . -".‘ . . _' ] ) e . UL

z?;fftp In- thlS stage, usually the fam1ly d1solyes because of

- tHe;death of one of the famlly members. In éhls stage,rthétr

surv1vor usually Prefers to move to 1ts chlldren s home, to o7

N . . \_ RN 2 . ’ R

an 1nner c;ty apartment or to an old folk 1nst1tut10n. I I

3

th1s stage, It 1s d;fflcult fbr the surv1vor to lead an %@“ i

-

¥
1ndependent ex1s§ence 1n & suburba ‘home. Close prox1mrt
.5 HE B ;

; ﬁ&shopplng centre and recreatlpnalf_i

tre:become“veryr_,'
TN SR I PR AT 7




".1mportant for easy movement and to spend lelsure tlme.
From the above disc%?s1on 1t can be .concluded: that i-f‘fh

fbecause of dlfferent hou51ng aSplratlons, the' changes in the‘ ‘

)llfedcycle both prec1p1tate movement and determlne the

)

' ”destlnatlon of theln movement Because of a, change Ain space

h-,demands and ownershlp asplratlons, the probab1l$£} of a .

-5 v o

change in re51dence 1s very hlgh in’ the ch11d bearlng and
chlldjrearlng stages. AlthOUgh the overall d1rectlon of thet

movement 1s outwards,,towards the suburbs,'lt 1s not

h

‘igdlrectly from the c1ty centre to the suburbs but gradually .

1n stages. TR
_ LT - P o S
: Slnce, the llfe cycle approacH is g01ng to b

- the analy51s of the moblllty pattern of East Ind1ans,1n ;" ;;Q

.
l~.

jvEdmonton ﬂ1t was necessary ‘to. rev1ew recent 1nformatlon on.
: - \',

'the assOc1atlon between the- llfe cy@&e and;;ntra urban

-re51dent1a1 mugratlon 1n North Amerlcanvc1t1es;,1n order to .

“have a more comprehen51ve perspectlve on the\1mpact of the —'”6}

-“.s .

llfe cycle onvthe 1ntra urban mob111ty pattern, the next

'Vlsectlon w1ll survey the avallable ev1dence -on 1ntra urban'

o

~_res1dent1al m1grat10n w1th reégrence to who moves,,why do R
. la‘ . A R . L . S S L o
: gthey mOVE ahd Mhere do they move.‘ ~:.*.- - -,'~«'_;, B
A( '_::, . - o b l ) ..~|v’., ‘ v _‘-'_"A'.;v" " ' . i ,"." t-/ ‘“N _. »." "‘v_ - . R
. Ll L AR Gy s Lo .
3 2¢wno MOVES’ ' T '
N {, . .Ut LT 25._ LRl '~~ DU o

: Most of the moves that occur in- metropolltan areas are -

jancentrated among certaln sqg&énts of the populatlon. The

{;l1terature 1nd1cates that stage of«the llfe cycle ;s one of Q',

’Vthe 1mportant determlnlng factors Hlstlngu1sh1ng between_the




- Voo .“.' ot

stable and mobile households. R0551 (1980) states,‘J;Qche
2. ‘?fl".
;major funct1on of. mob111ty is th process by whlch famllies

i - -

'adgust the1r hou51ng to the hou51ng needs that are’ generated7p

by the. shlfts 1n fam11y composltlon that accompany

. 11fe cycle change.’ (R0551,,1980 61) ThlS is- more certaln
Wy

"gfor fam1lles w1th heads between 25 and 45 years and for_~;
_those famllles whlch have been formed w1th1n one decade, fhe‘
“perlod dur1ng whlch most expans1on in famlly 'size takes'

' place (Moore, 19725 Lukomskyj, 1974' Slmmons and Baker
'1974- Welnberg and Qu1gley, 1977' and R0551,~1980)

‘“Therefore, one of the a1ms of thlS study 1s to examlne the

hﬂage of the head of tﬁf East Ind1an households whlch have
b:changed\thelr re51dence in Edmonton 51nce thelr arrlval 1n.;;ﬁf
the c1ty It 1s.expeeted Ehat the age of the ma]orlty of |
lthe heads of households w1ll be w1th1n the age group of |

e &

’~‘25 45 years. _ o R b
lr'; vl S s - . b \ . . B
e Household comp051tlon and 512e have been found to bea'ﬁ
it RN :
'1mportant determlnants of mobﬂllty, large famllles are more,gbp

'fylxkely to: move than smaller ones, but Vergggarge fam111és 'f';%

~;e llkely to méve when_ﬁdﬁ.gf

," “R P ,,; . ’

j_are less mob1le. Households are m

V

they bxper1ence certq&gxchanges 1n famlly compo 1t10n e g. gf"

™ u,éig S

'jﬂhousehold 51ze, age, marltal status,‘occupatlon of the-
9 AT :

'ﬁﬂmembers of tBe hou%ehold (McCracken,_1973° Lukomskyj, 1974'-?v;‘

Dl - 7Y S
'-fSlmm ns and Baker, 1974° Welnberg and Qu1gley» 1977 Clérk

o I;«;”.. ? ‘ *-: e r9.- ". e :'w e f{} . '. :-
‘v;gsq; and R0551 1980)4 _._x; : . . :.~5;~9¢@,u S
'l U Itﬁ; . . : ) : o ’ :
' “From two lndependent studles, both McCracken (1973) and

B Ty _ o
L Luﬁomskyj 11974) have concluded that 1n Ed&onton}%most o

A;;,A. > o

N "‘) .
» '\’%\.J ‘-"' w00 Lt . - s
. Ll e, JETRAE TN



: moblle households are those whlch have 1ncreased in size..“

Consequently 1t is? ant1c1pated that the majorlty of the East
*\,

dInd1an households whlch have changed thelr re51dence w1th1n

;Edmonton have 1ncreased 1ﬁ 51zep,e1ther by b1rth of a Chlld

or by famlly members 301n1ng the head of the household from

'the home country 4
- , , R o .
PR The major1ty of the moves that take place w1th1n
B B » Ll
'metropolltan areas are by renters.~The renters of North

r

”,Amerlcan metropolltan areas are about four t1mes as llkely

-;to move 1n any year as are owners (Golledge-and Klng, 19785

fGoodman ‘1978 _and Welnberg 1979) A 51gn1f1cant proportlon
'.of the renter movers are~those vho have asplratlons to own,aj,

V

j home (Ross1,_1980) McCracken (1973& 1nd1cateé mhat 22 perfu'

O e v .
Sw "5 :
R

_cent of the movers 1n Edmonton hav'

hou51ng to 1mprove the1r quallty of lafe as'1

.6

(Clark 1980) M1ddle 1ncome households are mostab;

7 largely because of thexr hlgher rate oﬁ rentersh1p and

agf: . iy

:_s®3c1f4d%lly for the w1der range"of hou51ng opportunltles,’

) e g med1an$value homes are more avallable than e1ther lower

,f".\

l

Aor higher prltéd homes (Goodman, 19783 Welnberg, 1979 Bgﬁfé‘

y

b : _
Lvand Brown, 1980“ and Gordon andngckerman 1982) The m1ddle

K
rncome group 1s cha?%cterlzegply upwaqd soc1a1 mob111ty

h

.T'."'. LI e T . * R . o



wh1ch generates an asp1rat1on to change the‘ﬁﬁgghborhood
_ ThlS is partlcularly true of m1ddle 1ncome profe551onals;
,(Slmmons and Baker 1974~ ‘and DeJong and Fawcett 1981)

. f:‘

Therefore, 1t is- ant1c1pated that the majorlty of the East

Ind1an movers in Edmonton w1ll be mlddle 1ncome

> -

'~profe551onals and llke other movers in the c1ty they have f”

experlenced an 1mproved economlc status Consequently they
asplre to 1mprove thelr nelghborhood locatlon. . '-"f;
From the above survey of the l%g%rature 1t can be -

RS
-

. concluded thaﬂ the households headed by those persons who i
‘are in the - age“group of 25 45 are most moblle ‘Renters are
more mohale than owners. Mob111ty rates are hlgher for those
households who have experlenced an 1ncrease Ln thelr:f"

household 51ze as well as economlc status. As.stated 1nu"
SRS e -

-,chapte; two w1th referéncé to demographic and soc1o econom1c -

RS - s, s

-ycharactexlsqgcs, East Tﬁd1ans in dlfferent Canadlan c1t1%$
- .
_are nbt dlfferent froggpther c1ty dwellers. It 1s also found

’h~that accordlngyto the spatlal dlstrlbutlon pattern, East

ﬁlnFlans in Edmonton are d1str1buted all over the c1ty .

:ffHowéver, 1t 1s reasonable to expect that accord1ng to the.
yhdéihgraphlc and ;oc1o economlc character1st1cs, East Indlans
'?1n Edmonton are also 51m11ar to other people 1n the c1ty :fg'

xthey are s1m11ar to other urban dwellers,'lt 1s hypothe51zed1;
e

,,,,

PN
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33 3 WHY DO PEOPLE MOVE’

. wOlpert (1965) has developed the concept of “Place"
"_ﬁtillty whlch refers to the- 1nd1v1dual 's personal

. , g

evaluat1on of the attractlveness of a locat1on relatlve to

’“f;‘bther locat1ons Accordlng to Wolpert 1t a household
experlences suff1c1ent dlssatlsfactlon from re51d1ng in'a .
h part1cularylocat10n, compared to others,‘the household : e
1ntends to. move.:Golledge and K1ng (1978) have mentloned
- thatvmost of the 1ntra urban relocatlon 1s in response to
,{‘puShUratherfthan the pull factors In, thlS context on the
| one hand ”"push"‘refers to a comblnatlon of uprootlng forces
,or 1mpulses namely the negatlve aspects whlch force the ’ff;‘
f?household to leave the earller re51dence and urge 1t to. Qo .
1to another one. Examples would 1nclude ev1ct10n due to |
commerc1al or 1ndusér1al 1nva51on and detorloratlonlln the.
]quallty of the nelghborhood On the otheenhand "Pull"-
1 ,]refers to the attract1on forces and features of the

idestlnatlon. These would 1nc1ude, for example,. heiff"

"$hpleasantness of the nelghborhood 1n wh1c

:(Colby, 1959 and Morr1son, 1977) j“. 'Q\the fundamental ;ﬁg«

&; reason for a move 1s to malntaln."g "rove the quallty of

lllfe for: the hOUSeholdKfDeJong and *ardner, 1981)

Y : o

. Accordlng to WL; ‘f(1974) the mot1ve to move is in 'ﬁé

R

'bdlssatlsfactlon wbth the present 51tuat10n, part1cular1y~as

rffdemonstrated in. the percelved dlspar1ty of opportunlﬁles ag
- 9 C :
l?the place of orlgln and other places ofrthe c1ty and the\'.p =



80

o expected 1mprovement that would result from mlgratlon uThese

- o

-,opportunltles are aspects of e1ther soc1o economlc or the.

phy51cal ehv1ronments or both T@e socio- economlc aspects

\"

1nclude the economlc yaluatlon of the dwelllng un1t

*‘“soc1o economlc status of~ the ne1ghborhood‘and“soc1a1

env1ronment of the nelghborhood The phy51cal env1ronment
. |
refers to the 51ze, type and age of the dwelllng un1t

acce551b111ty characterlstlcs of the ne1ghborhood 1nclud1ng

prox1m1t to school 'work shopprng centre, recreataonal

centres and other parts of the c1ty. However athese aspects

are related to the stages of the llfe cycle of a household

| ;&' -

For example,'t?e household requ1res mor- dwelllng spaca 1n'

4

. 3_.

the chlld—rearlng and Chlld launchlng stages rathjr thap

tﬁ%@e in the pre Chlld and ch11d bearlng stages of thelt

’? SO e T
cf,the moves made by East Indlans in Edmonton. Qi §§

~. ' f
ant1c1pated that dlssatlsfactlon at the orlgln#Vgll be of a
soc1o aconomlc and phy51cal nature and these arlse through

the changes 1n°the stages of the llfe cycle of a househol%} ?ﬁj

SIn general most of the re51dent1al relocatlon w1th1n‘_‘

. I .
o Fy &,x

metropol1tan areas 1s hou51n€=:elated and caused by the ‘

change of housang needs w1th the change of 11fe 4Wc1e. The;

- ‘-

common reasons are for more dwelllng space for the R

o

s

household de51re gpr a better place in wh1ch to l1ve

A - - —e

S



(phy51cal structure of the dwelllng unlt access1blluty and o

soc1o economlc status of‘the nelghborhood) and des1re tov,'

purchase a home. Other reasons are- change of mar1tal statu% iy

D V.

“Q;i to marry, to d1vorce, to be separated to 1eave the

-~~parents home (Welnberg and~Qu1gley7“1977-—Goodman-“1978‘-and ““:
Kennedy, 1979) McCracken S study on 1ntra urban m1gratlon:'“j
'.1n Edmonton proves that 1ntra urban m1grat10n 1s largely an;ﬁff

adaptlve response to changlng houslng needs. Small 51ze of

-:ﬁlﬂ't_‘v T Q. ’ .
?' the dwelllng for the household is the ma1n reason for thew, o

J

moves of more than 40 per cent of the movers 1n Edmonton'*

ux-f», . ‘ Ceael

.,(McCracken,.1973) It 1s llkely that shortage of. dwelllng
3:'space for. the household 1s the most 1mportant reason for the
J.moves of the majorlty of the East Indlan movers “in? Edmonton."
ii7...? W1th the change of household structure, partlcularly
;\.wrth an 1ncrease 1n fam1ly 51ze, the household may con51der
mgﬁlng In thlS case renters are more moblle than ‘the.
'”“owmers malnly because thelr mov1ng costs are much lower
f_-zthan home own1ng households. alsel (1966) suggests that al_ .
afam:lykalready ownlng ‘a- home 1s less llkely to move because o
"'1t has made a major capltal 1nvestment McCracken (1973)
“1nd1cated that “the desxre to purchase a home 1s the second

v

*most frequently c1ted reason for mov1ng 1n Edmonton. It is

‘ffexpected then that _the de51re to buy a home 1? also an‘:

,,(

t Indians




strongly 1nfluences the mlgratlon dec1sxon (Moore11972
Brown,'1975, and Welnberg, 1979). McCracken (1973) used -
journey to work as a varlable to 1nvc"tlgate the causal -
factors for the 1ntra -urban re51d - .,grat1on 1n'.,t?
:¥—~;Edmonton;~1n hlS study—aourney—to——-~——~—s mentloned by—46—-~
| and 23 per cent of the movers as: ‘an 1mportant causal factor :

for the mlgratlon dec151on and in’ the ch01ce of destlnatlon
\ rw. ' ) " N .

; %‘ respectlvely Although the 1nf1uence of generalimiw ;'? | f .

acce551b111ty (to school soCma‘"}istztutlons, shopplng

centres, other pa;\sxqf the c1ty) 1n the mlgratlon dec151on

h’ 1s not mentloned 1n the study,,1t was found tha@ 1t has a

.~r,‘. .

‘7 g:eatj- ;7uence on the select1on of the destlnatIon by seven’-

"also that the

‘ useholds w1I1 be '_'"“;

.&vllltyﬁof the

'1nfluenced by'the acc;t" _elghborhood to

’school shopplng centrjs, soclal rnstltutlons, fr1ends and

"i_relatlves,_recreatao'-l centres and other parts of the c1ty.

v,
"‘; In br1ef 1t Can be sa1d that d1ssatlsfact1on at the
place of or1gln 1s the ma1n reason for a- move.; £
Dlssatlsfactlon mlght be in reference to elther vff;ﬂ‘

50010 economlc or the phy51cal features Qf the env1ronmeht

or- both The most pronounced ca‘ﬂJf are.dehand for more&

dwelllng space v de51re to buy r,f%

‘the nelghborhdod It 1s shown 1n chapter two that the'

l‘

res1dent1al dlstrnbutlon pattern of East Indlans-1n Edmonton

i

.inls not that dlfferent f7om other people 1n the c1ty "

‘Therefore,'lt 1s llkely

e PR @ s
R ."%‘i."‘ N ‘”l A



: res1dence of the East Indlan households in Edmonton would be’

51m11ar to other movers in the c1ty

3.4 WHERE DO THEY MOVE? = ‘ﬂ;;

» . e .
’, . . o

i~¥-——nVarlous types ofmhouseholds change—the1r—re51dence A

-

‘»the c1ty and Ebv1ously in varlous dlrectlons. The f1nal : ‘(ﬁ

'destlnatlons of the moves depend on the reasons behlnd the s

‘h'ior the ‘move and:the avallable hou51ng j“;

)

fmove, the asplrat& ;

opportunltles."f:; Lo L _ ‘
_ . ,
:From. t%g%lndependent\studles both Clark () 380) and

v"Goodman (19?§T have gg:cluded that the major1ty -of the ‘moves

L

s are w1th1n~ehe same nelghborhoods or towards those;?

“nelghborhoods whlch are nearby The household generally

7moves to- the ne1ghbonhood of hlghe% or. at least the same

T

.%-SOCIO economlc status. It 1s l1ke1y that East Indlans would

“also move. to a ne1ghborhood w1th h1gher or at least the same

’k(to them) socio- economrc status. | “

s“ o

The moblllty pattern of any'metrbpol1tan area 15 hlghly

.-controlled by the hou51ng opportun1t1§s. Generally, growlng

’/-‘, T

'.Jmetropolltan areas,_l1ke Edmonton have moreo§g§51ng ";J‘;g,,;

-q

7fopportun1t1es than the stagnant ones llkegthq$c1ty ofﬁ”’h*;b}
’T_St Lou1s (Goodman,.1928) The wlder range of opportunltlesA AE'"
%{allow movers to obtalnsa better approx1mat1on bf a spec1flc'.f{i*

5ffcomb1natlon of ddell1n un1t ne1ghborhood and locatlonal

-ﬁfeatures that they seek (Gbodman _J978 and Gocdon and~ "4xgu»;u
: R SO ST 'iw,[
svlckerman, 1983) The presente of East Indlans 1n thﬁgnewly

9- G“

developed re§1dent1al areas of Edmonton 1gure 2 %i mught _
B g s g e =’:v='fﬂ".’i'l?‘ﬂ

r



1nd1cate the 1nfluence of the hou51ng opportunltles there on

the1r mOblllty patterns {f ,." R ) f ' ; K

It follows from the flndlngs on locat1on of or1gln

;'dest1natlon, dlstance and d1rect1on of the moVes and the"

"structure of the c1ty that the majority of- ‘the intra- uqban

moves -are short in dlstance. The dlstance-of thevmove is . -

u. N

also related to the place of or1gln. Moves or1glnat1ng in

.;‘the'ln%er zones of the c1ty are usually short 1n dlstance.
Dlstance of moveylncreases with the change of orlgln “rom
1nner to the outer zone of the c1ty (S1mmons ‘and. Baker,,
.1974- and Goodman-‘1978) From the Edmonton study McCracken
(1973)!concludes that the household s movements 1n Edmonton
v'uare generally short~dlstance in hature and 1nner c1ty movers
.?usually move a shorter dlstance than the outer c1ty movers.

: Consequently 1t 1s hypothe51zed here that the majorlty of
'pthe moves of.East. Ind1an households in Edmonton w111 be
short 1n d1stance and . the dlstance of the moves w1ll
‘1ncrease as the orlg1n moyes from the 1nner to the outer
\ zone of the c1ty. A; _'. i ‘
The d1rect10n and flow pattern of.m1grat10n alsoh"
vdepends on the characterlst1cs of the mlgratlng households.~n
.r, Slmmons and Baker s study on the re51dent1al movement ;

.pattern in metropol1tan'Tor0nto shows drfﬁerent flow‘f N

- patterns for the households in d1fferent stages of the;[

-.11fe-cycle, In general the households wh1ch are 1n the.’

|-

_}th1rd and fourth stages of .their- l1fe cycle move towards thezl

perlphery of the c1ty 1rrespect1ve of the or1gln of the move

A~



S T

" (Simmoris and Baker, 1974). In order to investigate the .

impact of tue life—cycle on intra-urban, migration in

Edmonton Lukomskyj (1974) analyses the flow pattern of the

households wh1ch are in the ch1ld bearlng stage of- the1r o

l;fefcycle,~From‘hls research findings, Lukomskyj concludes

that"for this'sub—population' most'of the moves‘termlnate

1n the outer areas of the c1ty regardless of the1r or1g1n‘ .

. (Lukomskyj, 1974) The llterature on Canadlap East - Indlans

\

1nd1cates that thelr household characterlstlcs are 51m11ar‘
to thOSe who are “in the ch11d bearlng and- chlld rear1ng

stag/S‘of the1r llfe—cycle.-Therefore, 1t is expected that

/

“the East Indlans in Edmonton are also predomlnantly 1n these

NN

stages of the1r 11fe cycle and consequently the1r

.1ntra urban moves w1ll term1nate ‘in the outer areas of the

However, it can- be concluded that most of the

intra- urban moves in North Amerlcan c1fles are short

dlstance, to places w1th1n the same or adjacent

> nelghborhoods of higher or at- least»the same socio- economlc"

\

' status. The moves or1g1nated at the 1nner part of the c1ty

' are usually shorter in dlstance and they/1ncrease with the

shlft of or1gln from 1nner to outer parvé of the c1ty.
/

However the houszng opportunltles in the city have a great

1mpact on the moblllty pattern of- any c1ty As shown in’

chapter two, ‘with reference to the spatlal dlstrlbutlon

pattern, East Indlans in Edmonton occur in all nelghborhood

v

of the city. Therefore, it 1s~11kely_that the mob111ty



pattern of the East Indlan households in Edmonton ,would. be

51m11ar to other movers in the city.

v

3.5 SUMMARY |

The term "11fe cycle" is widely used in the field of -
' mlgratlon research Since the 1940's different. taxonomies
,have been‘used by the researchers to explain the seven
”stagesfof'the.life-cyele; frqn fornation'tovdissolution oﬁ a
.Ufamilxr With the chanée pf life—cycle, housing aspiratibn#
"of a npusehold also Ehange. with\the’change of household |
eompdsition and socio-economic status4in-differeztsstageskof
“the lifeicycie the honsehold usually experiences certain |
dissatisfactions»With socio—etonomic:as well as_the physical
envirénment. This is more certain in the child-bearing and
child—rearing'stages.'ln these stagés-tne household pecomes-
more sensitive to both the phy51cal and soc1o econom1c}J
envzronment. For example, with an increase of famlly 51ze,
_more dwelling spacepls needed and a good neighborhood in
which to raise the child is desirable. This is also the
stage'when the socio-economic status of‘the.househpld is
.usually better than that of earlier stages. The housing
needs and aspirations also change in different stages of_the
Vlife-cyCle of a‘household. Consequentlx, the household
changes its residence as veil as neighbbrnood.

The ehafacteristics.of the migrants, the reasons behind

the migration decision and direction of the moves have been

analyzed by researchers ‘from a multifdisciplinarybpoint of
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view. Most of them have concluded that the :stages of the’

3

. , ‘
life-cycle are the most dominant causal factors for

I, e s . ' . G , :
intra-urban migration in North American cities. It jhas been

found that the probability of a change of residence of a

’household is very high in the third and fourth'*stages of |
their life-cycle. Ih,is also found that the’majoﬁity.of the
movers posseses cerﬁain‘common charaeteristios hhich are
related to the stages of their life-cycle. They have some

: common reasons to-move énd are biased towards the ouher

areas of the city. )

With reference to their presence in differenf
residential areas, the East ‘Indians in Edmoﬁton are similar
to other city dwellers. Therefore(;if is hypofhesizedfthat
the characteristics of the East Indiaqs Who haQe changed
their residence in Edmonton, the teesons and'direotionS'of
theh: moves, would be similas to the other éitY“aweliers who .“

have moved within the city

o 3 6 RESEARCH EXPECTATIONS

On the ba51s of the theoretlcal and emp1r1ca1 work
outlined, the follow1ng hypotheses represent the expected
_ outcom% of thls study

* \As ‘the. mob111ty rate is- hlgh 1n the Chlld bearlng
~stage, 1t 1s expected that the age of the majority of the
heads of\the households of East Ind1an movers w111 be less
 than 45 years. | ‘

i

A
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.2, As'householés become larger (e.g. bixth of a child)

at

mobility rites increase in response to the increased demand
. ) , ’

of more space. '

3. Renters are more mobile than owners because

‘—‘*aspirétiéﬁSbefbeébme_a—ﬁduse owner encoufégeS‘mebiiity.
4..As one's eéoneaic stetus gets better”resigential
mobility]is likely td_inerease, | - .
5. With the charge of life-cycle, the household prefe'rs"

to change the neighborhood in response to the changed demand

for general acce551b111ty 1nclud1ng access to work school ,
hd ) R .

shopping and recreation.

]
]

6. With tﬁe'change.df life—cycle the household prefers .
to move to a neighborhood of higher socio-economic statﬁs
iwith better acceséiﬁility characteristiCs.

7. A household prefers to move to a newly;developed
re51dent1al area of a developing metropolitan area because
of a,wider}range of housing opportunities 1nltho§e areas.

8. ﬁiétance~of the move'iﬁcreases as.the origin of the
move changes from 1nner to outer parts of the c1ty

9. As_family size increases the household moves’ towaras

the periphery o the city, particularlyfpo the newly

developed suburps.



4. METHODS AND ‘DATA

1
v .o,
\

V

‘The main objective of this chapter is to elaborate on tl

_sources of "data and’methodologiCal proCedures used in this

Yoo
IT

are—descriptions—of—the study area, t
survey method employed .the variables useduand the methoé o*

analy51s The major 11m1tat1ons encountered durlng this

- research will also be dzscussed

4.1 STUDY AREA AND RESOURCES

;4‘1ﬁ‘. The area of study is the c1ty of Edmonton as well as-

— the clty of -St. Albert and the mun1c1pa11ty of Sherwood Park

7 int the county of Strathcona. ThlS area is referred toSin, *
this study as "E onton"f It does not include the
metropolltan areas as deflned by the Canada census. ThlS
‘area has been selected because f1rstly,,the pllot survey
1nd1cated that almost all the East.Ind1ans oﬁ the,Edmontont;
metropolitan area live in the clty'of Edmonton,and:somesofr
them 11ve in St. Albert and in Sherwood.Park eSecondl§, as
S Albert and Sherwood Park are very cloSe to the c1ty of
Edmonton, the p0551b111ty of changes of re51denCe of the

househol ' between these urban centres is very high. F1nally

it was convenlent to collect data from these urban centres

S~

w;th1n the l\Nimited time and flnanclal resources available. .
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4.2 SURVEY METHODS USED ) 4
!
The data for the research have been collected through
primary sources, In the collection of’pr;mary daé% a-

self-administered questionnaire survey was used. The

selﬁ—adminiseered—questionnaire—method_was_chosen_iinstlys
in order to ubtagﬁia high response rate which would not bEf: .
possible byjhalling’questionnaires Secondly, to overbome7'
the unw1111ngness of the respondents to answer some
partlcular quest1ons it was felt’1nterv1ews would be more.f
successful. Th1rdly, to make sure that the person spec1f1ed
~completes: the questlonna1re, 1t was necessary to be-there

and fourthly, SO0 as to conduct the survey’ in person and thus. .

':h be in a position. to clarlfy any items that.might cause

-confu51on. F1nally to be able to gain more 1nformat10n about
the respondents through dlrect observat1on'1t was necessary"

to be on the premlses (Moser and Katlanh 1971; and- Babble,

.

1975) Both open ended and closed quest1ons were used in ﬁhe

quest10nna1re schedule. The maln advantage of the open ended
v .

' questzons is to derive non- d1rected responses from the
1nterv1ewers. Ciosed questlons on the ofher hand, are. ea51er
and qu1cker to answer and furnlsh standardlzed data more

amenable to quantlflcatlon. A copy of the questlonnalre

appea;s\in\Appendlx A.

—



’ 4 3 VARIABLES
: A total of 65 varlables were 1ncluded in the
questlbnnalre schedule These varlables can be cla551f1ed

" 1nto four groups. The first group 1ncludes the addresSes of

or1q1ns and destlnatlcns of the last move made by - the ’

' respondents. The second gr0up comprzses the factors wh1ch

' caused the last move and the th1rd group contalns the
reasons for the ch01ce of present res1dence The fourth
':group 1ncludes the demographld and soc1o econom1c
characterlstlcs of the household All these . varlables were
iﬂ'1ncluded 1n order to 1nvest1gate the assoclatxon between the‘
life-cycle and change of re51dence of East Indlans 1n

“\
i

‘Edmonton. U ) _‘_.- B

In order to collect 1nformat1oann the moves,_the first -

group of varlables 1ncluded the addressej/of the present and
"last res1dence5'of the respondents, In addition, the . - -
informationxon dwelling type“ year'ofﬁarriwal,‘length-ofA

'stay in the present and prev1ous res1dences and how many

t1mes a household has changed 1ts res1dence in Edmonton were BT

:also recorded These varlables were 1ncluded because, they
’\

w111 prov1de the 1nformat10n on the d1rectlon of the flow,

- the preference for d1fferent types of dwell1ng un1t

mob111ty rates of an East Indian household 1n Edmonton and
,the average length of stay the famlly has made 1n a dwelllng
unit. ' JEE l'

¥ 1o determlne why the household moved both open ended

and closed questlons weq§ used The cLosed questlons J*



-

[ . oo . - . v' - " ) N
S’ attempted to e11c1t the follow1ng 1nformat1on° shortage of

'dwell1ng space for the household change 1n income, 'too

‘costly to.maintain or pay rent, wanted to change the’

neighborhood, no community member in the_nelghborhoodf

demand for better accessibflity»and desiré'to buy

‘The open ended questlons asked for 1nformat10n COncernLng
. the dwelllng space 1n order to 1dent1fy Wnether or not 1t,'
was related to ‘a change of . l1fe cycle.'.ﬁ |
. To f1nd out why the present re51dence was selected the
closed questlons attempted to derlve the followlng
1nformatlon- enough space for the household,,closer to work
-closer to ch1ldren s school good ne1ghborhood better ‘
acce551b11rty‘characterlstlcs of the nelghborhood, new homeh
resale potential;'qithin.economlc capacity andAcloser to
‘friends. These variables were inoludedhbecaUSe theyuare"
"closeli related to. a change of life;cycle (see chapter'3);
Moreover;pthey-are'the most frequently,clted reasohs¢inp
chosing thewresidehce‘by'North-American citf*dwellers:.
As demographlc and. soc1o economic character1st1cs of a
.household def1nes 1ts stages in its life-~ cycle, the fourth
E ,group of varlables was 1ncluded in order to 1dent1fy the
stage in -the- life- cycle of the houSehold wh1ch moved To
Ldeterm1ne the’ demographlc -and, soc1o economlc characterlstlcs‘
.of the- household wh1ch moved the follow;ng 1nformat1on was
‘ collected .size of the household age,lsex, marltal status,
L/ﬁoccupatlon, year of arrlval in Canada of each of the fam1ly

memsers. In add1t10n, 1nformat1on on the tenure status
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: before and after the move, year of the move year of getting

'

“tharried, years when the first and the'last child born werei'

also collectedu

N

\
L

g, 4 THE SAMPLE

The sampre for the present study was chosen from a

4 . '

universe of 676 1nd1V1duals Among it, 456 were the members

of the 17 dlfferent Indlan ethnic assoc1at1ons, 544'were ‘the

.

members of three Pakistanl assoc1at10ns and 26 were the .

members of the’ Ban ladeshl assoclatlon. Since there were‘no'f

~

Srllankan assoc1a¢1ons in Edmonton in 1982, addresses of 50-

Srllankan households were' collected from the personal

4

telephone notebook of .some people who are from Srllanka and_h
have soc1al contacts w1th other Srllankan households in
Edmonton. In addltlon ‘some addresses were collected from
the telephone dlrectory of the Clty of Edmonton, 1982 ‘
followlng some. common . Sr1lankan last names (e. g SllVa,

) .Eennando; Perera“and Hewapathrlne) Flnally, all the '
collectediaddresses were Shown to the respectlve commdnity

~:1
s

leaders and asked whether they knew any addltlonal communlty.‘
members in Edmonton. It 1s aSsumed that the East Indlans
have a strong soc1al network Therefore,-1t was ant1c1pated
. that almost all of the East Indlans in Edmonton H}ve-beeh |
con51dered for this research ' ' ‘ ‘ ' '..
Only those East Ind1ans who had changed the1r re51dence
in. Edmonton s1nde the1r arrlval 1n the c1ty ‘were con51dered

Thlsfwas done on_the assumpt1on that_most,of the city ..

~
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dwellers change the»r re51dence whenever they experience
changes in the1r household structure. Again 1t is assumed,
,that-the majority of the East' Indians in Edmonton:also had’

'changed their résidence in order to'satisfy their changed

RN

7ou51ng needs. Only the d1rectlon and causal factors for the

Nast move of the East Ind1an households were con51dered for
thls study 1rrespect1ve of the time of move. |

The samples were drawn randomly from each of the above
mentloned llsts_of_IndLan/ Pak}stanl, Srllankan and-
Banéladeshi.households in. Edmonton'ih order to f' 1y
represent each of these communtles 1n the study(:j:a."
However, the samples do not represent the same proportlon of
households from each of the commun1t1es The sample and d
percentages are shown 1n Ta%le 4.1 for each communlty
separately | . | '

Out of 676 households, éfe were selected for. the'stUdy;‘
;i.e; 40 7 per cent of the’ total East Ind1an ‘population, |
Among the selected households;168; 70,.24 and 13 were from

‘I
Ind1an, Paklstanl, Srllankan anngangl?deshl communltles

respect1vely and. represented;_l

/

cent of each of the tqt

48 0 and 50.0 per f

,mmﬁnlty populatlon (Table 4. 1).

“}Xh;all of these households-ln |

Q_

‘ ' \\t) responded p051t1vely The ‘head of
these 2§0 households (135 Indlan 62 Paklstanl, 20 Srllankan»
and 13 Bangladeshl) were approached One hundred and fifty

two“were foundvtp have changed their re51dence (66.1 per



" TABLE 4.1

95

SAMPLE SIZE OF EAST INBIANS IN EDMONTON

T L3 )

~ Countiry  Total Selected, ' Household Househo1d
= household household  agreed to ° moved
in: for the interview . ‘
- Edmonton °~ study ° ' '
Total %of
. 1 & } 1 1 3

lndia".j 465, 168 36.8 135 29.6 :l{83'v1§K2_f61§5
. Pakistan 144 70 .46.6 62.'43.j""45 31,9 74.2
. Srilanka 50 | 24 48.0° 20 4010, 13. 26,0 650
.‘Bangladesﬁ 26 13 59}0 13 50.0_ - 10 38.5.-76.9

Total %of Iqtali%of: %of

Tétai . 676 . 276 '40.7 230 34.0 152 22.3, 66.1

Source;'Aséobiation‘yémbership‘L$sts
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;ent). As'a result' the total sample size for the study was

152 households which represents more ‘than 22 per cent of the
East Indlan populat1on in Edmonton The total sample for the
-study comprlsed of 83 Indlans, 46 Pak1stan1, 13 Srllankan

.and 10 Bangladesh1 households 1n-Edmonton, These households

—*represented—48 -55—341 9~—26§0—and~3875—per—cent of the
Indaan, Pakistani, Srllankan and Bangladeshi communities
respectively (Table 4.1).

4.5 METHOD OF ANALYSIS ‘
In1t1ally the addresses of the orzglns and destinations
of the moves will be plotted on a street map of Edmonton

~ The linear distance of each move between the or1g1nPand
ldestination>o§ the move will be considered -as the distance
of’ the move. , _“: S T - X |

| The, direction'of each”move willibe measured by
comparlng the change of linear. d1stance from the
intersection of 101st Street and 101st’ Avenue. Th1s
.1ntersect1on has been cons1dered as a focal p01nt for thls-l
analysxs'by following McCracken (1973);and Lukomsky}.'s

- (1974) models. Moreover, in ferms of street andnavenue?
numbers of the c1ty of Edmonton, this’ 1ntersect10n is

’approx1mately at the centre of the_c1ty " The method wh1ch

Wwill be .used to measure the d1rect1on of the move is

N

-

1llustrated in- Eigure 4. The f1gure 111ustrates that when\_

e~

the move orlglnated at O and ended at D, the llnear dlstance

' betweenvoland D, i;e. M, is the dlstance of .the move L;near

P
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,distance between 0 kthe intersection of 101st Street and‘

'f101st Avenue) 1s L1 and the distance between D and X is L2

T

#“Therefore, the d1rect1on of the, move wlll be calculated by.
-;compar1ng these two lin€ar distances, that is. by calculatlng
"L1—L2 A p051t1ve result will be con51dered as a move
'towards the cqty centre and a negatlve result w1ll be

.- I

consldered as_a move away from the c1ty centre.
| '1%hls'method has been selected for two reasons As noted .
:1n chapte; two,mprev1ous studles suggest that dlstance and
‘dlrectlonal'blasness are the ba51c characterlstlcs of the
pattern of 1ntra urban mlgrat1on (McCracken, 1973; Smeons'
'and Baker 1974' and We1nberg, 1979) Other studles,,similar":

T te thlS one, have used these measurements so they are
. employed here to fac111tate comparlson of results.,.f
Next, frequency and percentage dlstr1butlons of all the
7 varlables from the open-ended questlons w1ll be calculated,
: graphed and presented in tables. ThlS w1ll prov1de the
.?;nformatlon on the demographlc and soc1o economlc
characterlstlcs of the- households wh1ch have changed the1r
nh resadence 1n the c1ty | |
A: 1o determrne the perceived"impOrtance of'the‘\
-_hypothe51zed var1ables for caus1ng ‘the respondents to move:
andg for the select1on of the1r dest1nat1ons, they were»asked
X tolrank the most 1mportant five. The.respondents were
‘.lnstructed touplace a'number 1r57according to the importance:

of . the varlables in pushlng them from the1r place of orlgln

and pulllng them to their place of destlnatlon. That 1s, one



—these—vartables—will-be—calculated—and presented—in—tables

I3

for the most important’one through to five for the least

\

important one.” The total nqmber of resporises to each of

. to prov}de the'absolute_importance of each .of these factors

in causing the move and in selecting-the destinationg.
The five7factors Vere combined to give a compositelb

measure-of their importance to a household's move and

' selection of a destihation The five variables, each

Tl

household ranked as’ 1mportant were weighted in reverse

.order. That 1s, a f1ve was a551gned the most 1mportant one

-

(whlch was ranked by a 1), four for the second most"

~

'1mportant through to. one for. the least" 1mportant (which was"

_ranked by a 5) All these we1ghted values were added to‘give

.a comp051te score.‘The percentage of the total we1ghted

value for each varlable w1ll represent 1ts relatlve ‘ ,

ﬂlmportance for cau51ng moves .and. selectlng the destlnatlons

-in the. c1ty F1nally these varlables w1ll be classified into

six manageable categorles for the analy51s; This will be_

. done to.reduce the or1g1nal larger set of varlables to a

‘manageable number and match these var1ables w1th a set of

research expectatlons (stated in. chapter 3) Thls analy51sv
will prov1de the 1nformat1on on why the households had o

changed thelr re51dence.f

Next ‘the relat1onsh1p between the move and llfe cycle

*

'of ‘the - -sample’ households will be ascerta1ned by analyz1ng

?some selected demograph1c variables as they relate to each

=

‘1ntra c1ty shift. These varlables ares: ages of the eldest



and the youngest child in the family; length of.hbusehold

'

formation; time the family was reunited in Edmonton?

100

Pina11yT_all_this_analysis_oﬁ;uho_moye$+_ﬂhy_da_they

move, where do they move and whethef or not the move is
related to the movers'lstages of the liﬁe—cyple,will be
brought together -in a summary of the'principél findings.
Thereafter, a conclusion will. be drawn with respect to the
movgment patterﬁ and whether or not the,East Indians differ
from others in the city. Finally some suégestions will be
made for future research in the field of intra-urban

migration for-'a minority community in a Canadian city.

| . v
4.6 LIMITATIONS. OF THE STUDY ‘ \\_ —
The major limitations of the study are as follows, \\ .
Although the executive members of different East Indian’ \\

ethnic associations have claimed that 90 per cent of their - \\_

communiﬁy members in the city_are the members of their
associations, it is difficult to find proéf.oﬁ it. It is
| arﬁiéipatedAthat in Edmonton, there might be some more East
‘Indians‘who were not included in the initial sample aha‘
‘therefore are not included in the study.’

Questigns were not asked regarding the place of birth

of every member  of the associations. This means that certain

* As noted in chapter 2, the head of the East Indian

" households often arrive first in a Canadian city
unaccompanied by their families and after a certain period,
the family join them from their home country. Therefore in '
this study, 'the reunion of a family is considered as one
sort of formation (a reformation) of the household in
Edmonton. - SN '

\

N

\

\
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1nd1v1duals are. 1ncluded who were not born in.one of the

—

four oountrles referred td im chapter 2. Without any

——-alternatlve sources of data, the study must depend ‘on the

membershlp 115tS and the observatlons of the researcher "
Informal 1nterT1ews may have produced\more complete
answers to. some of the questlons set in the quest1onna1re
'schedule Constralnts on t1me and f1nanc1al resources
precluded more in- depth 1nterv1ew1ng Furthermore, an
in- depth collectlon oﬁ nformatlon was not p0551ble because
of the non- cooperatlve attltude of some of the respondents,
spec1f1cally dur1ng the\ 1lot questlonna1re surve; Some of
thlS was overcome by el1munat1ng some of the questlons,'
partlcularly those on 1ncome, the educat10nal level of the
respondents, 1nformat10n on\the earller moves and b1rth of
all. the chlldren of_ the famliy' Thls means, thlS study w111

\
only exam1ne the ba51c elements of the East Ind1an

1ntra—urban mlgratlon and only\thelr last move in c1ty

A\

\

-
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5. SPATIAL DIMENSIONS OF INTRA-URBAN MIGRATION FLOW
. o . M L)

- .

s
K

The examination of . the spatial dimensions of the intra-urban

'migration pattern is an important issUe for‘a‘better
comprehens1on of how they relate to a mover's stages of the
life-cycle. Thls chapter prov1des an emplrlcal analysis of
the spatlal dimensions of intra-urban re51dent1al mlgratlon
patterns of the East Indian households in Edmonton The
flrst section of this chapter prlmarlly ;ncludes a
descriptive analysis of the areal variation of the pattern
of households before and after the move, ‘phe\second and -
third sectlons contain the ana1y51s on dlrectlon and
dlstance of the move respectlvely. The fourth -section
includes the analy51s of the time of move, that is the year
when the households changed thelr re51dence in Edmonton.

Finally, a conclu51on is drawn from.these emplrlcal-results.

. 5.1 AREAL VARIATION" OF THE EAST INDIAN HOUSEHOLDS BEFORE AND :
AFTER THE MOVE |

The sample consists of 152 East Indlan households 1n
Edmontoh of Whlch 44 1 per cent had changed the1r re51dence
once a/d 26.3 per cent '15 1 per cent and 14, 5 per cent d1d
the same tw1ce, three tlmes and more than three tlmes
respeg t1ve1y, since the1r arrival in the city. On the
iaverage, the sample households had changed. thelr res1dence
tw1ce in the city. However, only the 1nformat1on perta1n1ng A

Y

to/the1r last move was collected for the purpose of th1s

oo 102
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study, irreSpective of how many moves they had made and when

they moved. o ) - ' :

The areal varlatlon of the East Indlan households

‘before,and-after‘thelr last move’ln‘Edmonton 1s shown in

. Figure 5.1. This flgure deplcts two d1st1nct patterns of

~ "distribution. Firstly,. there 1s the presence of a

,sigﬁfficant number of households around tye‘centre,of.the
city before the moue.‘SecondIYQ étter~thefmove'very.few
householdslare found around the,cehtre of-the city'but most |
of them are in the perlpheeial suburbs The concentratlons
occur ma1n1y 1n ‘some selected res1dent1al areas (e g |
Millwoods,. Duggan, Greenfleld West Jasper Placel
'MalmoPla1n, Thorncllff Prlmrose and Londonderry) The zone
‘1n between the centre and the’ perlphery of the city fyf
accommodates a much hlgher number of the households before
the move than ‘it does after the move. The varlatlon‘of thé
patternpof the moves between the_two perlods 1§ generally

.away from the centre of the city. ' Lo ® .y
In order to perceive’the overall merment pattern, a
'street map of the ClEY of Edmonton was dev1ded 1nto 56, qud

'squares of equal siz Each of the squares was a551gned a-

" character accordlng to the movement assoc1ated w1th 1t Thus<

a square in which more shlfts had or1glnated than termlnated

is ascrlbed a negatlve character. The d1fference between ‘the

number'of-outward and inward moves (0-D) was calculated.and
J .

this flgure 1nd1cates the - net loss for that square.

'Conversely, where more moves termlnated than or1glnated

0
.9
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that is when the total number of D is hlgher than the total o
number 0, the square 1s ascribed a p051t1ve character The

: d1fferent1al 1nd1cates the net gain- for ‘that square

c

The overall sh1ft1ng pattern in terms of the 51ze of
bthe dlfferentlal 1 e. net. loss and net ga1n, 1s -shown - 1n:
-,;Flgure 5.2, The squares w1th large numbers of sh1fts have
‘h1gh d1fferent1als{ The sguares w1th zero d1fferent1alsp
where 1ncom1ng and outgo1ng moves~are equal in number are

termed "areas of equ111br1um"_ Those w1th some. dlfferentlal
{that is one and more than one,'are termed -areas'of".
'dlsequ111br1um . . | S

The areal d1str1butlon of‘the squares w1th var10us~;d

d1fferent1als demonstrates the follow1ng features. :

1; The central c1Ey is an area—of marked outward

5movement. The squares w1th greatest loss occur at the centre.
: o A T '
“of the c1ty L 'ﬁ

o ' 2 The mlddle zone, that lS 1n between the centre and
.fithe per1phery of the c1ty, is an area w1th»a comp051te type,g
‘;of movement .The squares in thlS zone of the c1ty ‘are w1th
-all, types}.posltlve,lnegatlve and zero dlfferentlals. The';'

j_squares w1th negat1ve dlfferentlals are hlgher 1n number.;
‘Although the outg01ng are hlgher in. number than the 1ncom1ng
>households, it has not created any sharp change 1n thlS zone. )
~compared w;th;thefcentral and the perlpherlal-areas of the |
orty. - Y 2. o |

3 The majorlty of the re51dent1al areas at the -

perlphery of the c1ty show ‘a net . gain. However, some -
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residential areas -at the periphery are areas of eduilibrium
haVLng-no-gain and'lOSSes‘byVintra4urban movement of the .

i

' East Indlan households. Examples are, Beverly,
5

%‘““Rﬁndle Helghfs_“Bonaventure, Idylwylds and™ Warw1ck
‘h4 In terms of net- galn, the areas of greatest

dlsequ111br1um are in- the perlphery of the c1ty Net galn 1s
hlghest in Mlllwoods. Th1s is. a newly developed re51dent1al
area ‘at the per1phery of the c1ty where hou51ng was
comparatlvely cheaper than other suburban re51dent1al areas
(Larson 1979 Lebourge01s, 1981' and: Royal Trust 1983X.
o 1' R ' N '

5 2 DIRECTION OF THE MOVE i
The areal varlatlon of the East Indlans before and

after the move deplcts that the movement pattern of thls'

communlty is’ generally outward 1n dlrectlon that is, .

towards the perlphery of the c1ty In order to 1nvestlgate r

the absolute dlrectlon of the flow the llnear dlstance of

}

) the.- or1g1n and destlnatlon'locatlons of each move. from the
1ntersect10n of 1018t Street and 101st Avenue (c1ty centre)'
:‘1s calculated ‘Next each of the moves 1s ascrlbed a‘ 3 |
character that‘ls elther towards .0x away from the c1ty
o centre accordlng to the d1rect10n of the flow (see chapter
Flgure 4, 1) Thus' a move for wh1ch the dlstance between
the or1g1n and the c1ty centre (L1) 1s greater than that of
_ the dlstance between the destlnatlon and the c1ty centre
R (L2) that 1s L1 L2 ‘is p051t1ve 1s ascrlbed as a move -

'ftowards the clty.centre; Converselyllwhere L2-L1'1s_: e
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negative, a move towards the perlphery is. 1nd1cated in
other words, away from the c1ty centre F1nally, the two )

sets of d1rect10ns are cla551f1ed by 1 kllometre groups by

—;~dlstance~of~the orlgln from the c1ty centre~to g1ve the data'f
presented in Table 5.1, ‘ ' AR .F'."f&. |
_ Table 5; 1nd1cates that more than three quarters (76%).
oflthe;total East Indian households moved away from the city
cehtfé, This figure isimuch higher'than:that; mentioned bw
McCracken.(1§73; 75) for all intra-urban moves in Edmonton,"
.'whiCh:was_SO;V per cent. It was 62 2" per cent for. the
Child-bEaring’households in Edmonton (Lukomsky], 1974: 84),°
Using the percentage of-mowes shiftlng'tOwards andhaway
from ‘the" ‘city centre as a measure of dlrectlonal b1as, it is
"strlklngly ev1dent that inner o1ty movers dlsplay the most'
d-blased'pattern That 1s,\they are more l1kely to move away
from the c1ty centre; Mlddle zone households appear to
dlsplay sllghtly ‘more b1as towards the. per1phery of the c1ty
‘than those households whlch are in the outer suburban
‘.re51dent1al areas .of.. the c1ty o
| McCracken s study on 1ntra urban.mlgrat1on 1n Edmonton'
;-showed that among aIl the moves. orlglnatlng w1th1n -one mile
(1. 6 Km) of the c1ty centre, 81 per cent was in an. outward |
E d1rect1on (McCracken 1973 75) But Table 5 1 shows that 94
per cent of the East Indlans who were w1th1n 2 kllometres ofu
the c1ty centre had moved towards the perlphery of the city.
ThlS suggests that in Edmonton, a hlgher percentage of the-

East Indlans who res1ded Aear the c1ty centre was eager to
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 TABLE 5.1-°

——CONCENTRIC—VARIATION-OF—DIRECTION-OF-—THE-MOVE

.

" .Distance of Total Moves, towards Moves, outwards
“origin from number the city centre ‘from the city centre -
the.city. *- of. - (Li-L2=megative) (L1-L2=positive] ~ .\
centre - moves- I S
(1)Kps - - (N1). No. - % of moves:. No. .% of moves-

S . . oof originating . of -  "originating
moves from each: moves from each
(N2) class(%-N1) " (N3) class(# N1)

\

Tg - 0.99  R ”d,,~- 0.0 - f[ N +7 100,
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99 25 - o 4.0, . 24 . - 9.
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9 es.
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89 21 T2 .
| 25,
© 35,
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N o o o v W o o o
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o o
©
I

w
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.m , ]
w H (8]

- 4 6. ;fzﬁ‘,, 84,
R gé.» 18 : "v 27_ '”-tgn';13;"' 72. -
9 - 'éﬁgé”.' 9 \5:. © 55.6 4 4: Z C 44,4 i
10°- 10.99 . 4 . 4 100.0 " < 0 " 0.0
1 - 11,99 - 4 3 75.0 1 5.0
12.éhd above | _5';j 4"".80.0‘ 1 90,07

“ Total  150. . 36 - 24.0 ' {14. . 76.0
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‘move away from it.
~In order to pércelve the over all d1rect1op of the

move, the street map of Edmonton was divided 1nto 56 gr1d

squares of equal size by d1v1d1ng north to south into 7 and

east to west -into 8 equal sections (Figure 5 2). Then each
of the 56 sect:ons was named as 1,2,3,4,5,6,7 and
'A B,C,D,E,F,G and H from north to south and west to east
AreSpectlvely The number of moves originating and |
termlnatlng in each of the grid squares was calculated ané
'is presented in Figure 5.3. The flow matrix (Figure 5.3) of
the:Easthndians:in Edmonton shows that the dlrectlon of the
majorlty of the moves is.away from the c1ty entre..Thls/rs
spec1f1cally true for those moves whlch had orlginated at’
“the city centre. . | . ‘ o 'T' .
Althoughfthe-oyerallfmovement is a9h§ from the=city-
centre, most moves‘terminated in nearby areas..It is.
_notiCeable'that almost.all,the(moves,originating ln the
north middle. zone (ca, ’C5- CG) and ‘northern suburbs of the,
c1ty, termlnated w1th1n the same zone but towards the' |
.7per1phery of the city. Conversely, nearly 50 per cent of the‘
moves or1g1nat1ng in the southern middle zone .of the city
%termlnated within the same zone and except for a few moves,
the.majorlty of~the rest moved towards the southernw"
‘perlphery of the city. The southern. periphery (1nclud1ng
'Mlllwoods, Duggan, Greenf1eld) is the only zone of the c1ty

'where a 51gn1f1cant number of moves termlnated . However,

’=7most of the moves wh1ch termlnated in the southern perlphery

-
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of the city had originated from the same zone. This suggests
that the East Indians tended to relocate nearby, within the
same zone but away from the city'centre. It also suggests™

that, they prefer to.move to those neighborhoods which are

known to'them. This'aspect will be examined more fully when

the data from the questionnaire are analyzed.

5.3 DISTANCE OF THE MOVE -

As was mentioned in chapter 3, the literature on
,intra urban migration indicates that the majority of the
intra-urban moves are short in distance. The flow matrix
also shons tnat the significant pfoportion of the East
lndians relocated w1thin the 'same zone. Figure 5.4 describes
'the distance frequency distribution of reSidential moves of
4the East Indians in Edmonton This has been calculated by /
'measuring the linear distance of_each of the:@pyes andr
groupingfthem inte_1 kilometre‘distance clasgee.'The‘
percentage distribution shows that moves of less than 2
kilometres-in length accoUnted.fof»TQ per. cent of the total,
fen per”eent of the total moves are more than 14 kilometres
long. However,'the average.length of move is 5.8 kilod%tres.
Moves of less‘ghan 6 kilometres in length accounted for 63
per cent of the total. This information.suggests'that Qery
small_and‘Qery long moves are fewer'in‘number and that the
East Indians are more ligely to make,moderate distance moves .

6f a relatively short distance.
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It was hypothesized in chapter 3 that, the distance of
a move increases as the origin of the move changes from the
inner to the outer parts of the city. This is because, on

the one hand, the housing density decreases from inner to

outer suburbs as most of the dwelling units in the inner
city are apartments while in the outer.suburbs single
detached housiné predominates (refer to chapter‘1, see page.
~5). On the other hand, as the life-cycle changes the
- households gradually move from apartment huildings in the
innericity, towards ‘the periphery of the city (refer ‘to
chapter.B).,To.determine the distance of move with respect
to place of origin, T2'diStance'classes~from the city centre
were identified by drawing c1rcles on the map centred on the
city centre and with radii of 1, 2 3 to 12 kllfmetres Then
the average length of moves wh1ch had orlglnated from each
of the "on k1lometres dlstance classes was calculated The.
average'lengthlof move originating from each class thus
bobtalned is shown 'in Figure 5.5. \ |

- ThlS flgure does not show' an& increase 1n 1ength of
: 7move with an. 1ncrease 1n dlstance from/the c1ty centre.u

,.However, on . average, the longest move is . from ‘the perlphery

of the c1ty and the shortest average move is from the m1ddle

" zone (6 7 Kms' from the city centre) of . the c1ty

Flgure 5.4 shows that except for two (2 3 kms and 3 4
'hhs) most of the claSSes whlch/are w1th1n 7 kllometres of .'
. the city centre'have shorter dlstance moves_than those fv_l
‘heyond:J'kilometres from the_city centre. Itvshould bel

-
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FIGURE 5.5
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mentioned here that these'twq classes accounted for 46 per
cent ‘of the moves originating from within 7 kilometres of
the city centre. Of the average distance of the moves

originating beyond 7\kilometfes from the city centre, except -

for two classes'(1b-5J and 11j12)4,a11 were comparatively

longer than those which ﬁad‘origihafgd.ffpm inner part«of\

the gﬁty{ | |
'Thé distahce frequency disﬁ;ibution indicates the‘
average lengthlof moves»driginatihg'in the outer zone of the
city is comparatively‘lénger'thantthose originating in the
inner zone‘of'the city{'This~showS that, although the East
Indians who resided in the inner part of the city move away
‘ffbm_the city centre, thef are more likely than .those |
residing elsewhere to ¢OVe within or to neafby , .

neighborhoods. In contrast those who feside on the peripﬁery

of the city move in both inward and outward directions and"

\
|

are likely- o change not ohiy the neigﬁbérhood, bﬁt also the
area. | Y ‘ ' .
5.4 .TIME dF MOVE

A'knowledge.of the:time.ofﬂmove is importaht to better
understand £he tbtal movement pagterﬁ.'The data‘bn the
length of stay of the households in their present :eéidende
provided information on thé time of.mdve.>Length of Etay in
the present residence is less'thah’Z yeérs_for-46 pef cent |
of the households (Table 5.2). Although 26.3 per ‘cent of the

respondents have lived in their present residence for less
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TABLE 5.2

- EREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION'OF.THE EAST~INDIAN_HDUSEHOLDS

IN _EDMONTON - BY LENGTH OF STAY "IN THE PRESENT
RESIDENGE

Length of stay - Number of Percéntage
(months) - households = = of total

Less than 12~ 40 26.3

12 - 23 B0 e 19T
. 24 - 35 26 i

H;1.

Tos

~ AN

3 - 47 . 16

A8 - 59 . f0o. - 6.6

60 - 83 2 7.9
84 = 119 . 7. 4.6,

120 and aboyé‘ S N 77.2* '

 Total. R L7 99.9

Source: .Questionnaire Survey -
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than one year, 3.23 years is the mean'length of stay in the

| present re51dence for all the households. This suggests that
the East Ind1ans have been very moblle in Edmonton and they

arw more l1kely to change the1r resﬂdence about every three
h

years. More than 63 per cent of the households changed thelrl
residence w1th1n the last 3 years As referred to 1n chapter .
2, thls rime per1od corresponds to the t1me perlod when “
certaln res1dent1al areas started to develop at the |
per1phery of “the c1ty Therefore, 1t can. be tentatlvely sald
that hou51ng opportunltles have a strong 1mpact on the
- movement pattern of the East-Indlan households ;n Edmonton;u7
This will be considered whenvthefdata from.interview - |

schedules are analyzed.

5.5 SUMMARY ‘ _
Throughout thlS chapter it"vasanoted thatjthe'most'
:fvis1ble migration flow is outwards fromstheucity?centre.:'5"
"From thlS flow 1t is poss1ble to show that the 1n1t1a1
settlement of. most of the East Ind1ans was in the 1nner part'
of the c1ty. That 1s, at the t1me of thelr arrlval the'
major1ty of the East Indlans settled in the 1nner part of"
c1ty and after some t1me they moved towards the outer part
A.of the c1ty. The flow 1s predom1nantly towards those suburbs’
}nwhlch are newly developed re51dent1al areas and where
fhou51ngy1svcomparat1vely cheaper-than,other:suburbanj';

residential areas.



'Only 24 per cent'ot the households moved towars the
city centre. Most are from the outer zone of the city.vA 3
~'very high percentage of'the East Indians moved‘towards the
periphery, of the city. ThlS 1s much higher than the moves i
‘—‘““assoc1ated wrth‘the ‘total-population of Edmonton as—shown— by——“~¥m~
| McCracken. However,,most,ot the moves terminated in nearby’

re51dent1a1 areas. °

A low percentage of the total h'useholds shlfted a very
short and very long dlstance. The majorlty of them moded a
moderate dlstance (3-6 Kms) from thelr former res1dence to
nearby nelghborhoods. The moves or1g1nat1ng from the inner -
part of the city are c0mparat1vely shorter in dlstance than
those from the outer part of the c1ty.,,, | |
The East Indlan households in Edmonton change thelr‘;'
re51dence frequently More than one quarter of the
respondents moved w1th1n the last. year and more than 63 per.
cent of them moved w1th1n the last 3 years from the time the: :
survey was conducted -The time. of thexr-move shows that the
‘majority of them moved after the development of certa1n
r251dent1al areas at the perlpherlal suburbs of the c1ty In
V other words, hous1ng opportun1t1es have a major 1mpact on
the m1grat1on pattern“of the East Indlans in Edmonton.
The questlon now is why the-East Indlans in Edmonton
‘lhave thlS type of*movement.pattern. Doe% It relate_to the1r-
stages of the 11fe cycle or to ava1lable hous1ng |

opportunltles w1th1n the City of Edmonton or to other

;factors?-However,-hy_follow1ng Lukomsyj s work on all
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child-bearing households-in Edmonton, it.can be tentatively’
- . suggested that the East Indians arevin thejéarly_stagésfof

their life-cycle. This aspect'willﬁbe‘éxamined fplly‘ih.

chapters 6 and.7 when data frbmvthe.questionnai:e survey are,

-

»¥w_f—ahalyzedu '

fi




6. DEMOGRAPHIC AND- SOCIO—ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF . THE

Lo EAST INDIAN MOVERS IN EDMONTON

Similar to-'the areal variation in'migration'flows"aS'

——~~dlSCUSSed¢ln chapter_Sr_the_moves that occur_in. metropolltan_

‘i_ areas are not evenly dlstrlbuted across the populat1on. Most

of the moves that occur in metropolltan areas are u
W{concentrated among certaln segments of the popdlatlon.-Itv‘

has been documented that the varlables closely related to-

:the ﬁamlly llfe cycle are the major soc1a1 and demographlc
pucharacter1st1cs dlstlngulshlng moblle from stable »p'yip‘_ﬁ;
rdhouseholdS‘ It therefore is’ necessary to . exam1ne the :‘. |
'7Cdemograph1c and SQ;}O economlc character1st1cs wh1ch are-

”;pclosely related to. th:)famlly llfe cycle of the East Indlan-
,Qmovers 1n Edmonton for. a. better understandlng of/thelr
v'moblllty pattern. . | o | ;

A descriptlve'analy51s of the demographlc and

%zdsoc1o economlc characterlstlcs of the East Ind1an households_&

'7wh1ch changed thelr re51dence 1n Edmonton 1s the content of

th1s chapter. R

ﬁi6 1 DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS
The pr1nc1pa1 var1ables whlch are used to 1dent1fy
vadfvarlous stages of the 11fe cycle are the demographlc'Citf"‘
~“fgcharacterlst1cs of a. household ThlS sectlon of the chapter.
vfhcontalns an analy51s of some selected demographlc

';characterlstlcs of the East Ind1an movers in: Edmonton. These o
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variables are: age, sex, marital status and household size.

6.1.1 Age
'The variable age has been shown to be very 1mportant in

'1ntra urban m1gratlon bacause, ages of the movers of a

household are one of the 1mportant 1nd1cators of various
‘stages of the life- cycle. ‘ | |

The age d15tr1but1on pattern of the East Indlan movers
in‘Edmonton;shows a pattern similar to the other movers in
North Amerlcan c}ties. Figure 6. 1 depicts that the'age of
66. 5 per cent of‘the heads of the sample households is not
‘more than 40 years. Among all only 6 per cent is-more than
‘V50 years ‘old and none of them is less than 21 years | ‘
-VSIXty two per cent of the. household heads are w1th1n the age-'
group of 26 40 years. The ‘mean age of the head of the S
' households is about.38 years ThlS age dlstrlbutlon 1s
s51mllar to that of other East Indlans in d1fferent Canadian
c1t1es (Slddlque,,1977 HusalnLN 1981' and Yasmln, 1982) vltrb
:can be sa1d that llke other movers in North Amerlcan c1t1es;
-.East Indlans are predomlnantly young.;. \_' |
| l, Mean age of the w1fe of the sample households is: 34
‘_years. Among the.households, 83 per cent is. not more than 40
Jyears (Flgure 6 2). About 74 per cent is w1th1n the age'd”
group of 26 40 years. The equ1valent percentage for the |

r'fmovers in Toronto 1s much less than thlS (Slmmons and ‘Baker;

- f;1974)
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FIGURE 6.2
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‘Table 6.1 and 6.2 depiCt.the»ages of the eldest and
youngest child in the family. One quarter (25%) of the

households have children 15 years of age and over.

Conversely, more than half (55.8%) of the.hduseholds have .
children of less than 6_years‘ot age.‘Table 6.1 shows that
the_children of 56 per cent of the hoUseholds is wunder _the
;age of 10 years. More than three quarters of the total
}households had at least one ch11d less than 10 yearS’old'
fThlS shows that the’ majorlty of the East Indians who ‘had
_’changed thezr re51dence in Edmonton ‘are composed of youthful‘
uadults and young chlldren
L Gl1ck (1957) and Foote et al (1960) have stated that

m.st households in the Chlld bearlng stage are composed of -
adults in- the late twentleS\or older and chlldren up to the
~age of ten years. Lan51ng and Klsh (1957) 1dent1fy two

Astages of the 11fe cycle. The households with a Chlld under

6 years 1s in the chlld-bearlng stage and that w1th all
chlldren over 6 years in the ch11d rearlng" stage (refer tO'\Q
:chapter 3) Therefore, it can be" stated that accordlng to )
the age dlstrlbutlon pattern of the members of the East

Ind1an households whlch changed thelr re51dence in Edmonton,

-a 51gn1f1cant proportlon of them are e1ther 1n the |

-~

’ Chlld bearlng or Chlld rearlng st\ge of the1r llfe cycle.
A . N - f‘. S ‘. o : -
;:S;gf*’é Sex ‘“:' | - N h o ," o . .
- The sample cons1sts of 152 households of Whlch the head
| of 99 p;?mcent 1s male. ThlS f1gure conflrms the. earl1er
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TABLE 6.1

Age (Years)

AGE_DISTRIBUTION OF THE ELDEST CHILD IN‘THE FAMILY

Number - Percentagé}%of N)
‘Lesé than.1. 1 0.9
{ - 2.9 6 -
3 - 4.9 16 13.8
5 - 6.9 21 18.1.
7 - 8.9 10" 8.6
9 - 10.9 11 9/5
11 - 12,9 10 8.6 -
13 = 14.9, 12 103
15 and above 29° © o500
Total (N) 116 100.0

Source : Questionnaire Survey.
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TABLE 6.2

AGE DISTRIIBUTION OF THE_ YOUNGEST CHILD IN THE FAMILY

Age (Years) B Nghber .‘Percentége(%bf N)
Léss than 1 5 ' 5.8
1 - 2.9 11 1208

3 - 4.9 11 . 12.8
5- 6.9  21 .. 24.4 .
7- 89 . . 5 . 5.8

g - 10.9 13 15,1 ’

11 - 12,9 L, 5 - 5.8

13 - 14.9 - e T 8.2

15 and above - 8 o 9.3

" Total (N} . 88 " 100.0 -

Source: Questionnaire Survey.

b
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statement (chapter 2) of male-dominant characteristics of

",the East Indlan commun1ty in .Canada. Howeyer this h1gher

- percentage of. male movers does not correspond to the general

trend in North American c1t1es..L1terature on intra-urban-
~migration in NorthﬂAmerican cities shows that the’households
headed by females are more mobile than those headed by males

(Weinberg and Quigley, 1977: 52).

‘6 1.3 Mar1tal Status

More than 90 per cent of the heads of the East Indlan-
households whlch had changed their re51dence in Edmonton are
: marrleda ThlS flgure is similar to other East Indlans 1n;
different Canad;an c1t1es‘(refer-to chapter 2)._However,,a
family is.more’likely to move than a single'person'in North‘
American c1t1es. From the Phlladelphla Treton area study,

Fredland (1974) concludes that the. never- marrled 1s less;'

likely to move than the marrled R0551 (1980) u51ng the

uhousehold comp051tlon to cla551fy the sample movers of
Philadelphia, f1nds only about one quarter of the total
sample were 51ngle person households. So 1t can be stated
the presence of hlgher numbers of fam111es among the East
Indian movers 1n Edmonton corresponds to ‘the. general trend

of North American c1t1es. B

ot

The»average length of marrlage of the.sample households
is 10 years.lThls 1nformatlon is shown in Table 6. 3 Length

of marrlage is more than 15 9" years for more than one flfth

of the households and 1t is less than six years for 30 1‘per-*'
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TABLE 6.3

LENGTH OF.MARRIAGE OF EAST INDIAN MOVERS IN EDMONTON

. Length of'mafriage .~ Number - Percentage
‘ (Years) - of Total

Less than 2.° 14~ 10.8
2
4- 5.9 17 3.1

3.9 / 8 5.2

6 - 7.9 = 8. - 18,
B - T R
Sate 14 s 10.
e s s
5.9 13 .0

1

10

1

o

: “14.

ol o N ®m -

©.16 énd.aboVév'V;'v~ '28   1v- QT.

CTotal . - 180 100.0

- Source.: Questionnaire Survey.
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cent of the households. However, slightly more than half

(51.6%) of the houSeholds,were formed within the last

decade. In North American cities, most of the moves made by

a~family—take*placewwfthln““”decade‘aftefmits;format1on
(RoSsi, 1980) ThlS suggests that more than half of the East

Ind1an movers in Edmonton are in those stages of the1r

Allfe cycle when propens1ty to move is very high.

6.1'4 Household Size

The frequency d1str1butlon of the size of East Indlan

'-households wh1ch moved w1th1n Edmonton 1nd1cates that the

'._average household size of" the sample households is larger.

;than the average of all households in Edmonton ‘The 1981 :

TCensus shows that the average size of a fam11y 1n Edmonton

| is 3 1 persons.‘The average famlly 51ze of the East Indlanb

'movers 1n Edmonton wf% 3 7 persons. Although the 51ze of 25‘“

-fper cent of the households 1s more than four, 37 5 per cent

-'of the households had four people..

Table 6 4 1nd1cates that the percentage of households

1ncreases w1th the household s1ze. It reached 1ts max1mum

1,,percentage when the household 51ze 1s four and decreases

‘v,‘agaln as household 51ze contlnues to 1ncrease. Therefore, 1t‘

‘can be stated that of the East Indlan movers, the very small,-*”

“fﬁand very large famllles are less llkely to move than those

'.whlch are medlum 1n s1ze. Thls is 51m11ar to Fredland s

‘(1974) flndlngs. The d1str1but10n pattern of the East Indlanfjn-f’:

mover s household 51ze is, 51m1lar to the general movers 1n' "[

\. -
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IABLE 6.4 L

HOUSEHOLD SIZE OF THE EAST INDIAN MOVERS IN EDMONTON

Household size  Number - Peréen_tége. d'f":"fotéT_

2 2 ia.
3 28 e
LT
6
7
8

TR

28 . sl
1 o Y

N o W s OLBs O

e ST U

. .Source : Questionnaire Survey. . . .



132

Toronto‘and-Philadelphia‘(Simmonsland Baker,1974; and:ROSSl;

11980).

—_— MM-G 2 SOC I O-ECONOMI CMCHARACTERI STICS.

The purpose of th1s sectlon 1s to present -a descr1pt1ve‘

t
analy51s of -some selected soc1o economic characterlstlcs of

‘the.East Indlan movers 1n Edmonton ThlS 1s done because in:
\addition to the demographlc components of the 11fe cycle of
5:households.a numbe;)of research f1nd1ngs suggest several
4:ther correlates of res1dentlal mob111ty These are tenure,h
t-'“status, type of occupled dwelllng un1t, occupat10nal status
l“and varlables wh1ch are not ea51ly cla551f1ed An - analy51s-

[ P

J‘of these var1ables 1s the content of the study "_‘; \ RS

6. 2 1 Tenure'Status3ﬁ“ f3~w?” ffﬁ]ih;*,} ‘,';-'p',u“-
Tenure status deflnes whether a respondent is-a renter i
S R £
”i.or an owner of the dwelllng un1t he occuples Table 6 5

'shows the tenure status of the East Indlan movers before andf?

h'after the1r move 1n Edmonton.‘lt 1s determlned from thelr‘ff

5'status 1n the present and the prev1ous dwelllng un1t

*thelr move..After the move, only 29 per cent of the

V'households are found to be renters. That 1s, more than 50
o jper cent of the renters became the owners of a dwelllng ‘
'l un1t. ThlS suggests, the East'Indlan movers place a h1gh
Tﬂ;prlorlty on’ home ownershlp (refer to chapter 2) ThlS 1s

“}jalso mentloned by McCracken (1973) for all 1ntra urban ‘;L-;f'

Seventy elght per cent of the movers were renters before ~\;gfzfj
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-

TENURE STATUS OF THE EAST INDIAN MOVERS IN EDMONTON

‘-_Tenure7stétus x Before move 5::> After: move

Number Percentage Number_'Pefcehtage .
Owned <33 - . 21.9 . 107 70,9
_  Rentedu '7 _ :7‘118‘f TR 1 = E 44?:  o291

 fotal 151" . 100.0 " 151 . 100.0

Source : Questionnaire Survey.
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movements in Edmonton. o;"‘.y' R AR

;6 2. 2 Dwell1ng Un1t

Here concern 1s with the type of dwelllng that the'

”_household occuples before and after the. move. The dwelllng
un1ts are cla551f1ed 1nto four d1fferent types. These are
s1ngle detached house, condom1n1um duplex and apartment

,About two f1fths (37 7%) of the East Indlan apartment

.tldwellers moved to another apartment The remalnder of them'

¥(62 3%),moved to some: other type of" dwell1ng un1t Before
* the move XS 4 per cent of the sample were l1v1ng in an,,
.apartment but thlS percentage decreased to 17 2 after the
‘. move (Table 6. 6) Before the move 25 7 per cent of the ‘
hmovers were in 51ngle detached hou51ng, after the move th1s ;

i

flgure 1ncreased to 67 5 per cent That 1s,-51ngle defached”“

's'hou51ng dwellers 1ncreased by 260 per. cent However,'“

-'1ﬁdwe11er 1s co!
"}'hous;ng types‘a

‘“;adetachedfhousing.

'apartment and condom1n1um dwellers decreased by 21 0 and 220

'per cent respectlvely The number of movers re51d1ng 1n _
. A ' : .
- duplex dwellxngs dld not change. ThlS suggests that for thej_"
: ) 5\ .

’anst-Indlan overs the propen51ty to move of an apartment\

'aratively'higher'than,the*dwellers injother€'

'1nce thls study is- concerned exclu81vely:'
;w1th the movers, 1t'partly conf1rms the f1nd1ngs of other |
?researchers 1n that apartment dwellers are ‘more llkely to
E'move more: often than those who re51de 1n other hou51ng

k'types.'Therefore,.from thlS ev1dence and the research

§ that the hlghest preference is for srngle'“"f
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;iN EDMONTON BEFORE AND AFTER THE MOVE

L ﬂf51ng1e detached e 'fE::E:fJ77“}A‘Q“,;1’u
. . . house .o j_:;'39'j,7;V 2577:"{3_ 102 - 67,

.EApartmeht”' 1' vak'ég - QVE45:4 3”5EE3‘AQG ”EE AJEE
Othe'rs e :*f{l s, 9 _’".;l.f"éflv“ﬁ%i' 1
Total v 15 _1‘0«0.0--*.1;_-."/, U452 100,

':Source}{ijUestidnnaire survey.. . .

_T.ABLE 6. 6 I

'EfTYPE OF DWELLING UNIT. OCCUPIED BY -THE EAST INDLAN MDVERS

EAType of R Before the move 3’[Ei After the move""_

dwe111ng un1t = C .
' Number Percentage‘ Number _Pencentage.

7
Condom1n1um E:EV‘ w>26; | 17 1 . 11‘2517'7',_‘-77.
5

o




1 (Statlstlcs

s

'reported in sect1on one of thlS chapter, 1t can be stated
.

that the East Indlan movers are predomlnantly 1n the early
stage of thelr l1fe cycle and that the m1grat1on flow is 5

'predomlnantly from apartment and condomlnlum dwelllngs to

*16 2 3 Occupat1ona1 Status S

s1ngle detached hous1ng Therefore, the1r movement pattern

‘ ls towards the perlphery of the c1ty

, N
'__ The occupatlonal status of the sample 1s based" on the

“OCcupat1onal c1a551f1cat10n of the_"Immlgratlon Statlstlcs"‘ '

:“1nd1cated by the 1mm1grants when they arrlved 1n Canadal

anada, 1980) The occupatlonal dlstrroutlon of

l;hthe East- Inilan respondents is shown 1n Table 6.7. The table:'”

'bdlndlcates that a relatlvely hlgh percentage (67 8%) of the |
,heads of ‘the . ho&seholds 1s 1n the managerlal and
1‘profess1onal occupatlons. A s1m11ar dlstrlbutlon ‘has beeno

'¢7noted in the 11terature on East Ind1ans in Canadlan c1t1es._-

a

,However,ythls is much hlgher than ‘the 24 1 per cent of the

v;gremployed populat1on of Alberta 1n these categorles 1n 1981' V‘J

(Alberta Bureau of Statlstlcs,v1982) The study on- ,; f;ﬂ

1 re51dent1al movement 1n Toronto also 1nd1cates hlgh mobllltyf

Trates ior those people who are in. profe551onal and .

/

lm‘managerlal occupatlons (Slmmons and Baker 1974) As1de fromfi

~

‘?the profe551onals, a 51gn1flcant (10 1%) percentage of the
iEast Indlan movers are students and 9 7 per cent of the
'total respondents work as mechanlcs. A very low percentage

‘;'of the heads of the- East Indlan households are - 1nvolved w1tht

[ O3
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TABLE 6.7

OCCUPATIONAL STATUS OF THE EAST INDIAN MOVERS IN EDMONTON -

, Occupéffona] oo .jHead of the o Wife:
. status* o ‘househo1d - |

Number . Percentage ~Number Percentage

o~

Entrepreneurs 14 9.4 o2

—

Manéger{él. B 12 ' 8.1 3
iProfesQ{ona] B . 75 .750;
"C]éricai5‘  _ | 1 S
' Sales. o | ,-4 

Service 1

- W W ~N o W

W N o o o

0
2
0
Phbcéssjhé‘ o ! '__. - 0.
Mechanic SRS 9
Repairing'-. B 2
 Trénsboff; . ” 3; 2 1.

Labbhnerﬁ' 'b‘_f. 8 g,

Ul O O o N B~ B~ U= o N

W o o o w o O ©

“Student 150 10.1°

~3
ul
O

' Housewife_' 0 0

| Iotal 1490 1000 141 .1oo;of

ok This is condensed from the occupat1ona] c]ass1f1cat1 ii‘
of the "Imm1%rat1on Stat1st1cs 5 Stat1st1cs Canada
K =97.51 - |
- Source : -Questionnaire Survey.

N
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multifarious (which are not included in<this‘occupational
classificatlon) occupations. ThlS suggests that East. Indian
movers are predominantly profe551onals and thlS group has

been shown to have a‘higher mobllity nate than the other

city dwEIlers;

. . The occupatlonal dlstribution of the East Indian ‘movers
~also demonstrates a distinct variatlon in te:us of sex. A
chi-square‘test was run to determ1Qe the'51gn1ficance of theh'

3
variation in the occupatlonal distribution patterns between

3
heads and wives of households. The thirteen occupational

'vcategories (Table 6.7) were collapsed 1nto six categories to

overcome the restrictions of chi—square testing ‘It was

-found that there was a. 51gn1f1cant difference between the

two distributlon at the 0.01 level 6x 97. 51 w1th 5 degrees.

'h of freedom). It is fairly obv1ous from Table 6 7. that only a

-

few women: are involved w1th non- profe551onal occupation Itp
is found that all the heads of the households’ are employed
About fifty per cent (49 7%) of the female spouses is
employed It should be mentioned.here that 55.8 per cent‘of‘",
the households have children:within_the ag;'of 6Jyears' |
(Table 6. 2) ‘ThiS“suggests that in order to raise small

. children a h1gh proportion of the female spouses of the
East Indian mover households had to stay home. It might also
:mean they are f1nanc1ally secure. In the-chlldrbearing and

- child- rearing stages of the life cycle the female spouse of

the household in North' American c1t1es usually stay at home '

to raise the1r children (Johnston, 1971). Therefore, it can
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. . : . o _ » tii,
be stated that the East Indian movers in Edmonton are also

N~ .

predominantly in their child%bearing and'child—rearing

stages of the life-cycle.

€.

';6 2.4 Other Factors
In addltlon to. the socio- economlc characterlst1cs whlch
‘have been d;scussed in this chapterasome other'varlables can
-alsorbe correlated with-the residential mobility of'the East
Indlan movers. These varlables are the length of re51dence
' and prior moblllty 1n the c1ty.
| The llterature on 1ntra urban’ mlgratlon says. that 'the‘

moblllty rate 1s comparat1vely hlgher for the newly arrlved

’.1mmlgrants in® the c1ty as compared to the older establlshed

's1nhab1tants, that 1s more people move soon after arr1v1ng 1n "'

sthe c1ty (Goodman 1978) Table 6. 8 deplcts that 23 2 per

cent of the respondents moved w1th1n one year of thelr

f“arrlval in the c1ty and 51 per cent of them moved w1th1n*§Wo

L

'_years of the1r arrlval "As the number of years of length of.h.‘

stay 1ncreases the number of respondents who changed thelrr'
.:re51dence decreases. Therefore, 1t would be expected that

.the mob111ty rates of the respondents would vary w1th the1r~f

ﬁblength of stay in the c1ty. Thus,‘the years of fe51dence 1nmu“5'

the c1ty of those who have moved once w1ll d1ffer from the vf-
‘years of res1dence of those who Aave moved more than once.tﬁ
: The chi- square test showed that: Jhls d1fference 1s |
%t51gn1f1cant at 0 01 level (X\- 40.06 w1th 5 degrees of

.freedom) Th1s supports the %Eevjous f1nd1ngs of hlgher B
B ' "’ M N ‘6‘£" B . . . . ° :
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TABLE 6.8

CROSS TABULATION OF THE NUMBER OF MOVES MADE AND LENGTH
QF_STAY' IN THE CITY'AT THE TIME OF MOVE '

" Llength of - > 1. 2.3.4 5 6 7 8 9 10 10> Total
.- stay at :the - . . : R L
~'time of move ' : \ '
. (Year) .
-Times of &
move o

Once - ‘v"ﬂg;. .26 16 ‘

0 67
40

~J

w

o
N
o M:_.“'
(] o .
(e .—L
(an) (]
N

Twice .. . T 6

Three times 5 " 1 3 4 1 1.5 2,0 1 1 0 3 . 22

w
o

'10“

: .QMbre than - »y L S o
. Three times -~ . * 1 0 3 0 2 1t 3 4 0 0 0 8 22,

gy

e

Total 352517 151811 8 4 3 2 0 13 151
o - e A
B o

Source : Questionnaire Survey.
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5

mob111ty rates among the newly arrived 1mm1grants than amongf
-the’ earller establlshed ones. Research hag shown that prior
mobility is strongly correlated with current mobility

(Weinberg~and'Quigley, 1977) The Table 6.8 shows‘that for

44 4 per cent of the movers thlS was - the1r f1rst move and
for 26.5 per cent thlS wa; their second move . About thlrty
per cent-(29.J%) of_the respondents changed thelrlre51dence,
more than‘two‘times‘in the. city The table shows that”as the
number of moves 1ncreases the number of households mov1ng
decreases. Although more than half of the respondents
(55 6%) had an earl1er mov1ng exper1ence, it does_not“
necessarlly support a strong correlatlon between-prlor and.
current mobility of'the East Indianimovers”in'Edmonton'w'
The number of moves made by respondents is. also related
“to thelr length of stay 1n the c1ty Table 6. 8 1nd1cates
that when the length of stay was two years or. less 73 1 per
cent of the households changed the1r re51dence only once 1nv
.the c1ty The. equ1valent percentage for those households who’
;moved tw1ce and had 11ved in Edmonton two years or less 1s'
40 per cent. For\those who moved three t1mes it was 36 4 per_f
cent and thls percentage drops to 18.2 per cent for those
lwho moved more than three t1mes. Therefore, it can be statedf
'tthat the number of moves 1ncreases the longer an East Ind1an

' _household has l1ved 1n the c1ty whlch conflrms the research

reported by.Welnbergland Qu1gley (1977).

T B
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6.3 SUMMARY
There:isfa great *deal gf evidence to show-that‘the,most.f
important determinants of‘intra—urban mobility are those

demographlc and soc1o economlc characterlstlcs wh1ch are

: closely related to’ the 11fe cycle. Th;s chapter has
'Qattempted to exam1ne.a,number<of~selected démographic and
socioseconomic characteristics”of the. East Indian movers in

r

o Edmonton.'_ ‘ =

|  The demographlc characterlstlcs of these movers
1nd1cate that llke other movers 1n<North Amerlcan c1tiesf;
East Indlan mbvers are also young They dlffer though in
',respect of sex and mar1tal status of the head of ‘the |
'households;vExcept for a- few movers, all the households are‘y
headed by- males and 90 per. cent of them are marrled More,

“than half of them were marr1ed w1th1n the last decad‘. The

‘average household 51ze of the East Indlan movers is la_ger

than the average household 51ze in Edmonton. Elghty one. per_

”v_cent of the East’ Indlan mover households had at least one

;chlld in the famlly Among them, the majorlty of the
dhhouseholds had chlldren of less than 10 years. B
‘ ‘The" exam1nat1on of the soc1o economlc characterlstlcs
- of the East Ind1an movers showed that the majorlty were
renters and lived 1n apartments before they moved After the

'move, most of them became the owner of a 51ngle detached

o house. Prev1ous research also suggested that renters are

N
most - moblle and most of the refters move w1th the 1ntent10n

"of own1ng the1r own - home._All the heads of the households -
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were employed but less than 50 per‘centuof the wives were';
employed Among‘all the employed‘ the.concentratioh'is in
: managerlal and profe551onal occupatlons.. . |

The majorlty of the mlgrants moved w1th1n two years of :

thelr arrival 1n the c1ty More than half of the sample

movers have earl1er ‘moving experlences in the c1ty Even SO, - .-

o there is not ‘a strong relatlonshlp between an earller

“moblllty experlence and the number of moves..However the»'
. number of moves is p051t1vely related to the length of stay o
in the c1ty |
o Taking these demographlc and soc1o economic components
.in'comb1nat1on\1t can be stated'that'»the East Indlan movers
in Edmonton'are young Almost all of them l1ve in a- fam1ly
with ch11dren. The. households are moderate in size and
.'ownershlp asplratlons are one - of the 1mportant deteém1nant
_factors in the1r mlgratlon dec151on. The major flow 1s from
lfrented apartment dwelllngs to owned 51ngle famlly detached
»homes All the men are employed but the majorlty of the
women stay ;t home and look after their small chlldren With3"
' referencebto the demographlc and soc1o—econom1c- | o
characterlstlcs of\the East Indlan movers ‘in. Edmonton, 1t
_can be tentatlvely stated that they are in the early stages

:"of the1r llfe cycle. Therefore 1t is ant1c1pated that l1ke

other ‘intra- urban movers who are 1n the early stages of?

2
2]

"thelr 11fe cycle, East Indians also move 1n response to the
*-demand for more 11v1ng space which a 51ngle famlly detachedff

‘home prov1des.vThls w1ll be more fully eaxmlned when the
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= data from the-ques{:ion__naire 'schedule'.are analyzed. -



f

"' 7. THE REASONS FOR MOVING AND SELECTING A DESTINATION

\

Thls chapter is concerned with descr1b1ng reasons why the
\
East Indlans moved and why they selected thelr partlcular.

destlnatlons. In.thefllterature“the‘m1gr tlon“process is

»'seen as a function‘of various "pushes" rom the orlglnal

{
dwelllng and varlous "pulls" towards t e new one dlscussed

earlier. However,.51m11arly to the demograph1c and .
soclo econom1c characterlst1cs of the mlgrants, these "push"'
: and "pull™ factors also vary across the ‘movers. The “
'fundamental‘reason for.relocat1on‘of a household 1s to

-adjust to 1ts hou51ng needs wh1ch 1s closely related to the'

"household s stages of the 11fe cycle. The analy51s af the :

'_reasons for mov1ng and select1ng the destlnatlon of avf

."ihousehold w1ll prov1de a. better comprehens1on of the
'.lrelatlonshlp between the household and the env1ronment
"surroundlngvlt There is w1despread agreement that the most
nfpronounced reasons for moves and the selectlon of a'»‘b
'-,destlnatlon 1n North Amer1can c1t1es are closely related to'f
' the aspects of ‘the llfe cycle model Therefore, thlS chapter fﬁl
"w1ll 1nvestlgate the causes for the moves and the reasons‘
:lfor\the selectlon of thelr destlnatlon by the East Indlan.
movers 1n Edmonton w1th reference to some selected aspects
ﬁirelated to the- l1fe cycle model Included w1ll be an
exam1nat1on of the dwell1ng space, prox1m1ty to work and

Lschool nelghborhood characterlstlcs and economic factors.

'for thlS analy51s was

The analytlcal technlque followed~
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dlscussed 1n chapter 4 of th1s study
Out of the 152 respondents, 145 . answered the questlons‘
properly, that 1s 1nd1cated f1ve factors (for each questlon),

' accordlng to thelr 1mportance. The remalnder 1nd1cated jUSt

r~5¥—~-one Or_two or-in—some- Therefore~_~f~ff~

.l”‘ these respondents w1ll not be con51dered for the purpose of
,lbthls analys1s : ;gf _:«’ R h_//(‘f_; |

: Hence, this chapter compr1ses three sect1ons The first
two sectlons w1ll descrlbe the causal factors for the move

t and the factors 1nfluenc1ng the ch01ce of thelr
dest1nat1ons A summatlon 1s made at the end of the chapter
7 1 THE FACTORS CAUSING A CHANGE OF RESIDENCE

Followlng McCracken (1973) Lukomsky] (1974) and

R0551 s(1980) research f1nd1ngs, an attempt 1s made here to
examine the factors cau51ng a change of re51dence of the
East Indlan movers in Edmonton. For the purpose of tﬁ1s'
study all the eleven hypothes&zed causal factors (referred_
to chapter 4) for the move . are”cla551f1ed under Elx major

headlngs and analyzed accordlng to these. The factors of a -

i
change 1n 1ncome, too costly to ma1nta1n or pay rent and

hlgh mortgage rates are treated together as economlc
reasons. Wantlng to be close to. work and closer to the_

,'chlldren s school are treated as 1nd1catlons of want1ng to'.

. »

~be 1n prox1m1ty to work and school No communlty
4

members/fr1ends/relat1ves 1n the ne1ghborhood and dlfflcult;'f

to get to other parts of the c1ty are cotj:dered as
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complaints’about:thefneighborhoodrmTherefore, the six major.
causal factors are: i) dwelllng space, ii) ownership

asplratlons 111) prox1m1ty to work and ch1ldren s school

'S .
iv)fcomplaints‘about the.ne;ghborhood, v) economlc reasons

. and_vi) remaining factors. . . L
' 7 1 1 DwelllngZSpace R o R
[ The most zmportant factor in cau51ng the relocatlon of

the East Ind1an households in Edmonton was shortage of
dwelllng space. Two out of every f1ve respondents explalned
| that shortage of dwelllng space was the most 1mportant push
factor for thelr move (Table 7 ). However, 90 3 per cent of'
the'total-respondents-reported the shortage of dwelllng
space for the household as be1ng one: of the 1mportant
reasons for thelr relocatlon.,Thls f1nd1ng is 51m11ar to o

f1nd1ngs on the movement of households in North Amerlcan

c1t1es. Accordlng to the welghted value, about ‘one. quarter'.v'!"

(24 3%) of the East Indlan households in- Edmonton changed

‘vthEIr re51dence because of a- shortage of dwelllng space
From the above analys1s 1t is ascertalned that both 1n an. {

T absolute and a relatlve sense,vshortage of dwelllng space
was. the most 1mportant causal factor for ‘the; relocatlon of'p
the East Ind1an households in Edmonton.~"'-v | |

Informat1on was also collected on_ the reasons’ Eor thef,

' : g

‘shortage “of- the dwelllng space. The respondents were asked

‘ an open ended questaon,vwhy the dwelllng un1t was too small

for~the household The comments derlved from the requnses
' : ; : ol ! :

Y

RS

o
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to. this Open-ended question.are:,increase in-family members
N |

- either by marrlage, b1rth of a Chlld or reunlon of famlly
‘.from the home country; shortage of rooms; 1t was an

apartment not enough space for grow1ng chlldren and no

3pr1vacy ﬂlf.'wj. R : :3 b:,-i". -

' Accordlng to the reasons.. reported by the respondents,

it-can be sald that the ma]orlty of the households wh1ch

complalned about the dwelllng space have experlenced certaln =

vchanges in thelr household structure. The change occurred
either by an 1ncrease in thelr famlly 51ze or a change 1n'
'ythe age comp051tlon of the household structure,-e g. infant,
'pre schooi chlldren of a. famlly reach school age The: |
predominantrreasons were the shortage of rooms in the’
%tdwelllng un1t and a de51re to. move away from apartmentf_
111v1ng Therefore, w1th reference to the dlscu551on 1n
“chapter 3 1t can be stated here that these households
predomlnantly are in the early stages of the1r 11fe cycler
%.'when the1r hou51ng asplratlons change as a result of an

71ncrease 1n the demand for more dwelllng space. Thls prompts

4'the move.

A;17 1. 2 Ownershxp Asp1rat10ns

P Second 1n 1mportance 1n cau51ng relocatlon .of the

}‘;sample households e ownershlp asplratlons. The responses

. (U O
. by the East Indlan ‘movers 1n Edmontod ‘to. the questlon on ;h

f T
‘1dent1fy1ng the 1mportant causal factors for the move,ﬁ

-

'ostrongly supports McCracken 'S (1973) research f1nd1ngs that‘.f

s -—‘:r«-.
Ve



150

.onnership asplratlons are one of'the-most important reasons.
.For the sample as. a whole, the desire‘to‘own a home was the
‘second most 1mportant reason (ment1oned by 84.4% of the
lrespondents) for.mov1ng (Table 7. ). It is also supported by‘

the data on the»tenure status_of=the respondents before and

‘after .the move (referred to chapter 6) -Before the-move'ZT 9
.per cent of the respondents were owners, but after the move
‘;70 9 per cent owned their dwelllng
Accordlng to the welghted values the second most
important causal factor for moving was the de51re.to own- a
home' This factor’ caused 21, 7‘per cent of total moves (Table
7. ); ThlS supports Buch1gnan1 s (1980) statement that the

'*East Ind1ans g1ve hlgh pr1or1ty to home ownershlp

'l' 7.1% 3 Prox1m1ty to School and Work

e Prox1m1ty to school and work was th1rd in 1mportanceﬁ'

‘ among the reasons for ‘the relocatlon of the sample
households. ‘The des1re to. be closer to the chlldren s school
and to be closer tO‘work were of'more or less s1m11ar |
‘1mportance. One out of every two' respondents explalned thelr

.»moves in terms of thelr de51re to ‘be " closer to. the1r . h" 4*
vchlldren s school as well as thelr work This response

'ecorresponds to Chadnay (1976) and. Yasmln s (1982)

'conclu31ons that East Indlans prefer to stay near the1r ]Ob

L

. ,place. Moreover, 1t can be stated’ that East Indlans also
;place a hlgh pr1or1ty on the’ locatlon of the1r chlldren s _'

' SChool relat1ve to where thew llve."" | p ;

<
-
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The weighted vaer of'the causal.factors shows*that 8.8
and 10. 6 per cent of the: respondents relocated because they_
wanted to be closer to their chlldren s school and closer to-

their work, respectlvely' However, the total welghted vaer

of these multlple responses (19 4%) 1nd1cates ‘that prOX1m1ty

[

to work and school was the thlrd‘most'lmportant causal

factor for the move‘of.the sample,householdsr

2 7.1.4 Comp1a1nts About the Ne1ghborhood

Complalnts about the nelghborhood were fourth in

,1mportance in expla1n1ng the relocation of the East Indlan

movers in. Edmonton.,In response to the’ questlon in wh1ch the

,causal factors for the move were 1dent1f1ed 98 0 per cent.
of the respondents complalned about the nelghborhood

'~However thls was the most 1mportant reason for 4 8 per cent

but was ranked fourth 1n 1mportance by 29 7 per cent and

-f1fth in 1mpor9ance by 30.3 per cent of- the respondents.

' Accordlng to Sﬁe welghted value, thlS factor explalnlng 14 7

per cent of the ‘total moves.vAlthough 41.1 per cent. of. the

‘total respondents;de51red a change_of nelghborhood,uthls"

factor:resuited in only 6. 3'per-cent of.the'totalfmovesfw

About one th1rd (29%) of the respondents mentloned that

/

'.:they moved because they d1d not have any frlends or
- communlty members in the. ne1ghborhood However,_thlsbfactor.t'
‘fcaused only 4.9 per cent of the total moves “(Table 7. 1)
| ThlS f1nd1ng shows the East Indlans prefer to llve near

'ﬂfrlendS"and other-communltyvmembers,‘but 1tadoes not,v~
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)

necessarlly mean that the presence of friends or communlty
members in the nelghborhood is the most - 1mportant factor in
explalnlng thelr move.

Complalnts about bad acce551b111ty of the nelghborhoodf

were made by 27.6 per cent of the total respondents and

caused 3.4 per cent of: the total moves (Table 7.1). This . ~
‘shows that for the, East Indlan move;s, acce551b111ty

characterlstlcs were accorded 11ttle 1mpor£%nce 1n the

formulatlon.of‘thelr decision tp move.

‘7.1.5 Economic.Reasons
| .TheAfifth,most‘important causalvfactorzfor the move of
b,lthe sample'households,relates to ‘the economlc condltlon of |
the'moner ththe total» 77,2 per cent- of the respondents
'-mentloned an aspect of . the1r economic c1rcumstances as one
of the’ causal factors for their relocatlon. These factors
~appeared as the most 1mportan% causal factor for 7. 8 per
cent of the respondents. However, accordlng to the welghted»‘-
value,,these factors explalned only 13.6 per cent of all the
moves made by the respondents (Table 7.1). Because of the
non cooperatrve attltude of the’ respondents, spec1f1cally
towards the questlons on their f1nanc1a1 condltlon only a
few econom1c factors were 1ncluded 1n the questlonnalre
(referred to on page 91) | | | |
| Among the economlc resaons, a change.ln 1ncome seems
_ the most frequently c1ted factor for relocatlon. About

forty one (40 6%) per cent of the total mOVers stated that a

P
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'u"

'“come was one of the causal factors for thelr

o

ey

3w> A move. However, thas factor explalned only 6.3 per cent of

”'all the moves ATable 7 1); "Too costly to pay rent or,I

ma1nta1n the dwelllng un1t" was- the second most often c1ted h
v*.economlcfreason cau51ng a move.'Thrs was one. of the causal
- factors for relocatlon of 30 3 per cent of the East ﬂndlan
movers in Edmonton and explalned 10 9 per cenmt of the total
. moves (Table 7 1) ngh mortgage ratesvas i .reason for a »
’move was mentlone : only §$2¢per cent of the respondents.n.'
‘iAccordlng to the‘§§1ghted val onlﬁg' Qfent of the

ft.

~_total moves was explalned by thlS facthn»

v . l-” ! .:: 1114 "\" )
‘?h; Nore thgn th{?e quarters of the re&pjﬂ'e ts mentloned
& o LA
economlc reasons as one of the causal factors for thelr,

9 ]

frelocatlon. However 1t explalned less than one elghth of

.

'the total moves. Therefore, 1t can be concluded that

o

"although econemic. reasons are one of the causal factors for'~~fr

[ . h

?v"kthe relocat1on of the East Indlan householas, thesevfactorS"-v:
- - i . - Soom o ' ‘
are‘not very 1mportant_1n_cau51ng their move. . T

7 1. 6 Rema1n1ng Factors

- A

Qulte a large proportton (45 5%)tof the sample stated

) some .other reason-as one of the causal factors for the1r g
| ;relocatlon. It was f1rst 1n 1mportance as a’ push"ifact;if'
for 3. 4 per. cent and fljth 1n 1mportance for 16. 6 per}cent

V.

of the respondents.vThe respondents vere not asked to g1ve

/_ LAt .
[

- Ayt
! 2

thelr reasons, but seven of them prov1ded reasons for thefr FEA

J, g “,AJ
e AR -

relocatlon. Among these, forced relocatlon, bad'
o . o R . . . i 6-. . ,

pot L4
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' nelghborhood a better house and rental accommodatlon were

1

‘mentloned Accordlng to the welghtgd value, about seven

'(6v7%) of.the total moves were accounted for by one of thesee

v

'-other factors. ThlS suggests that most of the East Ind1ans;7~"¥w"

'moved because of those reasons whlch were asked in the
questlonnalre. Since they moved because of'those.reasons, }
the-causal factors for'their move are closelereIated_to:tHEA

R

aspects of the life- cycle model This‘is because_these7

hypothe51zed causal factors were sggeCted:on?therbasis of

_"5‘ . .
thlS model It is concluded' therefore,?that the cauSal~

"factors for relocatlon of the- East Indlan households in

Edmoﬁton are closely assoc1ated w1th thelr stages in the

.\.Ml 1fe__‘cycle. - ‘ v . - , -..“ . : '- | DL o .

7.2 REASONS FOR THE SELECTION OF THE DESTINATION

‘_* . R &,

It would seem reasonable ‘to expect that ‘the reasons for

"selectlng a destlnatlon would be 51m11ar to the causal

»"1mportant con51derat10n in selectlng a partlcular-, e ;égrﬁ;"

Pl

. chapter 1s to attempt to 1dent1fy thp factors wh1ch
,d- b

factors for the relocatlon of a household The 11terature,ej”f
however,'lndlcates that the factors 1nf1uenc1ng the’ choaceﬂ'~

S

Ny fw _ x?, w

cause'the move (McCracken, 19733 Roseman and Wllllams; ‘fm:;;]
and Talarchek 1982) For examplé f1nanc1al factorsuma #;ﬁyf
_J, , - A

be 1mportant 1n~causing the move, but they may be an -3J,,.
. ‘7 i
?.

dest1nat1on. The purpose of- the second Sectlon oflth1s ”};7&‘;'3 f)?
: hﬂ‘e“. e
)' L
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movers in Edmonton Slmllar to the earller sectlon the
varlables which are 1ncluded in the closed questlon as the

reasons for selectlng a destlnatlon are cla551f1ed under six

-headlngs and analyzed accordlng to the1r 1mportance. They
bare' i) economlc reasons, ii) dwelllng space, 111)
vcharacterlst1cs of the nelghborhood iv) proxlmlty to work
and 'school, v) new house and. v1)'other‘factors. |
7.2, 1'Ecoﬁomic'keasons . , \: l:ﬁ“ o | .
"The most 1mportant reasons for the East Ind1an mover s
selectlon of a destlnatlon 1n Edmonto were economlc._In
'VOrder to ascertaln the 1nfluence of economlc aspects 1n
.selectlng the destlnatlon,_lt was dec1ded to ask the
’;respondents to con51der some economlc reasons.,Because of
_{thelr non cooperatlve att1tude, the respondents were asked
to con51dervtwo econom1C'factors only° whether the'dwell1ng

'was w1th1n the1r Economlc capac1ty and: the resale potent1al

of the dwelllng ‘ '-»f“")f;’.t3t'nfh>{). ﬁrh

One out of every f1ve respondents explalned that the
'prlce of the dwelllng un1t was the most 1mportant reason in

_,'vselect1ng fhe1r destlnatlon..Howegfr, th1s was one of the

/ir’ -~ o
’bﬁi 80 0 per ceng of the respondents (Table 7 2) Accordlng to '

_Lnfluentlal factors for the selectlon of a- destlnatlon by

~
) i

;%ftthe welghteghvalue, 1737 per cent of the dest1nat1ons were
fﬂ ”selected because of thls reason. ThlS suggests that prlce of'

. the dwelllng unlt was ‘one of the 1mportant reasons for ‘the

':select1on of the destlnatlon for the major1ty of the East'
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indian movers in Edmonton; ThiS‘iS not to say-that most of

-:them had selected their destlnatlon because the prlce of -the

fdwelllng un1t was w1th1n the1r economlc capac1ty

. 4_ .

e

The factor resale potent1al" 3Cto t ‘fq§¢7 3 per_,
cent of the total’ selection and was mentloned by 40 0 per
cent of the movers (Table 7 2)’-Thls 1nd1cates.that although
., the resale potentlal of a dwelllng unlt ‘was. con51dered by a
.51gn1f1cant proport1on of the respondents, this factor does

ot

not have h1gh 1mportance in the selection’ of the

"destlnatlon ? S twff;f,~f~‘_; e QL-JESy#’A. \

The total welghted Qgguezlndlcates thatieconomlc
‘Teasons, were the most 1nfluent1al factor for the East Indlan'
movers in the selectlon of a destlnatlon in Edmonton. One
quarter of the sample households selected thelr destlnatlons"
o because of these economic reasons. About 23 per cent (22 8%)
v‘of the respondents stated that econom1c aspects were*the.'

;most 1mportant reason for the selectlon of the dest1nat10n.
‘h.Th1s flgure is a llttle hlgher than McCracken s flndlng

hMcCracken 1nd1cates that 21 9. per cent of the mlgrants in’

Edmonton lndlcated that some flqaq@}al aspects Had’ been

ol

“their f1rst con51derat10n in’ eﬁ§" tlng the1r dest1nat1on

McCracken,.1973' 74) Ther‘f ‘?vflt is suggested that East‘

Indlans, 51m11ar to. other peoplef are also very much

A

jllnfluenced by economlc aspects in the1r se%astlon of a

?fdest1nation 1n the c1ty SRS :'-v"; 1Li
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7.2.2 Dwelling’Space‘
~ In an absolute sense'and,as a single’factor;_enough‘
space<for‘the~household was:the'mOSt'frequently cited |
4;—~;f—reason?¥When~thefvalue;is—weighted—th%s»reason%rs—shownFto;;~f¥—~
be_second in importance. Of the tota1) 88.3 per centAof the R
hrespondents'indicatedhthat enough'dwelling7space:was;one of
‘-the,causal factors for the selection'of~thedr'destination rn
"édmonton..HoWever, this was con51dered .as- the most 1mportant*'
reason for selectlon of a destlnatlon by 38 6. per cent of - A
the respondents (Table 7. 2) ThlS flgure is. much higher thanf.r
N the 33. 6°per cent for all 1ntra urban mlgrants in. Edmonton .
-to whom thlS fac%or was of prxme 1mportance in evaluatlng
lthelr destlnatlon in the c1ty (McCracken 1973 94) ThlS
flndlng 1ndlcates that East Ind1an movers place more'
’empha51s on dwelllng space as compared to other 1ntravurban

.1‘311;";
movers 1n Edmonton.;Thls can be explalned by the fact thar'

L3

: the shortage of dwelllng space was one of the causal factorsfjh

TTTe——

for relocatlon for a h1gher percentage of East Indlans _'h
(90 3%) than the other movers (40 7%, McCracken,'1973° 83)

in the c1ty Wh11e 21 9: per cent of the total destlnatlons L
'Vf{7$ﬂwe¢e chosen becauseﬂsuff1c1ent space was- avallable for the
. " . . & .4- .. ‘b .
household 24 3 per cent of the total respondents moved-

because of shortage of dwelllng space. It can be‘stated

' then, that the East Indlan movers g1ve hlgh pr1or1ty to"
RPN :“,:;" gy ‘.
R uf?fcient‘dwelling space.for ‘their household.
T CTe S 5 e ; - ,
. L v ENRTER - S L




o 159

1. 2 3 Character1st1cs of the Ne1ghborhood o
{
Ne1ghborhood characterlstlcs were: the th1rd most

\

1mportant factor for selectlng a dest1nat1on by the Eastﬁg

_r__“nIndlaanovers.wln_thls_studyzcharacter1st1cs_of_the
nelghborhood were 1dent1f1ed by asklng the respondents to

consider the follow1ng factors' "Good ' o e

~

- nelghborhood" "relat1ves/f:1eﬁds/commun1ty members in the
nelghborhood" and "acce551b111ty characterlstlcs '
| " Three out of- every f1ve respondents (60%) 1nd1cated
that a. good ne1ghborhood was one " of the reasons why they

selected the1r present dwell1ng The presence of communlty

o

_ members and good acce551b1l1ty characterlstlcs of the .
- ne1ghborhood were mentloned by'35,2 and 36,6 per cent

; respect1vely of the respondents.;In'discthion with each

: respondent a. good soc1al env1ronment (soc1al comp051tlon)

‘was- 1qent1f1ed as’ the cr1ter1on of a good nelghborhood by

B

thevma]érity of the respondents.rTh1s 1nd1cates that the

East Indlan movers give a hlgher pr10r1ty to the' sqggal
&y o :
env1ronment of the ne1ghborhood ﬁhan to the presence of ~t,:h L e

,

other communlty members and 1ts phys1cal character1st1cs

_0.

\.-e\.‘

e 7 2.4 Proxxm:ty to Work and School =
The next most’ 1mportant factof in select;ng a.
destlnatlon ‘was’ 1ts prox1m1ty to work and the chlldren s
o school More than one flfth (20 8%) of the total respondents

selected the1r present dwelllng because it was e1ther c oser

oM

‘to the'head of the household's work or to the ch1ldren R

N /.”
°



‘school. Closer to school showed more 1mportance than
. 'prox1m1ty to work More than half (54 5%) of the total

respondents mentloned that closeness to the chlldren s .

school was one. of the major factors in the1r selectlon of a-'l

"destlnatlon and thlS accounted for 11 0 per cent of the _VF# -

..total (Table 7.2). -Th1s‘1s because, more than-half of the: |

i‘rrespondents have sch001901ng chlldren (referred to ln'w |

‘- chapter 6) and they prefer to 11ve very close to thelr'
7ch11dren s school However, the llterature 1nd1cates that

| o e
‘East Indlans prefer to 11ve near thelr Job area (Chadnay,';‘

w%rw1976; and Yasmln, 1982) Accordlng to the present Aesearch 1

ffinding; it can be” stated that the East Ind1an households 1n'
- Edmonton with school go1ng chlldren place more empha51s on

"prox1m1ty te school than on proxxmlty to work "'QQT;

_7 2 5 New House S
O . ‘v . v,
New houses accounted for 8 4 per cent of the total

selectlon and- was mentloned by 43 4 per cent of the sample

T gidis

households (Table 7 2) ﬁ%ch1gnan1 (1980) also noted that
the East Indlans preferred to buy a new house rather than a a
:ﬂ-used one.. A new house was con51dered as the most 1mportant

.”ljreason for selectlon of a destlnatlon by 8. 3 per cent of the f

TS

l;total respondents.f-v fjff=‘o,,%ﬂ

It should be mentioned here that the factor new'house“.'gg o
"

hy1s related to only those respondents who moved to a 51ngle -

Ty, |, o

"home and more spec1f1cally those respondents who are the

K

_owners, As referred to in chapter 6 70.9 per cent of the ":74'7 o

:'/5’)



3total respondents were - the owners of the1r present dwelllng

un1t Therefore, it is concluded that among the owners, more .

'

'than 58 per cent of them bought a new house and 1t was one

"thhe 11fe cycle. ThlS chapter has attempted to 1dent1fy the ;

, of the important factors 1n,select1ng their destlnatlon,

7. 2 6 Other Factors
Only a- few respondents (16. 6%) mentloned some other

factors (wh1ch were not 1ncluded in the questlonna1re)'asi

‘.;1nfluences on the1r cho1ce of destlnatlon. As the

respondents were not asked to spec1fy the factors, it'is’not

:‘p0551ble to identify prec1sely thelr true hature. However, ,‘]

some of the respondents mentloned thelr de51re for good
“soc1al characterlstlcs of the nelghBorhood It supports the
-earller statement that East Iﬁgaans place a hlgh prlorlty on

w

»the soc1al env1ronment of the ne&ghborhood
7. .3 SUMMARY B 'j-‘""'ﬂ
Re51dent1al changes occur for many reasons. They serve

a varlety of purposes for d1fferent people. However, 1t is

reasonably establlshed that the household moves in order to."

'wpsatlsfy 1ts hou51ng needs whlch vary at dlfferent stages of

.

3 o
Acausal factors for the relocatlon dec151on as well as. those;,-

‘factors wh1ch are 1mportant 1n ‘the selectlon of the

zdestlnatlons of the East Ind1an households 1n Edmonton. Ar_r~ -

affort was made to relate thls'to‘thé llfe cycle.

-~ N 4;

s \ . o
= . . . . - T A .
. : . . IR ST
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’ U '
As the reasons for mov1ng, four variables emerged as
‘be1ng pagtlcularly 1mportant in pushlng out the households
"from thelr place of origin. In order of importance these

Q [
:varlables were: 1) shortage of dwell1ng space; 2)-de51re to

own a house- 3) proximity to work and school and 4)
_dlssatlsfactlon w1th the ne1ghborhood Economlc reasons were'
of low priority 1n the relocat1on dec151on.-

A shortage of dwelllng space caused about one quarter
‘"of the total moves. A change in household structure seemed
'the main reason forpthe shortage of dwelllng:space. More

than one flfth of the respondents moved to become the owner

-’

' of a dwelllng unit. Want1ng to ‘be closer to a school and
-complalnts about the nelghborhood showed the presence of
school aged chlldren in the famlly The households are very

much‘concerned about the soc1al env1ronment in wh1ch they

were: 11v1ng and wanted to llve.’ o o ¥ 51), e
The survey data 1nd1cated that 1n the select1on of thef

destlnatlons four varlables were partlcularly 1mportaht. fn"’

-forder of 1mportance-these were : 1) economlc factor5° Z)

Aenough dwelllng space for the household 3.. 1ghborhood

‘character1st1cs and. 4) prox1m1ty to work an & hool
Economlc reasons were of h1ghest prlorlty in select1ng'

the destlnatlon. Although dwell1ng space appeared the most :

_1mportant factor 1n cau51ng the mowe, it 1s the: second most B

”(;1mportant factor 1n select1ng the destlnatlon. Ne1ghborhood_~‘f

x

.characterlstlcs and proxlmlty to school and work were more R

'or less of equal 1mportance. However, the ava111b111ty of

A

m?{,: . . /”‘. R
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new houses.alSo‘pulledvthe households towaghgﬁtheir
'destinatibn. With regard to neighhorhood charactistice,
h0useholds are very concerned about the soc1al env1ronment

of the ne1ghborhood According to Johnston (1971) these

households are in-their early and mlddle stages of the .
life-cycle, when they becomevvery-sen51t1vevto the.soCaal
ennironment of the neighborhood {mainly because of-ite_
1nfluence on rearlng chlldren. | |
‘The reasons for relocatlon as 1dent1f1ed by the above BN
ana1y51s are closely related to the llfe cycle model :
(referred to in chapter 3) Therefore,,lt can be’ stated that,l'

the reasons for relocat1on of the East Indaan households are

o

also closely related to the 11§e~gycle model Thls
relatlonshlp Wlll be 1nvestlgated fur&her ‘in. the next

chapter through for example, cross taﬁulatlons among those.“.

varlables whlch are closely related to the: llfe cygle.-lt 157
‘expected that the majorlty of the East Indlan households "hd
changed thelr re51dence because of a change 1n hou51ng o

h, asplratlons wh1ch in turn are, assoc1ated w1th a change in

household structure.‘



B, RELATIONSH@P BETWEEN THE MOVE AND HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE OF
THE EAST INDIANS IN EDMONTON ‘WL
‘As outlined in chapter three, the research problem of thlS

' the51s centres on the 1ntra urban re51dent1al mlgratlon of

|

East Indlan households in Edmonton W1th respect to aspects.
.of their household structure (llfe cycle) The analys¢s 1n}n
'the precedlng chapters demonstrated that the flow of |
jmovement 1s predomlnantly away from the c1ty centrer ThlS 1=M
Vh avery srmllar to other 15£la urban mlgratlon patterns in
?V';~North Amerlcan c1t1es, usually caused by the 1ncrease 1n
R demand for dwelllng space by each household The demographlc'
'5¥and soc1o economlc characterlstlcs showed the predomlnance
of young famllles w1th chlldren under the age of ten years.

™

A 51gn1f1cant proportlon of these had moved fiom a rented

'to an owned home. These characterlstlcs are the'

Tadd those movers %ho are 1n the early stages of thelr
_lrfe~cycle when the household u5ually changes its structure'
’Very rapldly. As a result the demand for dwelllng space -
‘also changes and consequently the household changes 1ts '

"tre51dence..]hi"f o _‘ ] ,.fhtf“ ;, E L f‘3317

A shortage of dwelllng space caused the major1ty of ther L

t'mov/;i The soc1al env1ronment of the %elghborhood and

'['closeness to the school were con51dered as very 1mportant

;Lfactors 1n the relocatlon dec151on of the East Indlan movers,fg”

1n Edmonton. From the above flndlngs it is suggested that
-the East Indlan movers 1n Edmonton are predomlnantly 1n ‘the

"early stages of thelr 11fe cycle when hou51ng asplratlons'

¥
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‘,change very rapidly, mostly,becauseﬂof_rapld‘changes in the:
" household. strutture' This chapter'therefore”uill.investigate
the relationship between the intra- urban moves and change 1n'

w""
e

household structure. The varlables Wthh WIll be examlned

‘are: the year of the move, the year in wh1ch the household
was formed; the year of blrth of the flrSt\Chlld in the
fam1ly, the ‘'yvear of blrth of the last child 1n -the famlly,

*fand thé year the female spouse (famlly) waereunlted with

ﬁ‘the head of the household in Edmonton. Thesewvar1ables w1ll

be analyzed also 1n relatlon to the number of chlldren in

the»famlly and the compla;nts'ahput the dwelllng.space 1n
s ST _ ,
the prev1ous re51dence.-

\f

N

8.1. YEAR OF MOVE AND HOUSEHOLD}FORMATION PR

The stages of the life- cycle ‘of a household beglns w1th '

(RIS

itijormat}on.‘People form, by~marr1age,‘aynew household and
",leaving the parental household fSo formation‘of the
vhouSehold 1n1t1ally is an 1mportant yarlable 1n cau51ng the
‘~head of ‘the household to change hlS re51dence Slnce'thls"f.
.u;study’ls-concerned W1th-the move 'of the heads of'EastHindianb
”households ‘in: Edmonton, only those“hOUSeholds whlch were" .
o formed in Edmonton, that 1s after the arrlval of; the head of _
the household in, Edmonton, are con51dered here. o
- In order to 1nvest1gate the relat10nsh1p between the
-t move and the formatlon of the household the data on the f
. .

- year of marrlage were compared wnth the year of the last

3move made by the respondents. Although 90 8 per cent (137)
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.
S
W

of the ,total respondents were married, only 24.3 per cent
(37) of them married after their arrival‘in?Edmonton (Table
8.1). Table 8.1 also demonstrates the number of children in

the'family'and numher of complaints ab0ut.the dwelling

o (R0551,

space' Except EWG, all households moved atter they were
" formed.- Of the . total 89.2 per cent of these households m0ved
w1th1n one decade of thelr formatlon ~More than-three
dquarters (75 7%) of them moved w1th1n five years and 37. 8
vper cent'moved w1th1n one year of thelr formatlon. The g
presence of a h1gh number of households formed for lesslthan
one. decade at the t1me of the move supports the notlon that
51m11ar to the other movers, East Indlan movers in Edmonton
are predom1nantly in the early sgages of thelr llfe cycle.
vHowever about 50 per cent of these households ‘have no‘ '
_chlldren in the family. ThlS 1s partlcularly true for those‘
Lhouseholds Wthh moved w1th1n Qn& year of thelr format1on.

’\?‘,‘,‘, o
’.,ed about the dwelllng s

‘Only ‘50 per cent of “them compl

space Thls suggests thaﬁgat marrlage thelnewly weds move to J

thelr new household and s0. commence a new stage in the

' " . . . o . -

l1fe CYCle.A T ) o
_ The l1terature shows that,a household 1s llkely to.“

change 1ts_re51dence-w1th the blrthdof a ch;ld, Tahle 8.1';

“indicates that, of the households which mdbea.sfte£7tw6 R
~years. ot the1r format1on most of them have. chlldren Ln the1r

ﬂv_fam1ly. Table 8 1 also 1nd1cates that the majorlty of the

3 This® study is followlng Rossi. "Most of the moves made by
~a famil T%ake place w1th1n a decade after 1ts formation™
?3 80:61). . . .




- T
. N
' .o . 167
t !
3 . e

. b

3 ,
N . rf" ¢ i ~;

1

‘Béforélé yea%$,3u j
 After 01“.'~d'

4

'A{ter"Q-S.Q g
Lo 7

2

After 8-9 "

- RN v
Source;guo est¢onna1me Surv

‘

Moved W1thﬁn' Number "
- (years) of . of
_formation - househelds®|,
“of .the . ”4]”¢ :

Household T

.

Before 0-1- '}'1

After 4-5." .-
Aft§r~¥6 7‘f-

3
Afien 10 years” 2"
. -"'.' - T

.?V

Totaliv';; 37 F

S : - "l‘ ‘:! ' ‘A‘u. 4-4~t .
e)’
.v'.' ""} .

»'



YT . - . W . .
> : (L . L .
gl Co - o ’ ‘ . “ o R

S Co o Me L, . L .

households mentloned that the shortage of dwelllng spaCe was

one of the reasons.f’ thelr relocatlon. About@70 per cent

of these households’had changed thelr re51dence more than

:tw1ce in Edmonf&ﬁ (Appendlx B). Therefore, 1t can be.stated

¢ M ]

here that samllar to the other movers in North Amerlcan

C1t1es EaSt Ind;ans also move w1th1m a few years of

‘ household format1on. The fact that most households arelih

‘\D e Y -

yglkely to increase, thelr 51ze very rapldly w1th1n a Iew f; ol
~$?¢ ¥ : 9 R
L years after*thelr formatlon and consequently causesdthem to{
oY o ' e T J;p’« ‘

' ﬁ‘_mahe 1ntra urban moves. S W

v S S

: ﬁ"x LT o T o . ) w

1@

ran o, o

T

‘ A 8 2 YEAR OF MOVE AND BIRTH OF THE FIRST CHI“'“‘T"’

- ;"‘i~,‘The analysfs in the flrst sectlon $f thlchhapter H'i_;?
Loe 1nd1cated that aLmbst alL the households mg&ed w1th1n nloe -
p ]

a\ q' IS ;M ":

xears of the<h0useholds' formatlon and a 51gn1f1q% e

4fproportlon of the&ghad ch11dren 1n the famlly at thevtrme of
&‘4 .:‘

o s,

’Lmh*fthe move. mhereforer'lt is. expected that the b1d&h“of the

,.}ffvarlables cau51ng the change 1n the household structure andﬂ“
R ‘*' 3 hf', YR O ¢ [N . l/”r~<‘

‘-f¢consequengly cau51ng a move. S1n? »thas sé&ﬁy 1s concerned
. B e

* A d

i?fd?w1th 1ntra urban mlgrat1on in Edmg@ton, only those'”‘;‘ M‘v- |

’?gvhouseholds 1n whlch the farst chxld was bofh 1n Edmonton areio 4

.‘. ' K 4 ' P - s - et . ".‘3"‘.. . " .
conéldEred for the “rposeﬁof thls analy51s. TQ" ~j; ' %f,*‘

n» 7*‘/
The relatlonshlp between the year of move and b1rth of

-

the flrst Chlld 1n the famlly 1s;!§p1cted in table 8 2 The

L .
: o

o 'and ‘the number of households wh1ch complalned about the y;iff
veoo - e e o



dwellln;{«space Theotable shows that the first ch11d of only,

Tt

e

@ 6

AR
46 households (30 3% of the total sample) were born in

Edmonpon. Among them 43 (93 5%) moved after the b1rth of thei'

flrst ch11d Four made an . 1ntra urban move before the b1rth

.a T A T

'-169

‘of the flrst Chlld The majorlty of the total househd&ds,

“.(74 5%) moved w1th1n f1ve years of the blrth of the ch11d A

h51gn1f1cant number (20) of these households moved W1th1n ‘one

'k
'year of the blrth of the ch11d hat Ianlght after the

[ l r:'

:-household exper1enced an. 1ncrease 1nvthe\household 51ze. Thex'

. - Sty

,rate of moblllty decreased gradually 1n the follow1ng year

t"s

%

Rt
(Table 8. 2) ThlS result does not correspond w1th -

A e

Lukomskyj S'(1974) research f1hd1ngs that the mob111ty rate

_\"

Chlld bearlng stage, 1s very

&
of a‘hbusehold wh1ch 1s 1n,‘.ﬁ

.~1_

high 1n the f1rst two years "of the b1rth of ch11d and
dedreases graduallyg&n the follow1ng ﬁears‘(Lukumskyj, ._TH'

\v

) 1974) ,”'"Vlfﬂ?. - »?‘- .:J 5t¢j SR
- ' T ‘ 4l . . X “‘,:g s
5 Of those households wh1ch moved w1th1n one year of the

: blrth of the f1rst Chlld a 51gn1f1cant proportlon (45%) of

R4

_them have only one chlld 1n the famlly Of those whbtmoved

'.%he famlly The majorlty of these households had moved*more

hilnformatnon when:the household made the other~ﬁpwes in; ,:f

$
after one year, most of them have at least two chlldrep 1n

7

&

than two t1mes 1n Edmonton (prendlx B) Slnce OnLyrthe last

Fa ‘J"

move" made by the hogséhold 1s con51dered heTe, there 1s no

oA - .

8 : “o.‘ ¥

' Edgfnton. However, 1t can be tent@tlvely suQ@ested w1thout"

,.\3

\

.
R

RAATT
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RELATIONSHIP® ‘
CHILD N THE FAMILY

Moved within  Number - | H.H.| H.Hi [H.H. omp]a1nt
(years) of the : of . "Jwith| ‘with [with; ‘|about “the.

 birth of the¥
First chilg
-4 in’the famil

.QHousehold ‘one’|  two more |dwelling
& h11d ch11dren than |space
two ,
children
N - : : - v : .y

-*;ﬁ.,“ Before 4- 5 yqars s
- Before 2- 3 "
; ﬂBefore 0 1  ", 
'.'=After 0-1 - "
 Aster’ 2-3,
Aftel 25 v
R |
CAfter 6-7 . s
\Aftéfx-B;Q-: "
Catter o

Y. Y Total R R
;t‘i‘ : - - ) : ',' a. _ T L ‘.:_ . . N v' oy : ) ’ . . - . [ \
| _‘ . \\%’»@? < R ‘ . . « - . T . . P - . S 'A . . s
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the1r second Chlld ,é
A new born,baby 1n a famlly demands llttle space as -

compared to when the ch11d starts to walk q%&ls,demand

.t

1ncreases as the ch1ld gets older (change of age structure ’

N v
ﬂ['

---—of—theﬁhouséhold)usuch~as whenwthe -¢hild starts ‘to- go~to—~-———~5;

K4

'chlldren 1& the famlly the majorlty had more’ thag%one Chlld\

school Thus,'not only w1th an 1ncrease 1n household size

5 L‘ 4 '!

but also w1th a change.in the age structure of” the household

(llfe cycle) the demand for. dwelllng space for the o :~ "ﬂlaba
household also changes. out f 46 househoﬂdswln whlch the ,'o."éf
first Chlld was born nﬁ‘Edmonton, 40 (86" 9%) households ,‘4N§;5
compla1ned about the shoﬂiage Gf dwell1ng space. Thls L %;p‘;;

demonstrates that a shortage of dwelllng space was Jone of
the 1mportant reasonﬁﬁgor thelr relocatlon._Therefore, 1t'is

concluded that 51m11arly to other movers, an 1ncrease in

demand for dwelllng space w1th a change of household "

-

strucEﬁre (llfe cycle) caused e East’ Indlans to changE‘

thelr res1dence 1n the'%lty g;h_ .' oy |
o SR s

.]ﬁﬁ -.w,g%-‘ﬁ : ‘; A : : R

.l-r
the anaPys1sg£n the second sectlon of th1s
D, - 1t was shown that - of those householdékwhnch had
‘g,

at the tlme of the1r move..A s1gn1f1cant proportlon of them

\‘fmoved after l year of " the blrth of the flrst ch1ld The g f~l RS

majorlty of them moved more thanﬁgwo tlmes in Edmonton and

K29

>almost all of them compla1ned about thesshortage of dwelllngég

_space atzthe place of themr orlgln. Tﬁggggore, it 1s ,“‘_i,

o c
e L

‘. . S - OV T A » A



ant1c1pated that the birth of the last child in the famlly
cau51ng a change in household structure, prec1p1tates a
move . ThlS assumes they move&gbecause of shortage of

dwell1ng space. Slmllarly to the earlier ana1y51s, only

.Tm;___those_households_ln_whlchlthe last_ Chlld wasmbornman;

T Egmonton w1ll be consldered Lo ' . C G .
/ Iw’] \“‘(‘ . .

,ﬁ??%§ﬂ, ' »The relatlonshlp between ‘the change of household o
R structure (in terms of the b1rth of the ‘last child) and thed"

";gtlntra:urﬁgn_mtgratlon of the sample households is shown in

~ .

Table 8. 3 The table also 1llustrates the number of

.' ghouseholds with two and more chlldren 1n the famlly aSwwell
“('7
sas the number of households wh1ch complalned about the

shortage of dwelllng space. Table 8 3 1nd1cates that of the '

-

| ‘total sample, 54 are households (35 5% of . .the total)

wh1ch the Chlld was born 1n Edmonton. of:: the total(54) 25

ap. ¢X

(43 3%) households moved before the blrth of: the last Chlld'
“and 29 (53 7%) dld ‘the same after the birth of the chilgd. .,

- ; There were 35 (64 8%) households who had two‘chlldren

and 19 (35 2%) of them had more than two chlldren in thelr

5!

famllles at the t1me of the move.jgut of the 25 households

i

,‘1 iwho moved before the birth of the last child, 11 of them hag -

more than two chlldren 1n the famlly and 21 of them changed

‘t‘!

the1r re51dence ‘two, tlmes 51nce the1r arr1val 1n Edmonton BT
T .wm -

(Appegdlx B) Twenty households mo ed w1th1n 0 3 years

3 before the b1rth ‘of’ the last ch11d Therefore, 1t can be L
: Sy I S
stated that those households wh1ch changed the1r re91dence

<

before the b1rth of the last chlld‘had moved to a dwelllng
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un1t with’ enough space for the household even after the

:brrth of another Chlld In mosb of the cases these

-

households had thefbllast chlld -within three years of thelr

- move. Slnce 90 7 per cent of these- households complalned

>

',about the. shortage of dwelllng space of thelr earller

resmdence 1nvEdmonton, 1t is - suggested that these household5~-
moved to a: blgger house w1th the b1rth of thelr earllerog,

.‘Chlld and planned to have enough space wh1ch would be needed
3
by ‘the’ household after hav1ng another chlld at a later date.;s
- B

Table 8 3 demonstrates that 29 (53 7%) households :
-,moved after the b1rth of" the last Chlld Twenty four (86 2%)”
::of them moved w1th1n flve years of thp b1rth of the ch11d

.‘

'Thls f1gure 1s much hlgher than Lukqmskyj 5 (1974) reaserch

‘-fwhlch,a Chlld was born w1th1n the flr

’“1hfmoved w1th1n f1ve years of the blrth of t

j';(LukomskyJ,_T974° 16) ThlS can be explalned

R 2

<;§7bfth5

'"f Therefore,.mt can be stated that w1th a change of house

Géhﬁﬂtsﬂfuctute, the East Indlans show a h1gher propen51ty to move

koL TER . : LI T
?1%} than the gene&pl urban populace._- . ‘"v;gﬁ S . ﬂ; '3f§-4
1%hf7§5' Table 8. 3§§emonstrates that f1fteen £51. 7%) households L
ER ;'.. Co et 7 & 4‘\ - : - "‘:iil"'jr
'%13_ oved,w1th1n ow& year ahd’ seven (25 5%) households moved "5?,f:

.'q LI

w1th1n 2 3 yearb of;xhe blrth 1f"he last ch1ld Th1s _}y

\b,-
Y

o1
.,;:,_ .
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1

1nd1cates that the mob111ty rate is h1gh in the flrsiwyear";'

and drops suddenly in. the second year ‘and remalns more or .
less constant for the succeedlng years. Lukomskyj states

that the first two years have hlgh and s1m1lar rates of

moblllty, third- and fourth years have medlum and the f1fth

'year has a low rate of mob111ty (Lukomskyj, 1974 18)a It 1s

suggested here that Wlth ‘the experlence of ’ a change in the N

o 3 b

“household structure (1n terms of b1rth of the last chlld),

o

of these households. From theﬂgbove analy51s 1t 1s concluded '

1&9.‘-:'./ .

. struature' o .‘" . ‘ g . . e = v‘ S ‘

. spouse, sometlmes the famlly, ]Olns hrm at’ a later date

East Ind1ans change thelr res1dence w1th1n a shorter perlod

‘than other movers in, Edmonton.v]‘:‘.‘df‘jgg%tﬁf.' | o
" Of those households mov1ng after the b1rth of: the last

.child, the major1ty (72. 4%) of them have two chlldren in the

famllyv A shortage of dwelllng space was one! of the

1mportant causal factors ﬁor'the relocatlon of 90 per cent

here ‘that s?%llar to the otber c1ty movers, Eadt Indlans

A - "é‘\ A"l

alsoiqhange thelrﬁre51dence with a change in . household

B

= . .
BN A | b,
S : .

8 4 YEAR OF MOVE AND ARRIVAL OF FEMALE SPOUSE IN EDMONTON

The l1terature states that the male member of an East
i <R ‘~. B
Indlan hdlusehold usually errlves f1r§t and the female"

-r,

(Yasm1n,’1982) The*reun1t1ng of the spouse (fam1ly) 1n o

,,tyl.v

Rt

Edmonton can be con51dered then as one:%f the varlables
- '{7 .

'Végcau51ng a change in household structure._51nce thlS study 1s

v . ", . _a,

el Lo ST, R
. - B o . S V'A'-,' - o o



gy
households, only those hbuseholds in. wh1ch the head.@rrlved
'earller and the- spouse 301ned him later in Edmonton arev7
) con31dered for. ‘the purpose of thlS analy51s o ,
4A5vw1th the formatlon of the household the-time the‘.

spouse was reunited in Edmonton is also p051t1vely related

176

AL

e

'fh: 1val of the spouse,,all of them hadﬁ
0

L

to ‘the t1me of move of the household Table 8. 4 1nd1cates

that the spouse of 33 households jo1ned the head in . Edmonton

at a later date._The majorlty-of them (66 7%) moved w1th1n ;//’¢<

N

three years and almost all 6? them moved w1th1n n1ne years

of the reunlon Of these 33’households, at the t1me of the
reun1on only five (15. 2%) of them had chlldren in thelr
fam1ly and most (90%) of them moved w1th1n three years of
thelr reunion’ 1n Edmonton. Among those households (12) who

moved w1th1n one year,'only one of them experlenced an

1ncrease 1n household size- w1th tHe b1rth of a. Chlld 1n

o

Edmonton. However, 66. 7 per cent of them complalned about
the dwelllng space 1n thelr prev1ous re51denc% Thls

3 ,
suggests that 1rrespect1ve of the number of people 1nvolved

these households moved’ due to an 1ncrease 1n household Slz

through a spouse S arr1val in Edmonton.._-“3

Among those households who moved af

-

e
move. More than 80 per ctent of thé G

e
ol

for thelr relocatlon. Howeivf, the t1me of the last move

made by these househofﬁs is' always (w1th a few exceptlons)

e

w1th1n pne decade of the tlme the spouse (famlly) was -
\ . BN ,,,'.- ) ' v :

e

'.ionelyear of the.

§ren.at the time = °
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TABLE 8. 4
e |

" RELATIONSHIP BETwEEN”lHE;lEAR;QE;MQME_ANQ_REUNIQN;QEv -
 ‘ SPOUSE (FAMILY) IN EDMONTON S o e

Moved "~ “Number No.Children - No Ch1ldren in . - Complaint -

within _Hgﬁﬁf, : in the family ~ the family at the - about the .

(years)  Hous&- ' at the time t1me\of_move : - dwelling

of reun--- hold§ of reuniting - ;,' , - space

iting the -~ 7% - . Saon

. family in. L H.H. H.H. H.H. | H. H H H H.H. H H

~ Edmonton - with [ with|with w1th w1th withjwith
- Lo - no| onej two ' ‘no ‘

© " child ch1]d chil |{child: ch11d ch11 than
‘ B dren ’ gt

- i+

Total - 33 28 1 4 g 5 18 9. . 5

Solirce: - Questionnaire Survey. - - - o el sl

\ ; . . . . - L , .
Y. . S K4 . - o . L . -2 oy :
) R . : . o P
. . o ¥ R -
. . - ” e ‘ . PR . L ) . P .
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reunited}in.Edmonton.ﬁAs»this‘studywis'concerned with'the

P

"lasthmove only,‘lt is not known when these households made

’ ‘1

:the1r earller moves: in Edmonton mIf the reunlon of a spouse

iln Edmonton can be con51dered as one sort of formablon (a

.)

”reformatlon) of the household ‘then follow1ng R0551 (1980)

1t can be concluded that East Ind1an households in Edmonton_

are‘w1th1n the early stage_of the1r llfefcyclemg,At”thls , ;_,‘:
"zstage they experience thevgreatest increase in fheir .
-houSehold_Size. The 1ncrease 1n size causes a move._“ai 5

o . BN

' . N
- M

G 8.s SUMMARY

S .dov,

';ﬁ%n@f‘ As other research f1nd1ngs on 1ntra urban mlgratlon 1n=

gprth Amer1can c1t1es have shown, East Indlans change thelr l
*y T" ; 1y

res1dence with' a change of household structure. This chapter

w

zaas attempted to 1dent1fy the relatlonshlp between the move

»and a-change of household structure of the East_lndland
v-*mr,r B o B TN
o movggs 1n Edmonton._' o o

'”Vf-i'f Tﬁe majorlty of the households moved w1th1n one . decade:
. . ‘ IR S o,

i of thenr formatlon. Of those who moved W1th1n one year of +

"-‘the formatlon, a- 51gn1f1cant proportxon of these households‘

,do not have any chlldren. However, most of the- households
o .
w1th chlldren moved one year after the formatlon.

£

Except for a few, almost all the households
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“birth of_the.laSt5child in the.family(ahd about 50 per:cent
of them had_more'thah'two ohildren in the famil§mat the time

of the move. Almost all of them complained about the |

‘dwelling spaCe in their previous residenc - Edmonton.
Famlly reunlflcatlon was assoc1ate - ,151gn1f1cant
number St oves. Of those householas Wh. | -2 "1ted Ih‘ .

fEdmonton, almost all of them moved w1th1n n1ne years of
thelr reunlon. The majorlty of the chlldless couples goved
w1%h1n one year of thelr reunlon.-From thlS analy51s‘%tlls
fshown that the East Indlans do not 61ffer greatly from other

o \ .
y'movers 1n the c1ty,;as prev1ous fesearch 1nd1cates. East

» o

: Indlans also change their re51dence w1th a»change ofm {:N

h;household'. _tUre. They do SO. w1th an 1ncrease 1n the s:ze‘

j.‘of the ho




;o 9. CONCLUSION

u i

*

The main. objectlve of th1s réﬁearch work was to 1nvestlgate -ﬂ:
the 1ntra urban re51dent1a1 mlgratlon of East Ind1an
y households in Edmonton with referenge to some aspects o? the

~f~M-11fe cycle model—~Chapter~f1ve~throughwe1ght-presented an—-e~~w~e

analy51s and 1nté?pretat1on of the spatlal pattern of the
moves, i.e; where the households moved* whp moved, ,e; the"
demographlc and soc1o%econom1c characterlstxcs of\the

” movers- why the households moved i.e." the reasons of thequ

-

2
ov1ng and sele%éfng the1r dest1nat1ons- and flnal I the

relatlonshlp beé@een the move and change of their household

) BT S

structure‘ ThlS flnal chapter attempts to dzscuss the f”f‘,a

flndlngs in a more comprehens1ve way to ascertaln whether o

the 1ntra urban m1gratlon pattern of tae East Indlan pfa

B Y

households relates to the llfe cycle model or not. In the o

-

flrst part of thls chapten 1nd1v1dual 1nterpretatlons andf

conclus\ons of ‘the precedlng work are brought together ina
\ o

summary of the pr1nc1pal f1nd1ngs. F1nally, on the ba51s of

;.the research<f1nd1ngs ‘some suggestlons aréd made on how to
: v s ! B~ ’ '

.conduct future research work on the 1ntra urban Q%gfat1on of o

thrs m1nor1ty communlty..T ,ﬁ?ff_{y';;;‘d :,g;”‘;g'ff'#f;§{t>F?;13

9.1 WHERE DID THEY MOVE’ 3" N,;f‘°i< G &5*'.'-lfjg e
“:uh One of the pr1nc1pal f1nd1ngs of thlS study was that o o

,the most v151ble mlgratlon flowxof East Indlan mowers 1s(e‘ﬁdéﬁjﬁd
SR [ RPN R R

| ouﬁwards from the,c;ty centre. ThlS 1s very 51m11ar’to otber
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intra-urban migration_patterns_in North American cities,
,mostly caused by the increase of demand for dwelling space
as well as by the ownership aspirations of each household: A

&

very nlgh‘pereentage of the East—indrans moved— towards—the———~—-v~
peripherial suburbs of'the c1ty -This is much hlgher than
the moves assoc1ated w1th the total populatlon of Edmonton
as shown by McCracken's research (McCracken, 1973). However
it 1s notlceable that the flow of East Indlan households
predomlnately is towards those suburbs which are newly
developed re51dent1al areas‘where ‘the number of the total
hou51ng stock is relatlvely hlgher and hous1ng is
comparat1vely cheaper than the’ other suburbs’

| - The flow pattern as shown in chapter frye, demonstated
that at-the time of arrlval the majorlty of the.East
Ind1ans settled in the inner part of the city and ‘after some

time they moved Qutwards from the central area. The majorlty

of the‘households moved a moderate’dlstance (3-6 Kms) from —

‘ the1r former residence. This is much hlgher than the average

~dlstance of mOVe for the total population moving in Edmonton

as cgaln shown by McCracken.

!

The flow pattern also showed that although the average

‘ distance of move is comparatlvely hlgher than the general

'populace, the East Indxans tended to relocate in nearby

peripherial suburbs. For example, 1t is more llkely that the
moves wh1ch orlglnated from the southern part would

termlnate in the perlpherlal suburbs of the southern part of
0

-the city and‘moves-or191nat1ng in the northern part would
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terminate in the northern'peripherialisubu:bs‘of the city. .
ThaE‘is, they prefer to move to those deighbdrhdogs which

are known to them. The_majorityrof the East Indians moved

after—the—deQelopment_oﬁédiéﬁégent—subupban—residehtial
areas at|tﬁe periphery:of the'ci;y. On the wﬁple, it can be
stathd heré th%t althougﬁ the flow pattern of the'Eagt
Indian households is similar to the other-city'dﬁellers, it
differs with respect to the distanée moyed.- . ‘ \;\

v

.9.2 WHO MOVED? .

The analysis of - the demographic characteristics

including agé, sex, marital status and household size

. demonstrated that a significant‘proportion of the East

‘Indian mover, households are moderate in size (2-4 persons),

composed of adults in their late twenties or older (26-40
years) and children under the age of ten years. By following
the literature {(referred to in chappter 3), it can be stated

that these households are in the child-bearing and .

'child—rearing stages of Eheir 1ife-¢ycles. The

-~

.socio-economic characteristics (tenure status,type of

occupied dwelling unit and occupational “status) as/aﬁscussed

‘in chapter six, showed that the majority of the Ea%t’lndian

m&verSAwere renters and lived in apartments beforé they
moved. After the move,vaSt of them bécéme the owners of a -
single detached house. Those migrantsrwho have érrived in
the city fecently (within last two years) é;e the most

mobile.
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In chaoter six, itdwas shown that almost all the East
Indlan households are headed by males and 90 per cent of
them are marrled The majorlty of them were marrled w1th1n

. ‘the-last _decade:. The_ average household szze _of the _East

\

Ihdlan movers, 3.7 persons, is larger than the average
) hoosehold size ithdmonton, 3i1 persohs. More than 80 per
eent of'the households have/children in their family. All
‘the heads of the households were employed and the
concentratlon is in manager1al and profe551onal occupations.
However, the majquty of the women stay at home to look
after the ehildren. - e 1 ' ‘ -
It is in this’context that young, renter households
lwith infant children in the family and'of moderate economic
status (with respect to occupation) are of most likely to
make an,intra-urban move. From the.literatpre'on intra-urban
migration in North American cities it can be stated that
these households are in the most critical period of their
life-cycle when a change ih housing aspirations is produced

by a change of household structure.

9.3 WHY DID THEY MOVE? ‘ o
The present "study has strongly deﬁonstrated the causal -
- factors for the relocation of the EastAfndian hooseholds.
These were shown to be closely'associated with housing
aspirations. The housing aspirations include the desire for
\\‘kmore dweliing spaoe, the desire to purchase a home,.wanting

to be closer to school .and work and a desire to change
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neighborhoods. The economic reasons showed the least
1mportance in causing relocatlon.
. The findings 1n'chapter seven strongly supported the

. earlier statement (see page 145) that the East Indian

households are in the most critical periodzof their lives
“with reference to changes iﬁ housing aspirations and changes
in'househbld‘structure. A change in household structure waé
the main reason for the shortage' of éwelling'space. This was
one of 'the important push factors isolated by the 5tud§ and
caused about one quarter of the total moves. More tﬁan 80
.per cent of the respondents mentionea ownerstip aspirations
. as one of the push factors and it was the most important
causal factét:for 28 per cent of thebmotets. In terms of the
we1ghted value ownershlp asp1ratlons caused more than one'
f1fth of the total mqves. Accordlng to the weighted value
\ preference for proximity to school and work caused 19.{ per
\cent and compiaints aboﬁt the neighborhood caused about 15
1per cent of the total moves. This is the outcome of changes
to the East Indians' housing asp;ratlons.

'The analysis in chapter seven 1ndlcated that although
shortage otxdwelling space was the most important reason
,cgusing the move, economit reasons were the most impértant
nithe selection of a destination.-One quarter-of all the

re%pondents selected their destinations because of some
ecoQomic reasoh.‘Tﬁese include the cost of the‘dwelling, it

Lo . . : .
was within. the economic capacity of the mover and it had

resale’ potential. These motives are similar to other movers -
\ ' A

i

\
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in Edm?nton as McCracken has shown. ‘The price of the =~
dwelling unit was mentioned by 80 per cent of the .

respondents and about one fifth of the total destipations

were selected because of this factor. This finding explains

to some extent>whylthe majority of the East'Inaian mpvefé 
were pulléd towards those peripherial residenﬁfal afeas
where house prices are comparatively lower than other
subdrbs of the city. However, most of them were pushed out
from their previous dwelling by ajchanée‘in their housing

> BN
aspirétions which are allied to a change in their household

. "

stiructure.

Apart from the economic reasons, the other ihéortané
- pull factors were more or less similar to the push factors,
mentioned earlier. Enodgh awelling space as one of the
impo;tant pull‘factofs Qas qentidned by 88-per cent of the.
movers and 22 per cent of the total destinations were

selected because of this reason. The analysis also

<

.demonstrated that'theée households aré very much concgrqed-
about the sociai énvironment of the neighborhood |
(demégraphic.and socio-economic characteristics, of the
households in the neighbor;ood). This shows that_fhese
.houséholds are in theif early and middle stages of their
life-cycles with a ‘Young head of the household and g
schbol—going‘children for whom a safe and good (to the

household) social environment is desirable. '
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9.4 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE MbVE AND CHANGE OF HOUSEHOLD

 STRUCTURE (LIFE-CYCLE) ' .- ‘ |
nc® of a

The analy51s in chapter eight proved the prese

B

L
. linkage between the change in re51dence of .these :espondents

y

e

mobility rate was found to be very high in the first year of

and a change in their household structure.~Almost all the ’
households moved within nine*years and more than 75 pe: =ent
moved within five years, of the formation. This result

corresponds with Rossi's(1980) research findings for North

“American households. Almost all the households moved with an

-

o .
increase in household size brought about by the birth of a

‘?childmin the family. Only the first and last child's birth
LS . :

. were examined and the associated moves related to them. The

!n N

the birth of the Chlld This is much higher than the sample

~of all child- earing'households in Edmonton examined by

Lukomskyj (1974) ‘The higher mobility rate here demonstrated
that with the change of household structure, the East '
Indians change their re51dence more qu1ckly than other
people. As the majority of the respondents were renters who

place a very high prlorltf on home ownership, Wlth any sort

~of change,in household structure they respond very qu1ckly..

‘years of the reunion with their

'As a result they’dhange their residence within a very short

time. Additionally, almost all the households moved w1th1n
f\\ .

of them moved w1th1n five

nine years and.about 80\ per

pouses 1in Edmonton.
Therefore, it is concluded here that like other city

dwellers, East Indians‘respondpquickly to the change of

-~ -
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life-cycle. \ . ‘ 4

The present study has demonstrated that the intra-urban

-

migration pattern of East Indian movers in Edmonton 'is

closely related to-their stages of the life-cycle. Reéarding

the impact of the Iife-cy&le model on intra=urban—mrgration—
of East Ind{an; “a number of hypotheses (as ment1oned in
chapter } '86) were tested. The results 1nd1cated that all
the hypotheses were supported except for those dea11ng w1th
economic aspects and dlstance of move. These weak
relatlonshlps between the economic aspects and mob111ty
pattern can be attributed to the fact ‘that oocupatlonal
'status alone is not sufficient to expiain_economic status '
and ‘the data do not provide the information on the economic
condition of the respondents. The varlatlon of the d1stance
of move can be explalned by the . great 1mpact of’ hou51ng
opportunltles in some selected residentifl areas oﬁ the
\\city. | | -v ’/
' The present study has demonstrated that compared to the
ther c1ty dwellers, East Indlans 91Ve more prlorlty to home
ownershlp To any\sort of change in. the life- cycle, East .
Indians respond more quickly than the othet city dwellers.
The conclu51on of this study is that the 1ntra urban

mlgratlon of" the Eas\\indlan household is strongly

associated with the1r-11fe-cycles and therefore the

life-cycle model is a valuabletframework.for analyzing their

migration patterns.’

\ &

-
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'9.5 SUGGESTIONS'FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

. . -/

The presept study 1llustrated that in order to \\

understand the complex1ty of the 1ntra -urban mob1l1ty

pattern of the East Ind1an households, a number of dlfferent

variables must be examlned in dqta1I—in—dlfferent—emprrlcai
studies. The ‘findings made here lead to the deve10pment of
certain suggestions for areas of future research on the
intra-urban mobility pattern of the East Indian households
in’Edmontonf‘These suggestions"may also be applicable to
"other minority communitles in gdmontonvahd other Canadian
cities. They are given below: . '

f‘1.'The presént lnvestigation on intra—urban residential
m1gratlon of the East Indian households 1nd1cates a
significant association bétween the move and awéhange in
'hou51ng asplratlons whlch 1s related to the change of
household structure This finding corresponds w1§h the
) general trend in North American c1t1es.

- 2. In this study closed questlons were used to measure
the assoc1at10n between selected variables (which were
) assoq1ated with the l;\e cycle model) ‘and mob1l1ty patterns
| By adopt1ng this partlcular approach this study overlooked
some add1t1onal varlables wh1ch also mrght have some 1mpact
on the mob111ty pattern of the East Indian households. For-
future research it is suggested that open ended questions
.about the pull and push factors would br1ng out sone ' \'
add1t1ona1 varlables whlch would be partlcularly 1mportant

for th1s community anﬁ d1fferent from the general

. .
N i o ¢ -



———change—in-housing-aspirations—have_been measured-only
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A

-

populace. For example, arrival of non-nuclear family members

~

from the home country also might be a push factor and
respon51ble for thelr moves. |

3. The variabLes which were found to account for the

ctﬁdoly..Only those variables which are closely associated
with the chahoe of household structureAwere oonsidefed for
the’ purpose of thlS study. This feature of ‘the study design
made it p0551b1e to measure the 1mpact of certain. 1mportant
causal varlables in a general way.LFuture ‘research mlght try

to refine the measurementg and intensive anplysis of each of "

these variables might provide a better undefStanding of the

complex process of intra-urban migration of this community

in Canadian cities.
4. The literature‘indicates‘that economic status~is

closely associated with housing aspirationS‘as well as the

mobility pattern of North American city dwellers.

Unfortunately,{in this'study, it was not possible to
consider this fiable fully in the analysis because,of'thé

non-cooperative attitude of the respondents. It is suggésted -

“here that' future research shouldvmake a positive attempt to

identify the economic status of th East Indian households
and correlate thks w1th their housi g asplratlons and'then
the1r mobility patterns. ' \, ‘
5. The ev1dence of this study 1nd1cated that the East

Indians prefe: to buy a new house rather thah a used one.

This—stydy did not provide information eithqr.on why these
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people prefer to buy a new house or, among them, .who prefers
such adcommddatiqn. Whether it 1s a particular éub—group or
all of the East Inddans should be specified. It is hoped

that future research will give more aftention to-this aspect

___as;it_ﬁorms_an_important_yaniable_among_the;heueing‘
aépﬁrations'of thie community.
6. This\studj.did not consider the hodsehold's
residential featd&es it spedifically‘wishes to obtain by
.-relocating. .It déd not examine how they search for a
, .
dwelling to matgh their'particular requirements and what
'sources of 1nformat1on on vacant dnell1ngs were used. Future
research might make a more deta1led study of these aspects
_to identify hou51ng asplratlons, their preferences and
future mobility inclinations. |
7. The population which this research_studied;was
restricted by the‘fact'that oniy those who had changed their
residence in Edmonton Vere examined‘ This feature of the
study design made it p0551ble to make, to some eftent an
.1nten51ve study of the cruoxal characterlstlcs of the
movers. At the. same tlme it restrlcted the generallty of the
f1nd1ngs, in that how the movers differ from the non-movers
was not examined. An essential task is to broaden the
_generality of these findﬁan‘by'studying more pgpulation
.irrespectiVé bf whether they are movers or non-movers.
8. The move which was considered for the etudy.was only

the last one irrespective of the time of move. This aspect

of the study made it possible to. make an intensive study of

\
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the pattern and isolate the important factors causing a
particular move. At the same time it was restricted to
examining the rate of mobility of the East Indians for a

specific-.time period. In order to understand .the rate of

"mobility for this community, it is necessary to consider the
moves with respect to some specific time period. For example"

moves within the last three or four years.

? ' ‘ I3 13 ‘
. 9. The experience from the guestionnaire survey

indicates that, the mobility pattern varies with the

v

variation of the.mover's inﬁigration'status as well as
length of stay‘in the city. This is particularly appropriate
for the East Indian Canadian citizens who have been in
Edmonton for a long time, or some cases in.other North
American cities (familiar to the North American cities), in

contrast to new immigrants who arrived very recently from

the home country or thdse who are on student visas and wish
€

" to stay in Edmonton for ayshort per1od of time. It is hoped

\

that Yuture research w111 g%ye ‘more attentlon to these
7
aspects as they have a sxgﬁlf1can{ 1mpact on the total
A .
'hls communlty

mob111ty pattern of\

urse, vary with the mover's country

) -
: >y
wa ethnic communlty (e.q. Sikh, Malayalam,

noted abdvei :
’)& ) 'v,_:""“" ‘ )

'J et

or - Tami%\commuplzies) A migration study empha5121ng the

country of origin/sub- ethn1c communlty would prov1de ‘the - .

intra-ethnic variation of the mob111ty pattern of the East

T

Ind1an households in Canadian cities. TN
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APPENDIX-A

1ivi

RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY STUDY O
~ EAST-INDIAN PEOPLE IN EDMONTON®

" Please answer the following questions about your . length of
stay and characteristics of dwelling units you are |\now

ng and have 11ved in, in Edmonton : . .

How long have ‘you been permanent]y at th1s address in

. Edmonton? - Year _ ‘ Month
2. Where did you last live?
1. In Edmonton
} . 2. Not in Edmonton: ,
3. How many t1mes have you changed your address 1n Edmonton
1. Once ‘
2. Twice :
3. Three times
‘ 4. More than three: t1mes -
4, Please g1ve deta1ls about present and past dwe111ng units
©in Edmonton (Start w1th the present one) \ 3
AddPeSS’h . Type'* o :t Tenure = { _Year of:
- H/A/CkD/O" - * Owned/ Rented -~ arrival
o L P Ja
1. ‘[
2. o
3 —
= i
4. : 4/
5. / |
o 2

OoO>»xI

: ’ 1 .
S1ngle De ached House
Apartment : . . . : :
Condominium = - S . S
Others

199 o .> :_ I



5. How important were the fo]]ow1ng factors in causing you to
leave your previous residence? Put g number according

200

——tothe importance of gqny five of themie. 1 for the
' . most important one, and 5 for the ]east 1mportant one. )

—

. .Place too small for the househora*'
CHange in income | |
Want to be close to work I .
No commun1ty members in the ne:ghoorhood
Wanted to change the ne1ghborhooh ;'

. 'Too costJy to ma1nta1n"or pay rent. .

. High mortgage rate Jffb,, .”.. |
Wanted to be closer to ch1]dren s schoo]
Desire to own a house | '

;

..D1ff1cu]t to get to other parts of the c1ty '7»

O W W N ;O U W N

—
—_

Others

~Why it was too small for the household?

IR

FI A ‘ o e

"

'(/>

b w N

oy



6. - How . 1mportant were the fo]1ow1ng factors~1n choos1ng
. your new dwelling unmt’ ¢ Put a*numbervaccord1ng to-
— the importance_. ofeany_flve of them_i._e. 1 _for_the

201

mos t 1mportant one, and ‘5 for# the least 1mportant
-one) . e

/f‘

1..Enough space for the hougehold - . o

~ B °

w

, Relat1ves/fr1ends/commun1ty members in the
: ne1ghbonhood . 5 :
. LN 7%‘ " 3 . i —
@

. \Q .". P

Resa]e potent1a] 5“'&; o

R e BT JERTS B

Z

o

2. Qloser to work1ng place o S —_—

. W1thth;econom1c-cabacity N e _ '
Near school for - the ch1ldren ;"‘ | | _
Good neighbohhood S t'P' T ‘

New' house . 5“ T SIS

',9,,Good access1b1]1ty to other parts of the c1ty »b'jm“-“‘f'ii

10 Dthens R f 5.3" "{' '”‘_ P 1; l‘g. etim"

. y :_, o v

R AT t,t-f L

Sy

o " P
Y : »

4

. and your home S
- ‘ . . .,ﬁ

- T;L Are ‘you. mar‘med'7
Ty 1 Yes R e
f58. If. yés, when d1d you get marr1ed°.' .FIH\X”t‘
-’fig;iff“ '“-' 1. Year ’-;,"- [
a ﬁ\,f-q 2. Month T o

i

Now I wou]d 11ke to aék you some quest1ons about your househo



- 9. When was your first child born?

202

.1. Year :
2. Month

10, When was_ypure]ast child born?

11, What is th

1. Year.
2. Month

e household size (or fam1ly) ‘give detail

'hw'l\)'—x

about it (1nclud1ng the respondent)
. No- Sex Age Relation with Preseht Occupation .Year of
‘M/F (year) head of the occupation in last arrival
S household . 4 year in,Eden
— .
2.
"3,
4.
. . y
B K
6, -‘ ’ _ N
7. —
_ 5 N
. 8. 2
: CooNT N
1. Canad1an c1t1zen
2. Immigrant - ‘
L o 3., Hope to become Canad1an c1t1zen
e ‘, X Not decided ™ -
- 5. Other- Cl
6. Don t know ‘

;13 ‘Were you bprn ini-

. India S

Bangladesh o

Pakistan - TR N .
Srilanka ,_‘. Lo Co T e
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