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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Background to the Report:

This study has been preparedttoe5 existing Locallrainingand AdjustmenBoardsin
Northen Ontario.Due to the particular economic conditions in Northern Ontario, it is very
important for the Northern Boards to properly understandéneographi@and economic
trendsoccurring in their regionThis is the ninthresearch report in a series teaamines the
current trends in Northern Ontario using data from the 2001 CdBasisd on concerns
expressed in Environmental Scans, this report attemptsatoinethe currentlevels of
educationin Northern Ontariolt focuses orcomparisons with thedwcational levels in
Ontario as a wholend internal regional differences.

Methodology:

This report is based on newly released data from the 2001 Census as prepared by Statistics
Canada. Data is also used from other Census years as compiled by Statrsids.

Findings:

The analysi®f the 2001 Census dafor educatiorhas shown us several importéacts
aboutlevels of educatiom Northern Ontario. They are as follows:

¥ Educational levels in Northern Ontario continue to be lower thanvédragedor
Ontaria

o Northern Ontario has a higher percentage of people with less than a Grade 9
education

o Northern Ontario has a higher percentage of people with less than a high
school diploma

o Northern Ontario has a higher percentage of people who haveea trad
certificate as their highest level of education

o Northern Ontario has a lower percentage of people with a university degree

¥ The dfferences ifevels of elucation between Northern Ontario and Ontari®
increasing

¥ All districts of Northern Ontariayith theexception of the Muskoka District
Municipality, have levels of schooling below the provincial average.

¥ Levels ofeducation are highest in OsuburbanO and Ocottage coomiryiities



Section One: Introduction

1.1 Background to the Report

This study has been prepared for Bhexisting LocalTrainingand AdjustmenBoards in

Northern OntarioThe Muskoka, Nipissing, Parry Sound Local Training and Adjustment
Board (Board #20), the Sudbury and Manitoulin Training and Adjustment Board (Bdgrd #2
the Far Northeast Training Board (Board #23), the North Superior Training Board (Board
#24) and the Northwest Training and Adjustment Board (Board #25) are among the 25 Local
Trainingand AdjustmenBoards established in Ontario in 1998hese Boardwere created

to assist in assessing the training needs and issues of each area. Each Board is made up of
representatives of the key labour market partner groups including primarily business and
labour but also including educators and trainers, womlgor,ginals,persons with disabilities,
francophones, and racial minorities. The Boards also haveatorg representatives from the
municipal, provincial, and federal governments. The Boards are sponsored by Human
Resources and Development Canada and thei@Maistry of Training, Colleges and
Universities.

Due to the particular economic conditions in Northern Ontario, it is very important for the
Northern Boards to properly understand dieenographi@and economitrendsoccurring in

their region. Econormgigrowth in Northern Ontario has been significantly less then the

provincial average since the 1970s. Since training is seen as an important development tool by
most people in the region, regional Boards are therefore necessarily involved in economic
devebpment discussionsinderstanding theducational levels Northern Ontaricompared

to Ontarig and within the region itselfs essential to understandiagonomic developmeir

the regionLevels of education are one of the best indicators of the mgayatal that exists

in a region Contemporary economic trends have consistently showed the importance of

human capital for economic developmént.

This is he ninthresearch report in a series that examines the current trends in Northern
Ontario using da from the 2001 CensuBhe first report analyzed the general population
trends following release of that data in March, 2002. The second repatlmtakends in
youth outmigration using the 2001 Census data released in July, Z862hird report
lookedat the extent to which the populationNdrthern Ontarias aging.The faurth report
examined trends in migration patteri&e fifth report examined labourrfie participation in
the region. Te sixth report analyzed the industrial structlitee s&enth report looked at
occupational structure and the eighth looked at women in the workforce.

Section Two: Background to the Issue in Northern
Ontario

2.1 Introduction to Northern Ontario

Northern Ontario comprises almost 89% of the land mass ofi@btarrepresents only 7.4%
of the total population of the province (2001 Census). As the region has no legislated



boundaries, the definition of the region varies, especially as concerns its southern border.
Currently, for the purpose of statistical anayshe federal government has defined Northern
Ontario as comprising the Greater Sudbury Division and the following districts: Kenora,
Rainy River, Thunder Bay, Algoma, Cochrane, Manitoulin, Sudbury, Timiskaming,
Nipissing, and Parry Sound. Prior to 2000s definition of Northern Ontario was also used
by the provincial government for program delivery. In 2000, however, the Ontario
government decided to also include the Muskoka District Municipality in its definition of
Northern Ontario. This inclusios somewhat problematic in that the seetmnomic
characteristics of the Muskoka District Municipality differ from that of the adistricts in
Northern Ontario. Despite this, this study will use the provincial definition of Northern
Ontario since one dhe Northern Ontario Training Boards (LTAB #20) also includes the
Muskoka District Municipality.

The history of continuous settlement by fdatives in Northern Ontario is relatively recent
when compared to the rest of Ontario. Settlement in earndststdth the construction of

the Canadian Pacific Railway in the late 1870s and 1880s. This was soon followed by the
construction of the Canadian Northern Railway and the Grand Trunk and National
Transcontinental Railways. Most ndfative communities in #aregion were initially railway
towns.

Following the building of the railways, the regionOs growth has been driven primarily by the
forest industry and by mining. For the most part, communities were developed by large
resource extraction corporations ldhsetside the region rather than by local entrepreneurs.
This fact has meant that the social and economic structure of this region exhibits several
unique characteristics suchs:

1) An overdependence on natural resource exploitafidns has meantlaigh degree of
vulnerability to resource depletion, world commodity prices, corporate policy changes, the
boom and bust cycles of the resource industries, changes in the Canadian exchange rate, and
changes in government policies regarding Northern Oritario.

2) A high degree of dependency on external forddse fact that most communities were
developed by outside forces means that local entrepreneurship has been more limited than in
other areas. This has served as a barrier to the cultivation of arreméaial culture in these
communities. This dependence is also seen in the area of political deseiorg. Unlike

most areas of Ontario, Northern Ontario is made up of Districts instead of Counties. Unlike
Counties, Districts do not have regional goweents. Northern Ontario is unique in Ontario

in that unlike the Counties of Southern Ontario there is no regional government serving as an
intermediary between the provincial government and municipdities.

While all communities in the region share satoenmon characteristics, Northern Ontario
can be divided internally into three different types of communities:

Small and Mediunsized cities Northern Ontario includes 5 cities with over 40,000
inhabitants. They are, in order of size, Sudbury (155,218)nder Bay (109,016), Sault
Ste. Marie (74,566), North Bay (52,771), and Timmins (43,688)hile these centers are
heavily dependent on resource industries they are also relatively diversified in that they
tend to be important centers for health, edocatnd other services for the outlying
regions.



Resource Dependent Communiti€éBhe vast majority of the remaining ndlative
communities in the region are resource dependent communities, or single industry towns,
which share many distinct charactddsf These communities are smaller and less
diversified economically than the small and medsized cities. They are much more
directly dependent on resource industries.

First Nations CommunitiesThe region of Northern Ontario is unique in terms ®farge
number of Aboriginal communities. As of 200het Aboriginal poplation makes up
between 10 and 11.5%6 the population of the regidriThe population in the area of the
region north of the 8Dparallel is almost entirely made up of these comriemifirst

Nations communities face the greatest number of social and economic challenges of all
the communities in the region.

2.2 Education in Northern Ontario

Historically, the region has possessed lower levels of education that the province hées anslho
other areas of Canada. As wasnted out in théorthern Ontario Training Boas@Regionall

Outlook of 2000, jobs in Oblue collarO industries had been the largest single group of jobs in the
regional economy since the arrival of the railways aedtigins of the forest industries and

mining industries.

Historically this has been a factor which differentiated the region from many other regions in
Ontario. Northern Ontario still has a substantially higher percentage of these types of jobs than
for the province as a whol€&he structure of these types of jobs differ from the province as a

whole in that the percentage of manufacturing jobs in the North is less than for the province. This
is countered however by a higher percentage of jobs in loggiddorestry, mining, construction,

and transportatiorf.raditionally, these jobs have not required high levels of educatmking

at Northwestern Ontario, in the 1941 Census, 6.5 % of the population of Ontario had seme post
secondary education. In therthwest, this percentage was only 4.8%, a figure that was 26% less
than that of Ontario as a whole.

Another important factor affection education in Northern Ontario is that, until recently, there have
been few jobs for women in the resource dependentrwnities of Northern Ontarf§.Women

in these communities were not encouraged to further their education as there were few
employment opportunities for them.

Aboriginal communities are an important part of Northern Ontario. Historically, these
communites have been unable to benefit from educational institutions which were primarily
instruments of assimilation. It has only been recently that these communities have been able to
have access to more culturally appropriate educational systems.

Section 3: Meéhodology

This report attempts to describe #ohucational levels in Ntrern Ontario based arewly
released data from the 2001 Census as prepared by Statistics Earraddescription will be
done throuf a comparison of the educational levei€ntaro as a whole and through an
examination of internal regional differenc@ata forthe2001 Census is from special profiles
ordered from Statistics Canada by the researtileere possible, trends will be examined using
data from previous censuses.



3.1 Potential problems with our method

Our method has thrgeotential problems which must be mentionsaimpling errorthe Orandom
roundingO techniquesed by Statistics Canadandproblems with data for Aboriginal
communities in Northern Ontario

Unlike the first three reports in this $es, the data usead this reporis not from 100% of the

population. Statistics Canada has two census forms; a short one that goes to all residences, and a
long one, Form 2B, which goes to 20% of residences. The dataatlgre is from Forr2B.

This data is therefore a OsampleO of total possible responses. It is meant to represent 100% of the
population but, being a sample, it often does not. When ghenses from the sample differ from

what the responses would be frtine entire population, we say there is Osampling éfrorO.

Using statistical anafgs, we can calculate what the likelihood of sampling error is for a given
number of responses. Generally speaking, the larger the number of respondents, the less sampling
error is a problem. In our study, the data from smaller communities has a higher possibility of
sampling error.

Anotherpotential problem is the use of random rounding by Statistics Canada in its censtis data.
In order to ensure confidentiality, censadadis round up or down to the nearest 5 count. This has
an insignificant effect on large numbers. On very small numbers however this process can
introduce a significant degree of errdhis does not have a significant effect on numbers for the
districtsof Northern OntarioThis limits our ability to be confident abt numbers fovery small
communities in Northern Ontario.

The third problem was mentioned in the first report in this series dealing with population change.
The population figures for themsus divisions in Northern Ontario are not as reliable as the
census divisions in most of Ontario. This is due to the large number of Aboriginal communities
which, for various reasons, are improperly counted. If Statistics Canada can not properly count a
community, the population of that community is not included in the population totals for that
census division. As a result, the population figures for almost all the census divisions in Northern
Ontario are incomplete. Comparison from census year to cgaaubecomes difficult when a
particular community was not counted in one year but counted in another year.

In the report on population change, the statistics were OadjustedO to try and deal with this
problem. This was not done for this report. This mehasthere is a certain degree of error in the
statistics used in the repoftis type of error only applies to the section of therethat

compares data from previous census yeatls that of 2001.

Section 4:Educational Levels in Northern Ontario

4.1 Educational Levels in Northern Ontario Continue to Be Lower than the
Averages for Ontario
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Figure 1: Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.

4.1.1 Northern Ontario has a higher percentage ofpeople with less than a Grade 9
education

Figure 1 shows the highest level of education achieved for people 20 years of age or over. It
compares the percentages for Ontario with that of Northern Ontario. For Ontario, 8.7% of the
population havédess than a grade 9 education. For Northern Ontario this figure is 11.5%. The
percentage of people in Northern Ontario with less than a grade 9 education is over 31% higher
than in Ontario as a whole.

4.1.2 NorthernOntario has a higher percentage of pedp with less than a high school
diploma

Figure 1 also shows the percentage of individuals whose highest level of education was some
high school. These are people that went to high school for a period of time but did not receive a
high school graduation dédicate. For Ontario as a whole, 16.9% of the population have some
high school as their highest level of education. For Northern Ontario, this percentage is
significantly higher at 21.5%.



One can add the percentage of people with less than graddt®geicentage of people with

some high school together to arrive at the total percentage of a population with less than a high
school diploma. This percentage is important because, in contemporary society, the possession of
a high school graduation ceitifite is an important measure of literacy. According to one study,

Incomplete high school education entails several risks. The International Adult Literacy
Survey,asreported in the OECD publicationiteracy in the Information Ageshowed that
Canadiansvith less than high school tend to perform more poorly on simple daily literacy
tasks than theicounterparts in other countri&s,

In Ontario as a whole, the total percentage of the popul2@orears of age and oweith less

than a high schodiplomais 25.7%. In Northern Ontario, this percentage is 33. The percentage
of people over 20 years of age without a high school diploma is therefore 31.3% higher in the
North than in Ontario as a whole.

4.1.3Northern Ontario has ahigher percentage of peoplevho have a trades certificate as
their highest level of education

The Environmental Scans for the Northern Boards often noted concern about the lack of people
with trades certificates. The 2001 Census data doesnOt tell us whether or not there i® akhortag
people with trades in the Northut it does tell us that there are a significantly larger percentage
of people who have a trades certificate as their highest level of education.

Figure 1 shows that for Ontario as a whole, 10.2% of the populatipea2® of age and over

have a trades certificate or diploma as their highest level of education. In Northern Ontario,
13.9% of this population have this level of education. This percentage is 36.6% higher than the
average for Ontario.

4.1.4Northern Ontari 0 has a lower percentage gbeople with a university degree

A recent study by Statistics Canada has indicated that the most important determinant of higher
incomes in Canada is thehether the individual has a university degree orhdhe statistics

comng from the 2001 Census show us that Northern Ontario is a significant disadvantage in this
regard. The percentage of people 20 years of age and over with a university degree in Ontario, is
19.2%. In Northern Ontario this percentage is almost half oathi.7%.The percentage of

people in Northern Ontarwith a university degrers therefore 44% less than the percentage for
Ontario as a whole.

4.2 The Differences in Levels of Education between Northern Ontario and
Ontario are Increasing

Data from tle 2001 Census shows us that not only do education levels in Northern Ontario
continue tdbelower than that for Ontario as a whole, these differences are incrdagiage 1

list the percentage of the population 15 years of age and over that havenessititaschool
diploma as their highest level of educatiBitVhat is most apparent in the graph is that the
percentage of population 15 years of age and over with less than a high school diploma has
decreased substantially from 1986 to 2001 in both QGngaxd Northern Ontario.

What is less apparent is that the decrease in Ontario was greater than that in Northern®©ntario.
1986, the percentage of people in Northern Ontario 15 years and over having less than a high



school diploma was only 16.9% hightean the average for the province. In 2001, this difference
had risen to 23.6%. Seen from another perspectiv@ntario, from 1986 to 2001, the percentage
of people 15 years and over with less than a high school edycmeased b$1.1%. For
Northein Ontario, the decrease was 27.2%.

These differences increased even more substantially from 1996 to 2001 than in previous 5 years
periods.In Ontario, duringhe period from 1996 to 2001, the percentage of people 15 gedr
overwith less than a higlchool educationdecreased b¥%0.3%. In Northern Ontario, this

decrease was only 8%. This means that the percentage of people with less than a high school
diploma decreased 22% more in Ontario as a whole than in Northern Ontario. This difference was
much geater than between previous recent census Years.

Percentage of the Population 15 years of Age and Over
With Less Than A High School Diploma

= 50.4
[}
k)
O 48
o
c
- 431 436
S 43
o 39.9
o
‘_f 38 36.7
o
o
a 331
2 33
5 29.7
S

28

1986 1991 1996 2001
‘ B Ontario ® Northern Ontario ‘

Figure 2. Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001 (Special Tabulation), 1996, 1991,
and 1986.

Similar trends are found when compariregqentages of people with a university degFegure

3 shows us that the percentage of people 20 years and over with a universityWegsee that
these percentages hawereased substantially in both Ontario and Northern Ontario from 1986 to
2001.

These increases have not been uniform however. The percentage for Ontario has increased more
than the percentage for Northern Ontario. From 1986 to 2001, the percentage of people 20 years
of age and over with a university degree, increased by 60% in OnitaNorthern Ontario this
samepercentage increased by onl\y249In 1986, the percentage of people in Northern Ontario

20 years and over having a university degree was only 40% lower than the average for the
province. In 2001, this difference had increh$o 44.7%.
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Figure 3: Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001, 1996, 1991, atfd 1986.

4.3 All Districts of Northern Ontario, with the Exception of the Muskoka
District Municipality , Have Levels of Schooling Belowhe Provincial Averages

Differences in levels of schoolifgetween the different districts of Northern Ontario were also
studied.All districts in Northern Ontario halévels of educatio below the provincial averages
Theone exception was that the Mioka District Municipality had a lower percentage of people
20 years of age and over with less than a grade 9 education. At thersamiable 1 shows that
there are some important differenbetween districts in levels of schooling.

Table 1: HighestLevel of Schooling for Population 20 Years of Age and Over

Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
the Population the Population the Population the Population
with Less than with Less than with Trades with University

Grade 9 High School Certificate or Degree

Diploma Diploma

Ontario 8.7 25.7 10.2 19.2
Northern Ontario 115 32.9 13.9 10.7
Muskoka District 7.0 29.6 13.7 11.6
Municipality
Nipissing 10.7 30.3 13.8 111
District
Parry Sound 10.9 36.2 13.7 9.1
District
Manitoulin 12.9 33.4 16.1 9.9
District
Sudbury District 14.9 41.4 14.9 6.1
Greater Sudbury 11.2 30.2 13.5 12.0
Division
Timiskaming 14.2 37.7 134 7.5

1C



District

Cochrane 14.6 38.2 14.5 7.8
District
Algoma District 11.0 32.3 14.0 11.0
Thunder Bay 9.9 29.9 14.2 12.8
District
Rainy River 111 34.9 15.1 8.3
District
Kenora District 15.3 39.8 12.8 8.9

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.

4.3.1 The Muskoka District Municipality and the District of Thunder Bay had the lowest
percentages of people with leghan a grade 9 education.

In Table 1, thecategory listing the percentages of people with less than a grade 9 education shows
some notable differences. The districts with the highest peresnéagkenora, with 15.3%, and
Sudbury, with 14.9%. The regianth the lowest percentage of people with less than a grade 9
education was the Muskoka District Municipality with 7%. As noted above, this is actually less
than the provincial averagé 8.7%6. The District of Thunder Bay comes next with 9.9% of its
popuktion 20 years of age and over having less than a grade 9 education.

4.3.2 TheDistricts with the highest percentage of people with less than a high school
diploma are Kenora and Sudbury

Similar differences to those found for people with less than & @adlucation are found for

those people who have less than a high school diploma as their highest level of school. The
Muskoka District Municipality had the lowest percentage of people with less than a high school
diploma, followed by the District of Thder Bay. The @tricts with the highest percentage of
people with less than a high school diploma are Keraird9.8%and Sudburyat 41.4%.

4.3.3 The Districts of Manitoulin and Rainy River had the highest percentages of people
with a trades certificate or diploma as the highest level of schooling.

Table 1 also shows the percentage of people in each district who have a trades certificate or
diploma as the highest level of schooling. What is notable in these statistics is that there is little
variationamong districts. Most have a percentage close the Northern Ontario average of 13.9%.
Two notable exceptions are tbhestricts of Manitoulin and Rainy Rivefhesehad the highest
percentages of people with a trades certificate or diploma as the higleésf Isshooling.

4.34The District of Thunder Bay and the Greater Sudbury Division have the highest
percentage of population with a university degree.

It is perhaps not surprising that the two districts with the largest universities in Northern Ontario
also have the highest percentage of people with a university degree. The District of Thunder Bay
has the highest percentage at 12.8. The Greater Sudbury Division comes next at 12%. The
districts with the lowest percentage of people with a university degeethe District of Sudbury,

at 6.1%, and the District of Rainy River, at 8.3%.
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4.4 Levels of Education are Highest in OSuburbanO and OCottage CountryO
Communities

Table 2: Communities with The Lowest Percentage of Population with Less Than A
High School Diploma*

Type of Total Percentage Percentage Percentage Board
Community  population of the of the of the area
20 years Population Population Population
and over with Less with with
than High Trades University
School Certificate Degree
Diploma  or Diploma
Parry Sound, UNO 145 6.9 13.8 27.6 20
Unorganized,
North East
Part
Tarbutt and TP 365 15.1 19.2 8.2 22
Tarbutt
Additional
Jocelyn TP 240 20.8 20.8 6.3 22
Prince TP 765 20.9 22.9 17.0 22
Carling TP 880 22.2 13.1 19.3 20
Hilton Beach VL 135 22.2 18.5 0.0 22
Lake of Bays TP 2330 225 15.9 14.4 20
Hilton TP 195 23.1 20.5 17.9 22
East Ferris TP 2995 23.7 18.4 115 20
O'Connor TP 485 23.7 11.3 14.4 24
Conmee TP 495 24.2 18.2 6.1 24
Nipissing 10 R 955 24.6 19.9 5.8 20
Oliver TP 4130 24.7 17.2 11.4 24
Paipoonge
Macdonald, TP 1050 25.2 20.5 8.1 22
Meredith and
Aberdeen
Additional
North TP 2420 254 13.8 12.4 20
Himsworth
Rainy River, UNO 1250 25.6 22.0 10.4 25
Unorganized
Whitefish R 195 25.6 20.5 7.7 21
Lake 6
North Bay C 38155 25.7 13.0 13.3 20
Laird TP 715 25.9 11.2 13.3 22
Muskoka TP 4755 26.0 14.1 9.5 20
Lakes

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001. *These represent only those communities
of at least 100 people 20 years and over.

Table 2 shows the 28Bbmmunities in Northern Ontariavith the lowest percentage of people with
less than a high school degree. In other words, these are the communities that have the highest
percentage of people with a high school diploma or higherinteresting to note that thase

only one city in Northern Ontario on this list: North Bay. At the same time however, of the
remaining communities, 10 a@suburbanO communities. Thesar&@ll part of either a census
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metropolitan area or a census agglomeration. This means thastei0&6 of th@opulation in
these communities works the city closest to them. Of the remaining 9 communities, 8 are
characterized as having large amounts of lakeshore property. Of titegee8yithin 60
kilometers of a census metropolitan communitg @ensus agglomeration.

This indicates that those communities with the highest levels of education are either OsuburbanO
communities and/or Ocottage countryO communities. Similar trends are seen in Table 3 which
shows those communities with the highgstcentage of people with a university degfides

major difference here is that people with a university degree are more likely to be found in a city
and cottage country community than in a suburb community. Of the 20 communities listed in
Table 3, 3 areities, 5 are suburb communities, and 10 are cottage country communities.

Table 3: Communities with The Highest Percentage of Population with A University
Degree*

Type of Total % of the % of the  Percentage Board
Community  population Population Population of the area
20 years with Less with ~ Population
and over than High Trades with
School Certificate University
Diploma  or Diploma Degree
Parry Sound, UNO 145 6.9 13.8 27.6 20
Unorganized,
North E. Part
Assiginack TP 685 31.4 10.2 20.4 21
Carling TP 880 22.2 13.1 19.3 20
Gore Bay T 630 31.7 13.5 19.0 21
Hilton TP 195 23.1 20.5 17.9 22
Prince TP 765 20.9 22.9 17.0 22
Machar TP 610 30.3 15.6 16.4 20
Shuniah TP 1945 26.7 14.1 15.4 24
St. Joseph TP 915 311 14.2 15.3 22
Harris TP 375 26.7 6.7 14.7 23
O'Connor TP 485 23.7 11.3 14.4 24
Lake of Bays TP 2330 22.5 15.9 14.4 20
Thunder Bay C 80530 29.0 13.2 14.3 24
Strong TP 1025 45.9 13.2 14.1 20
Bracebridge T 9975 27.4 12.2 13.9 20
North Bay C 38155 25.7 13.0 13.3 20
Laird TP 715 25.9 11.2 13.3 22
Sioux T 3640 30.8 11.4 13.0 25
Lookout
Sault Ste. C 55100 29.0 13.1 12.9 22
Marie
Huntsville T 12565 30.2 13.1 12.9 20

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001. *These represent only those communities
of at least 100 people 20 yearsd over.

Section 5: Comparing the Training Board Areas of
Northern Ontario
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Table 4: Levels of Education by Local Board

Population 20 Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of

years of age and the Population the Population the Population

over with Less than with Trades with University
High School Certificate or Degree

Diploma Diploma

Ontario 8282160 25.7 10.2 19.2
Northern Ontario 609415 32.9 13.9 10.7
Board 20 166265 32.6 14.0 11.5
Board 21 138100 315 13.9 11.2
Board 22 86735 32.2 14.0 11.1
Board 23 89175 38.6 14.1 7.7
Board 24 111070 30.3 14.1 12.7
Board 25 55195 37.2 13.6 9.0

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.

5.1 The Muskoka, Nipissing, Parry Sound Local Training and Adjustment Board (Board
#20)

Table 4 shows thievels of educatiomn 2001 for each of the Local Boards in Northern Ontario.
Local Board #20which includes théluskokaDistrict Municipalityand the District of Parry

Sound and Nipissing, has the second highest percentage of people with a universityOdiegree.
than this, this Board is characterized as having levels of education close the norm for Northern
Ontario.

Table 5: Levels of Educationfor Communities in the Board 20 Area

Type of Population  Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
Community 20 years of the the Population the Population
age and Population with Trades  with University
over with Less Certificate or Degree
than High Diploma
School
Diploma

Local Board #20 166265 32.6 14.0 11.5
Gravenhurst T 7805 31.8 16.5 8.4
Bracebridge T 9975 27.4 12.2 13.9
Lake of Bays TP 2330 22.5 15.9 14.4
Huntsville T 12565 30.2 13.1 12.9
Muskoka Lakes TP 4755 26.0 14.1 9.5
Georgian Bay TP 1430 51.0 9.8 5.6
Moose Point 79 R 120 41.7 16.7 8.3
South Algonquin TP 1005 51.7 11.9 35
Papineau -Cameron TP 715 41.3 17.5 8.4
Mattawan TP 95 26.3 10.5 15.8
Mattawa T 1600 48.8 13.4 5.9
Calvin TP 435 42.5 12.6 6.9
Bonfield TP 1470 36.4 13.3 7.5
Chisholm TP 900 40.0 16.7 4.4
East Ferris TP 2995 23.7 18.4 11.5
North Bay C 38155 25.7 13.0 13.3
West Nipissing T 9620 41.0 14.7 6.7
Temagami T 710 35.2 12.7 6.3
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Unorganized, South
Part

Nipissing,
Unorganized, North
Part

Seguin

The Arch ipelago

McMurrich/Monteit
h

Perry

Kearney
Armour

Burk's Falls
Ryerson
McKellar
McDougall
Parry Sound
Carling
Whitestone
Magnetawan
Strong
Sundridge

Joly

Machar

South River
Powassan
North Himsworth
Nipissing
Shawanaga 17
Parry Island First
Nation

French River 13
Dokis 9
Magnetewan 1
Parry Sound,

Unorganized, North
East Part

Parry Sound,

Unorganized,
Centre Part

UNO

UNO

TP

TP

TP

TP
VL
TP
TP
TP

TP
TP
TP
TP
VL
TP
TP
VL

TP
TP

UNO

UNO

955
40

1320

2870
420
590

1680
625
1045
710
530
765
1900
4560
880
735
1035
1025
745
235
610
770
2325
2420
1180
110
225

70
140
45
145

1740

24.6
62.5

40.2

34.3
40.5
30.5

34.5
44.8
40.7
44 .4
36.8
36.6
30.3
36.8
22.2
38.1
38.6
45.9
31.5
36.2
30.3
57.1
34.2
254
31.8
36.4
31.1

42.9
32.1
22.2

6.9

55.7

19.9
25.0

15.5

12.9
15.5
24.6

14.3

9.6
13.9
18.3
16.0
12.4
155
11.6
13.1
16.3
13.5
13.2
12.8
10.6
15.6
11.7
13.5
13.8
18.6
13.6

8.9

214
21.4

0.0
13.8

10.1

5.8
0.0

8.0

9.1
6.0
3.4

8.3
4.8
10.5
0.0
3.8
8.5
11.3
115
19.3
6.1
9.2
141
12.1
4.3
16.4
3.9
8.2
12.4
4.7
0.0
4.4

0.0
0.0
0.0
27.6

3.4



Source: Statistics @ada, Census of Canada, 2001.
5.2 Sudbury and Manitoulin Training and Adjustment Board (Board #21)
Local Board #21, also known as the Sudbury and Manitoulin Training and Adjustment Board,
includes the District of Manitoulin, the Greater Sudbury Divisaand most of the District of
Sudbury. Most of the indicat® of levels of educatiofor this Board lay ator close tothe
regional averages.

Table 6: Levels of Educationfor Communities in the Board 21 Area

Type of Population Percentage Percentage Percentage
Community 20 years of of the of the of the
age and over Population Population Population
with Less with Trades with
than High  Certificate or University
School Diploma Degree
Diploma
Local Board 138100 315 13.9 11.2
#21
Tehkummah TP 305 36.1 9.8 0.0
Central TP 1460 34.6 13.4 11.0
Manitoulin
Assiginack TP 685 31.4 10.2 20.4
Northeastern T 1915 321 17.2 12.5
Manitoulin and
the Islands
Billings TP 425 28.2 21.2 11.8
Gordon TP 375 33.3 21.3 9.3
Gore Bay T 630 31.7 13.5 19.0
Burpee and TP 260 36.5 25.0 7.7
Mills
Killarney T 380 57.9 2.6 5.3
Whitefish River R 165 394 21.2 0.0
Sucker Creek R 180 33.3 8.3 5.6
23
Sheguiandah R 70 14.3 214 0.0
24
Sheshegwaning R 65 30.8 23.1 0.0
20
M'Chigeeng 22 R 435 26.4 16.1 3.4
(West Bay 22)
Manitoulin, UNO 185 43.2 16.2 8.1
Unorganized,
West Part
French River T 2245 47.2 15.4 3.1
St.-Charles T 950 47.9 12.6 5.8
Markstay - T 1925 46.0 16.6 4.4
Warren
Sables -Spanish TP 2340 40.6 18.6 4.7
Rivers
Espanola T 3970 34.5 12.7 8.2
Baldwin TP 475 42.1 14.7 5.3
Nairn and TP 315 39.7 11.1 6.3
Hyman
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Whitefish Lake R 195 25.6 20.5 7.7
6

Mattagami 71 R 110 36.4 27.3 9.1
Sudbury, UNO 2275 42.2 154 7.3
Unorganized,

North Part

Greater C 114350 30.2 135 12.0
Sudbury

Wahnapitei 11 R 35 28.6 42.9 0.0

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.
5.1 Local Board #22*°

Local Board #22 coprises most of the District dflgoma.As was the case for Board 2fhpst
of the indicators of levels of education for this Board lap@atlose tothe rgional averages.

Table 7: Levels of Educationfor Communities in the Board 22 Area

Type of Population 20 Percentage Percentage Percentage
Community years of age of the of the of the
and over Population Population Population
with Less with Trades with
than High Certific ate or University
School Diploma Degree
Diploma
Local Board 86735 32.2 14.0 11.1
#22
Jocelyn TP 240 20.8 20.8 6.3
Hilton TP 195 23.1 20.5 17.9
Hilton Beach VL 135 22.2 18.5 0.0
St. Joseph TP 915 31.1 14.2 15.3
Laird TP 715 25.9 11.2 13.3
Tarbutt and TP 365 15.1 19.2 8.2
Tarbutt
Additional
Johnson TP 495 42.4 20.2 4.0
Plummer TP 505 31.7 18.8 5.9
Additional
Bruce Mines T 450 46.7 11.1 7.8
Thessalon 12 R 65 46.2 23.1 15.4
Thessalon T 965 40.4 13.0 4.7
Huron TP 1365 46.5 17.6 3.7
Shores
Blind River T 2865 35.6 12.9 115
Shedden TP 555 59.5 18.9 0.0
North Shore TP 460 32.6 14.1 12.0
Elliot Lake C 9415 40.4 131 8.2
Macdonald, TP 1050 25.2 20.5 8.1
Meredith and
Aberdeen
Additional
Sault Ste. C 55100 29.0 131 12.9
Marie
Prince TP 765 20.9 229 17.0
Sagamok R 500 40.0 18.0 3.0
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Serpent River R 215 37.2 14.0 7.0
7

Mississagi R 210 26.2 26.2 4.8
River 8

Garden River R 530 34.9 9.4 4.7
14

Michipicoten TP 2630 31.6 175 10.6
Gros Cap 49 R 40 25.0 25.0 0.0
Dubre uilville TP 665 51.1 17.3 2.3
White River TP 705 41.8 17.0 4.3
Algoma, UNO 4630 40.9 16.6 5.0
Unorganized,

North Part

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.
5.4 TheFar Northeast Training and Adjustment Board (Board #23)
Local Board 23, also known as the Far Northeast Training and Adjustment Board, comprises the
Districts of Cochrane and Timiskaming and small parts of the Districts of Kenora, Algoma, and
Sudbury.This area has the highest percentage of people with a trades cerdiithédr highest
level of education. It also had the lowest percentage of people with a university degree.

Table 8:Levels of Educationfor Communities in the Board 23 Area

Type of Population 20 Percentage Percentage Percentage
Community years of age of the of the of the
and over Popu lation Population Population
with Less with Trades with
than High Certificate or University
School Diploma Degree
Diploma
Local Board 89175 38.6 14.1 7.7
#23
Coleman TP 410 45.1 6.1 12.2
Latchford T 290 46.6 3.4 0.0
Cobalt T 945 51.3 7.9 3.2
Haileybury T 3180 33.8 17.0 11.6
Harris TP 375 26.7 6.7 14.7
Dymond TP 815 28.8 19.0 8.0
New Liskeard T 3615 33.2 10.5 10.9
Hudson TP 355 35.2 16.9 8.5
Kerns TP 245 34.7 14.3 10.2
Harley TP 400 45.0 11.3 25
Casey TP 275 32.7 10.9 55
Brethour TP 110 59.1 18.2 0.0
Hilliard TP 170 38.2 14.7 5.9
Armstrong TP 860 40.1 16.3 4.1
Thornloe VL 80 56.3 25.0 0.0
James TP 325 27.7 23.1 4.6
Dack TP 300 36.7 21.7 0.0
Charlton T 175 40.0 20.0 8.6
Evanturel TP 370 324 311 0.0
Englehart T 1150 33.0 135 6.1
Chamberlain TP 260 34.6 5.8 5.8
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Matachewan TP 255 64.7 9.8 0.0

Matachewan R 45 55.6 22.2 0.0
72

McGarry TP 590 55.1 7.6 51
Larder Lake TP 625 33.6 15.2 7.2
Gauthier TP 60 66.7 25.0 0.0
Kirkland Lake T 6245 35.1 12.9 7.8
Timiskaming, UNO 2470 48.4 121 3.0
Unorganized,

West Part

Black River - TP 2055 43.3 18.7 4.4
Matheson

Timmins C 30995 35.0 14.0 9.3
Iroquois Falls T 3825 36.3 18.3 8.0
Cochrane T 4070 445 12.5 5.2
Smooth Rock T 1330 39.8 18.0 4.1
Falls

Fauquier - TP 530 43.4 12.3 9.4
Strickland

Moonbeam TP 890 43.3 14.6 3.9
Kapuskasing T 6705 35.0 16.9 7.8
Val Rita -Harty TP 725 44.8 11.7 6.9
Opasatika TP 240 50.0 8.3 0.0
Hearst T 4180 43.4 11.5 8.5
Mattice -Val TP 655 55.0 17.6 1.5
C™tz

Cochrane, UNO 2085 44.8 12.2 6.5
Unorganized,

North Part

Fort Albany R 240 50.0 8.3 0.0
(Part) 67

Hornepayne TP 905 43.1 14.9 8.8
Duck Lake R 65 46.2 30.8 0.0
76B

Chapleau 75 R 60 33.3 33.3 16.7
Chapleau TP 1980 43.9 114 7.6
Attawapiskat R 625 80.0 4.8 2.4
91A

Peawanuck R 120 75.0 8.3 0.0

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.
5.5 North Superior Training Board (Board #24)

Local Board #24 is also known as the North Superior Training Board. It comprises the District of
Thunder Bayand several Aboriginal communities just north of the boundaries of the District of
Thunder BayThis area has the highest levels of education in Northern Ontario. It has the lowest
percentage of people with less than a high school degree as their legélest education. It also

has the highest percentage of people witinigersity degree and the lowest percentage of people
with less than a high school degree.

Table 9: Levels of Educationfor Communities in the Board 24 Area
Type of Population 20 Percentage Percentage Percentage
Community years of age of the of the of the
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and over Population Population Population

with Less with Trades with
than High Certificate or University
School Diploma Degree
Diploma

Local Board 111070 30.3 141 12.7
#24
Neebing TP 1485 36.0 17.5 8.4
Thunder Bay C 80530 29.0 13.2 14.3
Oliver TP 4130 24.7 17.2 11.4
Paipoonge
Gillies TP 365 37.0 219 55
O'Connor TP 485 23.7 11.3 14.4
Conmee TP 495 24.2 18.2 6.1
Shuniah TP 1945 26.7 14.1 15.4
Dorion TP 325 50.8 6.2 9.2
Red Rock TP 860 27.9 16.9 8.1
Nipigon TP 1430 37.8 19.6 8.0
Schreiber TP 1020 32.8 15.2 4.9
Terrace Bay TP 1370 28.5 16.8 7.7
Marathon T 2985 26.5 18.1 10.9
Manitouwadge TP 2075 32.0 15.7 7.0
Ginoogaming R 120 58.3 20.8 0.0
First Nation
Greenstone T 4090 384 14.9 6.8
Aroland 83 R 190 55.3 23.7 5.3
Osnaburgh R 85 94.1 0.0 0.0
63A
Thunder Bay, UNO 4615 30.0 18.2 10.0
Unorganized
Fort Hope 64 R 500 78.0 7.0 0.0
Lansdowne R 135 66.7 33.3 0.0
House
Webequie R 340 80.9 5.9 0.0

Souce: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.
5.6 The Northwest Training and Adjustment Board (Board #25)

Local Board #25 is also known as the Northwest Training and Adjustment Board. It is comprised
of the District of Rainy River and most of the Distrof KenoraThis area is characterized as

having the lowest percentage of people with a trades certificate as their highest level of education.
It should bepointed out however that the differences between the Board areas in Northern

Ontario are very snfla This area also has the second highest percentage of people with less than
a high school diploma as their highest level of education.

Table 10: Levels of Educationfor Communities in the Board 25 Area

Type of Population 20 Percentage Percentage Percentage
Community years of age of the of the of the
and over Population Population Population
with Less with Trades with
than High Certificate or University
School Diploma Degree

Diploma
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Local Board
#25

Atikokan
Alberton
Fort Frances
La Vallee
Emo
Chapple
Morley
Dawson
Rainy River
Lake of the
Woods

Big Grassy
River 35G

Rainy Lake
18C

Rainy Lake
26A

Seine River
23A

Rainy River,
Unorganized
Ignace

Whitefish
Bay 33A

Sioux
Narrows
Nestor Falls

Kenora
Machin
Dryden
Ear Falls

Sioux
Lookout

Red Lake
Slate Falls
Pickle Lake

Osnaburgh
63B

Lac Seul 28

Wabigoon
Lake 27

English River
21

Lake Of T he
Woods 37

Kenora 38B
Poplar Hill
Shoal Lake
(Part) 39A

Rat Portage
38A

TP
TP

TP
TP
TP
TP
TP

TP

TP

TP

TP

TP

55195

2640
660
6030
690
915
630
275
450
710
245

105
50
50

125

1250

1235
35

445

11365
850
5950
800
3640

2990
75
245
145

395
100

270

50

70
170
195

95

21

37.2

38.6
32.6
30.4
33.3
39.9
34.9
61.8
38.9
46.5
32.7

47.6

30.0

40.0

60.0

25.6

42.1
57.1

27.0

34.4
36.5
28.6
37.5
30.8

31.1
86.7
26.5
93.1

67.1
50.0

74.1

50.0

57.1
91.2
43.6

36.8

13.6

19.1
15.2
12.9
21.7
16.4
11.9

55
18.9

9.9
10.2

0.0

20.0

20.0

8.0

22.0

13.8
0.0

20.2

12.5
18.8
13.0
13.8
114

15.6
0.0
18.4
0.0

10.1
10.0

9.3

20.0

14.3
5.9
25.6

26.3

9.0

8.0
9.1
9.4
7.2
10.9
4.8
5.5
4.4
8.5
12.2

0.0

0.0

20.0

0.0

10.4

5.7
0.0

5.6

111
7.6
12.7
5.0
13.0

11.2
0.0
10.2
0.0

25
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
5.1

0.0



Deer Lake R 355 71.8 7.0 0.0

Sandy Lake R 845 71.6 4.7 1.2
88
Fort Severn R 210 57.1 11.9 0.0
89
Wabauskang R 30 33.3 0.0 0.0
21

175 85.7 0.0 0.0
The Dalles R 70 57.1 0.0 0.0
38C
Kenora, UNO 5620 29.8 17.4 9.4
Unorganized
Muskrat Dam R 40 62.5 25.0 0.0
Lake
Kee-Way-Win R 145 72.4 17.2 6.9

Source: Statistics Canagdaensus of Canada, 2001.

Section 6: Observations

The analysis oftte 2001 Census data for occupati@s shown us seveliatportant facts about
levels of education in Northern Ontario. They are as follows:

¥ Educational levels in Northern Ontario conte to be lower than theerages for
Ontaria

o Northern Ontario has a higher percentage of people with less than a Grade 9
education

o Northern Ontario has a higher percentage of people with less than a high
school diploma

o Northern Ontario has a higher pentage of people who have a trades
certificate as their highest level of education

o Northern Ontario has a lower percentage of people with a university degree

¥ The dfferences ifevels of elucation between Northern Ontario and Ontari®
increasing

¥ All districts of Northern Ontario, with thexception of the Muskoka District
Municipality, have levels of schooling below the provincial average

o0 The Muskoka District Municipality and the District of Thunder Bay had the
lowest percentages of people witedehan a grade 9 education.

o The Districts with the highest percentage of people with less than a high school
diploma are Kenora and Sudbury

o The Districts of Manitoulin and Rainy River had the highest percentages of
people with a trades certificate or kdima as the highest level of schooling.

o0 The District of Thunder Bay and the Greater Sudbury Division have the
highest percentage of population with a university degree.

¥ Levels ofeducation are highest in OsuburbanO and Ocottage coomiryiities
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Endnotes

! As this report is being written, Board #22, covering most of the Algoma District, does not
actually exist as a formal training board, having been dissolved in 2001. Despite this, the
report includes data for this Board are

? See Statistics Canadagucation in Canada: Raising the Standa2891 Census Analysis
Series, Ottawa, March, 2003, Catalogue no. 96F0030XIE2001012.

% This has been pointed out by several government studies undertaken over the past 30 years
including the Royal Commission on the Northern Environment (Fahlgren CommidSiaat).
Report Toronto, 1985 and the Task Force on Resource Dependent Communities in Northern
Ontario,(the Rosehart Reporfinal Report 1986.

* For an elaboration on these poisée Dadgostar, B., Jankowski, W.B., and Moazzami, B.
The Economy of Northwestern Ontario: Structure, Performance and Future Challenges
Thunder Bay: Centre for Northern Studies, Lakehead University, 1992.

> For a detailed discussion of this aspect ofthiemn Ontario see McBride, Stephen, McKay,
Sharon, and Hill, Mary Ellen. OUnemployment in a Northern Hinterland: The Social Impact
of Political NeglectO in Chris Southcott (el Provincial Hinterland: Social Inequality in
Northwestern OntaridHalifax: Fernwood,1993.

6 Ccanada, 2001 Census.

" An elaboration on these unique characteristics can be found in Randall, James and R. G.
Ironside OCommunities on the Edge: An Economic Geography of Refmpeadent
Communities in Canada®e Canadian Geograpt¥0(10):1735, 1996.

® The percentage varies according to whether the respondents claim Aboriginal identity or
Aboriginal origins. In Northern Ontario, 9.9% of the population claims an Aboriginal identity
while 11.5% claim Aboriginal origins.

% Soutteott, Chris A Regional Outlook for Northern Boards: A Northern Approach to
Regional Labour Force Developmebiryden: Training Boards of Northern Ontario, 2000,
p.5, 6. Blue collar industrial employment includes the following census categories as
containg in the 1980 Standard Industrial Categories: Logging and Forestry, Mining and
Quarrying, Manufacturing, Construction, Transportation and Storage, Communication and
Utilities. Longitudinal consistency requires that the categories of Agriculture and Tgappin
and Fishing also be included in this definition as the 1986 public profile categories did not
separate these categories from Mining and Primary Forestry employment.

19 See Southcott, C. OSingle Industry Towns in alRdastrial Era: Northwestern Omia as
a Case Study®esearch Report€entre for Northern Studies, Lakehead University, 2000
See also Gill, Alison, OWomen in Isolated Resource Towns: An Examination of Gender
Differences in Cognitive StructuresO Geoforum 21(3)3B8, 1990.

1 Thewords education and schooling will be used interchangeably in this report. Our

discussion of education refers only to formal education; achievement levels in established
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educational institutionsln this report, v@ do not refeto the actuabr perceivedntelligence
of an individual.

12 The following is the explanation of sampling error found in the 2001 Census Dictionary:
Sampling Errors

Estimates obtained by weighting up responses collected on a sample basis are subject to error due to the fact that

the distribution of characteristics within the sample will not usually be identical to the distribution of

characteristics within the population from which the sample has been selected.

The potential error introduced by sampling will vary according tadlegive scarcity of the characteristics in the

population. For large cell values, the potential error due to sampling, as a proportion of the cell value, will be

relatively small. For small cell values, this potential error, as a proportion of theked| will be relatively

large.

The potential error due to sampling is usually expressed in terms of-tiadlesh Ostandard errorQ. This is the

square root of the average, taken over all possible samples of the same size and design, of the squamned deviati

of the sample estimate from the value for the total population.

The following table provides approximate measures of the standard error due to sampling. These measures are

intended as a general guide only.

Table: Approximate Standard Error Due to Sampling for 2001 Census Sample Data

Cell Value Approximate Standard Error

50 or less 15

100- 20

200- 30

500- 45

1,000- 65

2,000- 90

5,000- 140

10,000- 200

20,000- 280

50,000- 450

100,000 630

500,000- 1,400

Statistics Canada, 20@ensus DictionaryOttawa: Ministry of Industry, 2002. 295,296

13 The following is the explanation of random rounding found in the 2001 Census Dictionary:
Confidentiality and Random Rounding. The figures shown in the tables have been subjected to a

confidentiality procedre known asandom rounding to prevent the possibility of associating statistical data

with any identifiable individual. Under this method, all figures, including totals and margins, are randomly
rounded either up or down to a multiple of 050, and in sases 0100. While providing strong protection

against disclosure, this technique does not add significant error to the census data. The user should be aware that
totals and margins are rounded independently of the cell data so that some differencestbesgesnd the sum

of rounded cell data may exist. Also, minor differences can be expected in corresponding totals and cell values
among various census tabulations. Similarly, percentages, which are calculated on rounded figures, do not
necessarily add upp 100%. Order statistics (median, quartiles, percentiles, etc.) and measures of dispersion such
as the standard error are computed in the usual manner. When a statistic is defined as the quotient of two
numbers (which is the case for averages, percesitagd proportions), the two numbers are rounded before the
division is performed, except for income, ownerOs payments, value of dwelling, hours worked, weeks worked
and age. For these variables, the two numbers in the quotient are not rounded. Thievariabyy defined as

the product of the average and the rounded weighted frequency. It should also be noted that small cell counts
may suffer a significant distortion as a result of random rounding. Individual data cells containing small numbers

may losetheir precision as a resufstatistics Canad2001 Census DictionarPttawa: Ministry of
Industry, 2002p. 296.

14 Statistics Canad&ducation in Canada: Raising the Standa2891 Census Analysis
Series, Ottawa, March, 2003, Catalogue no. 96F0IB2001012 p. 14.

!* Statistics Canad&arnings of CanadianMaking a Living in the New Econom2001
Census Analysis Serie®ttawa, 2003Catalogue no. 96F0030XIE2001Q18 5.
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161t should be noted that using the population 15 years of age andoolda analysis of

people who have less than a high school education is problematic. The vast majority of people
15 o 19 years of age would not gt have attained a high school diploma. We use this
population group because it is the only one listeoliblic data for this characteristic in the

Census 01986, 1991, and 1996. This problem has been corrected for the 2001 Census as the
population for this characteristic now being presented in public data is 20 years of age and
over. The 2001 data for tip@pulation 15 years and older comes from a special tabulation
purchased from Statistics Canada. The inclusion of the population 15 to 19 years of age does
skew our findings somewhat in that this age cohort is slightly larger as a percentage of the
populaton in Northern Ontario than in Ontario (9% to 8.5%).

17 From1986 to 1991 the peeatage of people with less than a high school diploma
decreased3.2%6 more in Ontario as a whole than in Northern Ont&iom 1991 to 1996,
the perentage of people witless than a high school diploma decred&sd8o more in
Ontario as a whole than in Northern Ontario

18 For the years 1996, 1991, and 1986, figures for the population 20 years and over were
arrived at by subtracting the population 15 years to 19 yearstfre population totals for 15
years and older.

YOnce again, as this report is being written the Local Board #22 does not actually exist as a
formal training board, having been dissolved in 2001.



Appendix A: List of All Census SubDivisions in
Northern Ontario in Order of Percentage of the
Population with Less thana High School Diplomaas
Their Highest Level of Schooling

Population 20 years of age and over by Highest Level of Schooling

Total Percentage Percentage Percentage Board

population of the of the of the Area

20 years of  Population Population Population

age and with Less with with

over than High Trades University

School Certificate Degree
Diploma  or Diploma

Parry Sound, UNO 145 6.9 13.8 27.6 20
Unorganized, North
East Part
Assiginack TP 685 31.4 10.2 20.4 21
Rainy Lake 26A R 50 40.0 20.0 20.0 25
Carling TP 880 22.2 13.1 19.3 20
Gore Bay T 630 31.7 13.5 19.0 21
Hilton TP 195 23.1 20.5 17.9 22
Prince TP 765 20.9 229 17.0 22
Chapleau 75 R 60 33.3 33.3 16.7 23
Machar TP 610 30.3 15.6 16.4 20
Mattawan TP 95 26.3 10.5 15.8 20
Shuniah TP 1945 26.7 14.1 15.4 24
Thessalon 12 R 65 46.2 23.1 15.4 22
St. Joseph TP 915 31.1 14.2 15.3 22
Harris TP 375 26.7 6.7 14.7 23
O'Connor TP 485 23.7 11.3 14.4 24
Lake of Bays TP 2330 22.5 15.9 14.4 20
Thunder Bay C 80530 29.0 13.2 14.3 24
Strong TP 1025 45.9 13.2 14.1 20
Bracebridge T 9975 27.4 12.2 13.9 20
North Bay C 38155 25.7 13.0 13.3 20
Laird TP 715 25.9 11.2 13.3 22
Sioux Lookout T 3640 30.8 114 13.0 25
Sault Ste. Marie C 55100 29.0 13.1 12.9 22
Huntsville T 12565 30.2 13.1 12.9 20
Dryden C 5950 28.6 13.0 12.7 25
Northeastern T 1915 32.1 17.2 12.5 21
Manitoulin and the
Islands
North Himsworth TP 2420 25.4 13.8 12.4 20
Lake of the Woods TP 245 32.7 10.2 12.2 25
Coleman TP 410 45.1 6.1 12.2 23
Sundridge VL 745 315 12.8 12.1 20
Greater Sudbury C 114350 30.2 135 12.0 21
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North Shore
Billings
Haileybury

East Ferris

Blind River

Parry Sound
Oliver Paipoonge
McDougall

Red Lake
Kenora

Central Manitoulin
Emo

New Liskeard
Marathon
Michipicoten
Armour

Rainy River,
Unorganized
Pickle Lake
Kerns

Thunder Bay,
Unorganized

Muskoka Lakes
Fauquier -Strickland

Kenora,
Unorga nized

Fort Frances
Gordon
Timmins

Dorion
Magnetawan
Mattagami 71
Alberton
Seguin
Hornepayne
Charlton
McKellar
Hearst

Hudson

Rainy River
Neebing
Gravenhurst
Papineau -Cameron
Perry

Moose Point 79

Tarbutt and Tarbutt
Additional

Espanola
Elliot Lake
Powassan

TP
TP

TP

—

TP
TP

TP
TP

TP
TP
UNO

TP
TP
UNO
TP
TP
UNO
TP

TP
TP

TP

TP

TP

TP

TP

TP

TP
TP

TP

@)

460
425
3180
2995
2865
4560
4130
1900
2990
11365
1460
915
3615
2985
2630
1045
1250

245
245
4615

4755
530
5620

6030
375
30995
325
1035
110
660
2870
905
175
765
4180
355
710
1485
7805
715
1680
120
365

3970
9415
2325

27

32.6
28.2
33.8
23.7
35.6
36.8
24.7
30.3
31.1
34.4
34.6
39.9
33.2
26.5
31.6
40.7
25.6

26.5
34.7
30.0

26.0
43.4
29.8

30.4
33.3
35.0
50.8
38.6
36.4
32.6
34.3
43.1
40.0
36.6
43.4
35.2
46.5
36.0
31.8
41.3
34.5
41.7
151

34.5
40.4
34.2

14.1
21.2
17.0
18.4
12.9
11.6
17.2
155
15.6
125
13.4
16.4
10.5
18.1
17.5
13.9
22.0

18.4
14.3
18.2

14.1
12.3
17.4

12.9
21.3
14.0

6.2
135
27.3
15.2
12.9
14.9
20.0
12.4
115
16.9

9.9
17.5
16.5
17.5
14.3
16.7
19.2

12.7
13.1
135

12.0
11.8
11.6
115
115
115
114
11.3
11.2
111
11.0
10.9
10.9
10.9
10.6
10.5
10.4

10.2
10.2
10.0

9.5
9.4
9.4

9.4
9.3
9.3
9.2
9.2
9.1
9.1
9.1
8.8
8.6
8.5
8.5
8.5
8.5
8.4
8.4
8.4
8.3
8.3
8.2

8.2
8.2
8.2

22
21
23
20
22
20
24
20
25
25
21
25
23
24
22
20
25

25
23
24

20
23
25

25
21
23
24
20
21
25
20
23
23
20
23
23
25
24
20
20
20
20
22

21
22
20



Red Rock

Manitoulin,
Unorganized, West
Part

Macdonald,
Meredith and
Aberdeen
Additional

Nipigon

Dymond
Iroquois Falls
Nipissing,
Unorganized, North
Part

Atikokan
Kirkland Lake
Bruce Mines
Kapuskasing
Whitefish Lake 6
Burpee and Mills
Terrace Bay
Machin
Chapleau
Bonfield

Sudbury,
Unorganized, North
Part

La Vallee
Larder Lake
Manitouwadge
Serpent River 7
Calvin
Kee-Way-Win
Val Rita -Harty
Greenstone
West Nipissing
Cochrane,

Unorganized, North
Part

Nairn an d Hyman
Temagami
Jocelyn
Whitestone
Englehart
Conmee

The Archipelago
Plummer Ad ditional
Mattawa

Hilliard
St.-Charles
Chamberlain

TP
UNO

TP

TP
TP

UNO

TP

—

—

TP
TP
TP
TP
TP

UNO

TP
TP
TP
TP

TP

UNO

TP

TP
TP

TP
TP
TP
TP

TP

860
185

1050

1430

815
3825
1320

2640
6245
450
6705
195
260
1370
850
1980
1470
2275

690
625
2075
215
435
145
725
4090
9620
2085

315
710
240
735
1150
495
420
505
1600
170
950
260

28

27.9
43.2

25.2

37.8
28.8
36.3
40.2

38.6
35.1
46.7
35.0
25.6
36.5
28.5
36.5
43.9
36.4
42.2

33.3
33.6
32.0
37.2
42.5
72.4
44.8
38.4
41.0
44.8

39.7
35.2
20.8
38.1
33.0
24.2
40.5
31.7
48.8
38.2
47.9
34.6

16.9
16.2

20.5

19.6
19.0
18.3
155

191
12.9
111
16.9
20.5
25.0
16.8
18.8
114
13.3
154

21.7
15.2
15.7
14.0
12.6
17.2
11.7
14.9
14.7
12.2

111
12.7
20.8
16.3
13.5
18.2
15.5
18.8
13.4
14.7
12.6

5.8

8.1
8.1

8.1

8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0

8.0
7.8
7.8
7.8
7.7
7.7
7.7
7.6
7.6
7.5
7.3

7.2
7.2
7.0
7.0
6.9
6.9
6.9
6.8
6.7
6.5

6.3
6.3
6.3
6.1
6.1
6.1
6.0
5.9
5.9
5.9
5.8
5.8

24
21

22

24
23
23
20

25
23
22
23
21
21
24
25
23
20
21

25
23
24
22
20
25
23
24
20
23

21
20
22
20
23
24
20
22
20
23
21
23



Nipissing 10
Ignace

Sioux Nar rows
Nestor Falls

Georgian Bay
Sucker Creek 23
Gillies

Casey

Morley

Baldwin

Arol and 83
Killarney
Cochrane

Shoal Lake (Part)
39A

McGarry
Ear Falls
Algoma,

Unorganized, North

Part

Schreiber
Kearney

Chapple
Mississagi River 8
Garden River 14

Sables -Spanish
Rivers

Thessalon
Nipissing
James
Chisholm

Parry Island First
Nation

Dawson
Markstay -Warren

Black River -
Matheson

Joly

White River
Smooth Rock Falls
Armstrong
Johnson
Moonbeam

South River
Ryerson

Huron Shores
South Algonquin

Parry Sound,
Unorganized,
Centre Part

TP
TP

TP

TP
TP
TP
TP

Jd 443

TP
TP
UNO

TP

TP

TP

TP
TP
TP

TP

TP

TP
TP

TP
TP
TP
VL
TP
TP
TP

UNO

955
1235
445

1430
180
365
275
275
475
190
380

4070
195

590
800
4630

1020
625
630
210
530

2340

965
1180
325
900
225

450
1925
2055

235
705
1330
860
495
890
770
530
1365
1005
1740

28

24.6
42.1
27.0

51.0
33.3
37.0
32.7
61.8
42.1
55.3
57.9
44.5
43.6

55.1
37.5
40.9

32.8
44.8
34.9
26.2
34.9
40.6

40.4
31.8
27.7
40.0
31.1

38.9
46.0
43.3

36.2
41.8
39.8
40.1
42.4
43.3
57.1
36.8
46.5
51.7
55.7

19.9
13.8
20.2

9.8
8.3
21.9
10.9
5.5
14.7
23.7
2.6
125
25.6

7.6
13.8
16.6

15.2
9.6
11.9
26.2
9.4
18.6

13.0
18.6
23.1
16.7

8.9

18.9
16.6
18.7

10.6
17.0
18.0
16.3
20.2
14.6
11.7
16.0
17.6
11.9
10.1

5.8
5.7
5.6

5.6
5.6
5.5
55
5.5
5.3
5.3
5.3
5.2
51

5.1
5.0
5.0

4.9
4.8
4.8
4.8
4.7
4.7

4.7
4.7
4.6
4.4
4.4

4.4
4.4
4.4

4.3
4.3
4.1
4.1
4.0
3.9
3.9
3.8
3.7
3.5
3.4

20
25
25

20
21
24
23
25
21
24
21
23
25

23
25
22

24
20
25
22
22
21

22
20
23
20
20

25
21
23

20
22
23
23
22
23
20
20
22
20
20



M'Chigeeng 22
(West Bay 22)
McMurrich/Monteith
Cobalt

French River
Timiskaming,
Unorganized, West
Part

Sagamok

Lac Seul 28
Harley
Attawapiskat 91A
Dubreuilville
Mattice -Val C™tZ
Sandy Lake 88

Lake Of The Woods
37

Shesheg waning 20
Opasatika

Dokis 9

Wabigoon Lake 27
Evanturel

Rainy Lake 18C
Burk's Falls
Matachewan 72
Wabauskang 21
Thornloe

Duck Lake 76B
Wahnapitei 11
Fort Severn 89
Whitefish Bay 33A
French River 13

Fort Albany (Part)
67

Kenora 38B

Big Grassy River
35G

Ginoogaming First
Nation

Brethour

Shedden

Seine River 23A
Dack

Shawanaga 17
Tehkummah
Nipissing,
Unorganized, South
Part

Muskrat Dam Lake
Matachewan
Lansdowne House

TP

UNO

TP

TP
TP

Py

VL

O 0V VXV

PPV

TP
TP

TP

TP
UNO

TP

435

590
945
2245
2470

500
395
400
625
665
655
845

50

65
240
140
100
370

50
710

45

30

80

65

35
210

35

70
240

70
105

120

110
555
125
300
110
305

40

40
255
135

3C

26.4

30.5
51.3
47.2
48.4

40.0
67.1
45.0
80.0
51.1
55.0
71.6
50.0

30.8
50.0
32.1
50.0
32.4
30.0
44 .4
55.6
33.3
56.3
46.2
28.6
57.1
57.1
42.9
50.0

57.1
47.6

58.3

59.1
59.5
60.0
36.7
36.4
36.1
62.5

62.5
64.7
66.7

16.1

24.6

7.9
154
121

18.0
10.1
11.3

4.8
17.3
17.6

4.7
20.0

23.1

8.3
21.4
10.0
31.1
20.0
18.3
22.2

0.0
25.0
30.8
42.9
11.9

0.0
21.4

8.3

14.3
0.0

20.8

18.2
18.9

8.0
21.7
13.6

9.8
25.0

25.0
9.8
33.3

3.4

3.4
3.2
3.1
3.0

3.0
25
25
2.4
2.3
15
1.2
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

21

20
23
21
23

22
25
23
23
22
23
25
25

21
23
20
25
23
25
20
23
25
23
23
21
25
25
20
23

25
25

24

23
22
25
23
20
21
20

25
23
24



Gauthier
Latchford

The Dalles 38C
Gros Cap 49
Deer Lake
English River 21
Peawanuck

Fort Hope 64
Whitefish River
Webequie
Wapekeka 2
Hilton Beach
Magnetewan 1
Slate Falls
Poplar Hill
Osnaburgh 63B
Osnaburgh 63A
Sheguiandah 24
Rat Portage 38A

Source: Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 2001.
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60
290
70
40
355
270
120
500
165
340
175
135
45
75
170
145
85
70
95

31

66.7
46.6
57.1
25.0
71.8
74.1
75.0
78.0
39.4
80.9
85.7
22.2
22.2
86.7
91.2
93.1
94.1
14.3
36.8

25.0
3.4
0.0

25.0
7.0
9.3
8.3
7.0

21.2
5.9
0.0

18.5
0.0
0.0
5.9
0.0
0.0

21.4

26.3

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

23
23
25
22
25
25
23
24
21
24
25
22
20
25
25
25
24
21
25



