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Integration as a Ideal


Integration as a two-way process:
• “In Canada, integration is a two-way process of 


accommodation between newcomers and Canadians: It 
encourages immigrants to adapt to Canadian society 
without requiring them to abandon their cultures.  It 
encourages people and institutions to respond in kind by 
respecting and reflecting the cultural differences 
newcomers bring to the country” (M. Dorais, 2002).


• The term “integration” implies a desirable outcome as 
newcomers become members of the receiving society 
and society receives newcomers
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Integration as a benchmark


• It is used to gauge the success and failure of immigrants 
or the “quality” of immigrants


• The benchmark of integration is based on the extent to 
which immigrants converge to the average performance 
of native-born Canadians 


• Economically speaking, to the extent that immigrants 
earn as much as native-born Canadians, they are 
deemed to be well integrated
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Focus of Past of Economic Studies


• Compare the earning gap between immigrants and 
native-born Canadians


• Recent studies focus on comparing recent cohorts of 
immigrant to previous cohorts, in terms of earnings 
advantage or disadvantage relative to earnings of native-
born Canadians


• Typically use a dummy variable to represent the earning 
difference between native-born and foreign born 
Canadians, while controlling for other variations
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Blinder Oaxaca Method


• Native-born: log Yc   =BcXc


• Immigrants: log Yi   =BiXi


• log Yc - log Yi  = BcXc - BiXi


= BcXc - BiXi – BcXi + BcXi


= BcXc  - BcXi + BcXi – BiXi


= Bc(Xc - Xi) + (Bc  - Bi)Xi


=% explained + % unexplained 
_           _          _      _                  _


• log Yc - log Yi  = Bc(Xc - Xi) + (Bc  - Bi)Xi 
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2006 Census
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Number Canadians By Birth and Immigrants,
by Sex, Aged 25-64, With Employment Income,
Excluding Aboriginal Population


Number %
Male Canadian by birth 5,279,522 40
Male immigrant 1,583,557 12
Female Canadian by birth 4,884,411 37
Female immigrant 1,441,783 11
Total 13,189,274 100


Source: 2006 Census, Analytical Individual File.







Means
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Male Can. Male Female Can. Female
Means By birth Immigrant By birth Immigrant
Employment earnings 55273.74 49614.17 34875.36 31982.37


Log earnings 10.5367 10.3694 10.0809 9.9598


Yrs of schooling 13.5764 14.3415 13.8523 14.2149


Yrs of Canadian experience 23.4406 16.9307 22.8273 16.8110


No. of weeks worked 46.83 46.15 45.24 43.91


Full time/part time .9364 .9268 .7746 .7809


Ability to speak English .8654 .9465 .8496 .9354


Ability to speak French .3574 .1668 .3720 .1621


Reside in Montreal .1171 .1183 .1219 .1084


Reside in Toronto .1000 .3880 .1032 .3961


Reside in Vancouver .0500 .1311 .0499 .1377


Reside in other CMA .5162 .3186 .5227 .3140


Visible minority .0242 .5676 .0248 .5817







Mean Differences
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Mean difference between Mean difference between
(1) male Can. By birth (3) female Can. By birth 


Means and (2) male immigrant and (4) female immigrant
Employment earnings 5659.57 2892.99
Log earnings 0.17 0.12
Yrs of schooling -0.77 -0.36
Yrs of Canadian experience 6.51 6.02
No. of weeks worked 0.68 1.33
Full time/part time 0.01 -0.01
Ability to speak English -0.08 -0.09
Ability to speak French 0.19 0.21
Reside in Montreal 0.00 0.01
Reside in Toronto -0.29 -0.29
Reside in Vancouver -0.08 -0.09
Reside in other CMA 0.20 0.21
Visible minority -0.54 -0.56







Expected and Unexpected Earnings Differences
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Difference between Difference between
(1) male Can. By birth (3) female Can. By birth 


Means and (2) male immigrant and (4) female immigrant
Difference in employment earnings 5659.57 2892.99
Difference as % of Can. Earnings 10.24 8.30
Expected earnings differnece -744.36 -1012.13
Unexpected earnings difference 6403.48 3904.55







Modified Method for Calculating Individual 
Economic Integration Score


• Native-born: log Yc   =BcXc


• Immigrants: log Yi   =BiXi


_           _          _      _                  _
• log Yc - log Yi  = Bc(Xc - Xi) + (Bc  - Bi)Xi 


Decomposing individual immigrant’s log earnings gap:
_                       _


• log Yc - log Yi  = Bc(Xc - Xi) + (Bc  - Bi)Xi 


Total Index = Explained Index + Unexplained Index
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Log Earnings of Native Born and Immigrants
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Regression Coefficients: DV - Log employment earnings
Male Can. Male Female Can. Female


Means By birth Immigrant By birth Immigrant
Intercept 6.251 6.307 5.608 5.997


Yrs of schooling .105 .083 .136 .097


Yrs of Canadian experience .009 .014 .009 .015


No. of weeks worked .032 .034 .035 .034


Full time/part time 1.066 .914 .733 .699


Ability to speak English .091 .159 .133 .153


Ability to speak French -.045 .029 .005 .086


Reside in Montreal .088 -.052 .133 -.023


Reside in Toronto .210 .167 .283 .217


Reside in Vancouver .163 .132 .223 .183


Reside in other CMA .110 .184 .108 .135


Visible minority -.167 -.162 -.049 -.047







Explaining Log Earnings Difference
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Unexpected Mean Log Earnings for Visible Minority Status, Period
of Immigration, and Region Where Credential was Obtained


Visible minority status Gross Adjusted Gross Adjusted
ImVM, Chinese .04231 .02114 .04110 .01843


ImVM, SAsian .03909 .01205 .03098 .01290


ImVM, Black .00520 -.00459 .00470 -.00460


ImVM, Filipino .02781 -.00696 .05233 -.00113


ImVM, L Am .01364 -.00502 .00986 -.01476


ImVM, SE Asian -.01817 -.00229 -.02181 -.00022


ImVM, Arab .04351 .00067 .04839 .00632


ImVM, W Asian .04334 .00087 .06446 .00595


ImVM, Korean .06071 .01383 .05700 .01081


ImVM, Japanese .00496 -.00706 .02742 -.01891


ImVM, nie .00085 .00170 .00212 .00525


Im Non-VM -.03877 -.00965 -.04107 -.00926


Male Immigrant Female Immigrant







Explaining Log Earnings Difference (cont’d)
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Unexpected Mean Log Earnings for Visible Minority Status, Period
of Immigration, and Region Where Credential was Obtained (cont'd)


Period of immigration Gross Adjusted Gross Adjusted
2001-2005 .10868 .09640 .11947 .09797


1996-2000 .07196 .06274 .08258 .06858


1991-1995 .03127 .03122 .03623 .03464


1986-1990 .00361 .00694 .00837 .00865


1981-1985 -.02229 -.01842 -.02531 -.01987


1976-1980 -.04537 -.04187 -.04927 -.04366


1971-1975 -.06312 -.06079 -.07371 -.06735


Before 1971 -.11249 -.10159 -.13092 -.10846


Region Where Credential Obtained


Can post-sec -.00455 .02530 .02248 .04764


US post-sec .05057 .04123 .06903 .06796


W Europe post-sec -.00380 .00527 .01075 .01562


Australia,N Zealand post-sec .03131 .00797 .06334 .04372


Africa post-sec .07774 .02917 .08330 .03676


Asia post-sec .08685 .02597 .11110 .05240


Other region post-sec .06092 .03026 .09219 .05846


Below post-sec -.06459 -.05571 -.11534 -.10278


R squared 0.491 0.633


Male Immigrant Female Immigrant







Summary


• Research uses summary statistics to measure income 
gap between native born and immigrants


• Blinder Oaxaca method allows for group decomposition
• Extension to individual log income distance
• Constructed index can be used as dependent variable 


for further research to explain why some immigrants 
have less gap than others (thus more integrated)


• Policy application: unexplained portion represents 
difference not explained by levels (productivity), and 
changing this difference requires policy change beyond 
selection.
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Welcoming Communities
Domain Priorities


This policy research priority examines what public policy 
instruments can enhance the capacity of Canada, its cities and 
communities to receive and integrate immigrants, refugees, and 
minorities and will seek empirically-determined best practices 
that can be adapted for use in other contexts.


Research Priorities A:
• What factors determine a host community’s “absorptive 
capacity?”  
• How do employment opportunities, the availability of 
appropriate housing, schooling and social services affect a 
community’s ability to attract, integrate and retain newcomers 
and minorities?







Welcoming Communities
Domain Priorities


Research Priorities B:
• What are the basic requirements and necessary conditions in order for 
a community or region, particularly in non-traditional areas to attract 
immigrants? 


Research Priorities C:
• From a national policy perspective, what can be done to attract more 
immigrants to settle in the regions?


Research Priorities D:
• Do interactions between newcomers and minorities, and dominant 
majority Canadians lead to increased acceptance and inclusion?  


Research Priorities E:
• Can the creation and enhancement of healthy cities and communities 
contribute to the attraction and retention of immigrants?







Ethnic Diversity Survey: Selected Items
•  Feeling uncomfortable or out of place in Canada now 
because of your ethnicity, culture, race, skin colour, 
language, accent or religion
• Have experienced discrimination or been treated unfairly 
by others in Canada because of your ethnicity, culture, race, 
skin colour, language, accent or religion
• Believe that any of the crimes committed against you in 
Canada in the past 5 years could be considered a hate crime
• Worried about becoming the victim of a crime in Canada 
because of someone’s hatred of your ethnicity, culture, race, 
skin colour, language, accent or religion
• Your sense of belonging to your ethnic or cultural group
• Your sense of belonging to your town, city or municipality
• Trusting people in your neighborhood







Sample stratifications – Frequency, percent 
within total sample (N=42,480)


32570, 
76.7%


9160, 21.6%


170, 0.4% 580, 1.4%


Immigrant status


Non-immigrant 
population
Immigrant population


Non-permanent 
residents
Unknown
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36040, 
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910, 2.1%


Visible minority group membership


Visible minority
Not a visible minority
Unknown


7910, 18.6%
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Rural / urban setting


Rural
Urban







Frequency, percent within net sample 
(N=41,380)


1000, 2.4%


31360, 75.8%


4410, 10.7%


4610, 11.1%


Four comparison groups


Non-immigrant, visible 
minority


Non-immigrant, not a 
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Frequency, percent within net sample 
(N=41,380)
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Non-immigrant, not a visible minority


Immigrant, visible minority


Immigrant, not a visible minority


960, 2.9%


24320, 72.2%


4350, 12.9%


4050, 12.0%
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Uncomfortable / out of place: How often do you feel 
uncomfortable or out of place in Canada now because of your ethnicity, 


culture, race, skin colour, language, accent or religion? (%)
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Uncomfortable / out of place: How often do you feel 
uncomfortable or out of place in Canada now because of your 


ethnicity, culture, race, skin colour, language, accent or religion?
T-test: Variable scaled so that ‘1’=‘all of the time’ and ‘5’=‘never’


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31,360)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 4.54 0.83 0.13 Rural 4.77 0.60 0.01
Urban 4.41 0.79 0.03 Urban 4.71 0.67 0.00


Mean difference 0.13 0.12 Mean difference 0.06 0.01


t-value 1.03 t-value 6.89
(fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.12 0.37 95% confidence interval 0.04 0.07


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 4.31 1.09 0.14 Rural 4.79 0.59 0.03
Urban 4.25 0.94 0.01 Urban 4.64 0.73 0.01


Mean difference 0.06 0.13 Mean difference 0.15 0.01


t-value 0.47 t-value 5.25
(fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.19 0.31 95% confidence interval 0.09 0.20







Discrimination: In the past 5 years, do you feel that you have experienced 
discrimination or been treated unfairly by others in Canada because of your 


ethnicity, culture, race, skin colour, language, accent or religion? (%)
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Discrimination: In the past 5 years, do you feel that you 
have experienced discrimination or been treated unfairly by 


others in Canada because of your ethnicity, culture, race, skin 
colour, language, accent or religion?


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31360)
Observed (expected) frequencies Observed (expected) frequencies


Yes No Yes No
Rural 10 (20) 30 (20) Rural 630 (720) 6350 (6260)


Urban 390 (390) 550 (550) Urban 2560 (2470) 21510 (21600)


Pearson Chi-Square 1.14 Pearson Chi-Square 15.62


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Observed (expected) frequencies Observed (expected) frequencies


Yes No Yes No
Rural 10 (20) 40 (40) Rural 40 (60) 500 (480)


Urban 1460 (1450) 2710 (2720) Urban 450 (440) 3420 (3440)


Pearson Chi-Square 2.95 Pearson Chi-Square 6.23







Hate crime: Do you believe that any of the crimes committed against 
you in Canada in the past 5 years could be considered a hate crime? (%)
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Hate crime: Do you believe that any of the crimes 
committed against you in Canada in the past 5 years could be 


considered a hate crime?


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31360)
Observed (expected) frequencies Observed (expected) frequencies


Yes No Yes No
Rural 40 (40) Rural 20 (30) 6980 (6970)


Urban 20 (20) 920 (920) Urban 110 (100)
24020 


(24030)


Pearson Chi-Square 1.00 Pearson Chi-Square 4.40


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Observed (expected) frequencies Observed (expected) frequencies


Yes No Yes No
Rural 60 (60) Rural 550 (550)


Urban 60 (60) 4170 (4170) Urban 20 (10) 3890 (3890


Pearson Chi-Square 0.04 Pearson Chi-Square 2.26







Hate crime: How worried are you about becoming the victim of a 
crime in Canada because of someone’s hatred of your ethnicity, 


culture, race, skin colour, language, accent or religion? (%)
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Hate crime: How worried are you about becoming the 
victim of a crime in Canada because of someone’s hatred of 
your ethnicity, culture, race, skin colour, language, accent or 


religion?T-test: Variable scaled so that ‘1’ = ‘not at all worried’ and ‘5’ = ‘very worried’ 


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31,360)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 1.48 0.94 0.14 Rural 1.37 0.82 0.01
Urban 1.76 1.05 0.03 Urban 1.43 0.86 0.01


Mean difference -0.28 0.16 Mean difference -0.05 0.01


t-value -1.72 t-value -4.68
(fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.60 0.04 95% confidence interval -0.08 -0.03


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 1.43 1.01 0.13 Rural 1.26 0.75 0.03
Urban 1.91 1.23 0.02 Urban 1.45 0.97 0.02


Mean difference -0.47 0.14 Mean difference -0.19 0.04


t-value -3.49 t-value -5.36
(fails Levene's test) (fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.75 -0.20 95% confidence interval -0.26 -0.12







Belonging: How strong is your sense of belonging to 
your ethnic or cultural group(s)? (%)
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Belonging: How strong is your sense of belonging 
to your ethnic or cultural group(s)?


T-test: Variable scaled so that ‘1’=‘not strong at all’ and ‘5’=‘very strong’


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31,360)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 3.27 1.40 0.23 Rural 3.36 1.43 0.02
Urban 3.71 1.16 0.04 Urban 3.29 1.43 0.01


Mean difference -0.44 0.23 Mean difference 0.07 0.02


t-value -1.93 t-value 3.63
(fails Leven's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.91 0.02 95% confidence interval 0.03 0.11


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 3.88 1.26 0.17 Rural 3.23 1.50 0.07
Urban 3.87 1.19 0.02 Urban 3.48 1.39 0.02


Mean difference 0.01 0.16 Mean difference -0.25 0.07


t-value 0.05 t-value -3.59
(fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.31 0.35 95% confidence interval -0.39 -0.11







Belonging: How strong is your sense of belonging 
to your town, city or municipality? (%)
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Belonging: How strong is your sense of belonging 
to your town, city or municipality?


T-test: Variable scaled so that ‘1’=‘not strong at all’ and ‘5’=‘very strong’


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31,360)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 3.28 1.50 0.23 Rural 3.60 1.22 0.01
Urban 3.44 1.16 0.04 Urban 3.50 1.23 0.01


Mean difference -0.16 0.23 Mean difference 0.09 0.02


t-value -0.67 t-value 5.61
(fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.63 0.31 95% confidence interval 0.06 0.13


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 3.58 1.25 0.17 Rural 3.71 1.23 0.05
Urban 3.91 1.14 0.02 Urban 3.81 1.22 0.02


Mean difference -0.33 0.15 Mean difference -0.10 0.06


t-value -2.19 t-value -1.70


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.63 -0.04 95% confidence interval -0.21 0.02







Trust: To what extent do you trust people in your 
neighborhood? (%)
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30.3 27.8
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Urban (N=4350)
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3.6
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28.6


48.2
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29.4


31.9
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1 - Cannot be 
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Trust: To what extent do you trust people in your 
neighborhood?


T-test: Variable scaled so that ‘1’=‘cannot be trusted at all’ and ‘5’=‘can be trusted a lot’


Non-immigrant, visible minority (N=1000) Non-immigrant, not a visible minority (N=31,360)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 3.64 1.11 0.17 Rural 4.03 1.00 0.01
Urban 3.34 1.07 0.04 Urban 3.76 1.05 0.01


Mean difference 0.30 0.17 Mean difference 0.28 0.01


t-value 1.80 t-value 19.82
(fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval -0.03 0.63 95% confidence interval 0.25 0.30


Immigrant, visible minority (N=4410) Immigrant, not a visible minority (N=4610)
Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error Mean Std. Dev. Std. Error


Rural 4.16 0.80 0.11 Rural 4.27 0.88 0.04
Urban 3.58 1.10 0.02 Urban 3.89 1.04 0.02


Mean difference 0.58 0.11 Mean difference 0.37 0.04


t-value 5.35 t-value 8.88
(fails Levene's test) (fails Levene's test)


Lower Upper Lower Upper
95% confidence interval 0.36 0.80 95% confidence interval 0.29 0.45
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Measuring Immigrant Integration - Literature


q United States – Immigrant integration (assimilation) has recently been 
measured by an Index of Immigrant Assimilation developed by Manhattan 
Institute for Policy Research (2008).


q Uses  U.S. Census Bureau Data.


q Index has three component indexes: 1) economic assimilation; 2) cultural 
assimilation;  and 3) civic assimilation.


q Examples of measures: 1) earnings; 2) labor force participation; 3) ability to 
speak English: 4) inter-marriage; and 3) naturalization.
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Measuring Immigrant Integration – Literature (cont’d)


q Europe – Peter Reinsch (2001) Measuring Immigrant Integration: Diversity in 
a European City. 


q Survey research N=600.


q Integration Index consists of five variables: 
1) income; 
2) usage of local services; 
3) perception of educational and employment opportunity; 
4) local satisfaction; and
5) participation in cultural activities & use of public space.


q Points out that surveys are just one tool that can be used to measure immigrant 
integration.
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Measuring Immigrant Integration – Literature (cont’d)


q France – Mirna Safi (2008) – The Immigrant Integration Process in France: 
Inequalities and Segmentation. 


q Focuses on the integration of immigrants as a demographic, economic, social 
and political process.


q Utilized data from large N survey – N=approx. 10,000 to examine various 
dimensions of integration and assimilation, which included, among others: 
1) socio-economic;
2) social mix; 
3)cultural reference; 
4) norms; and
5) national belonging.


q Factor analysis and regression analysis to compare immigrants, second-
generation and a control group.
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The Creation of a Canadian Integration Index


1. Selected potential variables in the Ethnic Diversity Survey (Statistics Canada, 
2002) based on relevance to the citizenship and social, cultural and civic 
integration domain.  N=approx. 40,000.


- Total of 19 variables identified.


- 5 general variables related to civic participation:
(volunteering, membership and participation in civic organizations & clubs)


- 3 variables related to political participation:
(voting in elections - federal, provincial, municipal)
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Creation of Canadian Integration Index – cont’d


- 7 general variables related to comfort, trust, and belonging to 
Canada:
(sense of comfort based on ethnicity, culture, race, skin color, 


language, accent, region)


(sense and extensiveness of trust in people, in the neighborhood, co-
workers, school mates)


(sense of belonging to municipality, province, Canada)


- 4 general variables related to discrimination:
(experience, frequency, reason, and place, of discrimination or unfair 
treatment because of ethnicity, culture, race, skin color, language, 
accent, religion)
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Creation of Canadian Integration Index – cont’d


2. All 19 variables were standardized to make them comparable.


3. Statistical technique called factor analysis used to reduce the number of 
variables to end up with a reliable index.


4. Series of factor analysis that included: a) Unrotated factor analysis, b) 
Rotated Solution – varimax, and c) Rotated Solution – promax. 
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Creation of Canadian Integration Index – cont’d
5. Result - from 19 variables we ended up with 8 variables for the social and 


cultural integration index:


1) voted in federal election
2) voted in provincial election
3) voted in municipal election
4) trust in neighbors
5) trust in colleagues
6) sense of belonging to municipality
7) sense of belonging to province
8) sense of belonging to Canada
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Creation of Canadian Integration Index – cont’d
6. Reliability Analysis - Cronbach’s Alpha of 0.7542


- With 8 items and average inter-item correlation of 0.2773 - alpha should 
be between 0.666 and 0.774 so index is reliable.


7. Last step - the sub-index was finalized by adding all 8 variables and using 
their factor loadings as weights – provides the relative importance of each 
variable in the formula: 


Integration index = (0.8434*stvotefed) + (0.8508*stvoteprov) + 
(0.8279*stvotemun) + (0.3838*sttrustnei) + (0.3348*sttrustcol) + 
(0.3999*stsobmun) + 0.4142*stsobprov) + (0.3901*stsobcan) 
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Creation of Canadian Integration Index – cont’d
Notes:
Coding of political participation variables:  
For the 3 voting variables there were 5 possible answers:
Did you vote in the last _______ election?
1) Yes 
2) No 
3) Was not eligible to vote 
4) Refused
5) Don’t know
For each of these 3 variables a new variable was created in its place where the categories 


were 1) Yes, 2) No, and 3) n/a = not eligible to vote, refused, and don’t know. This 
was done so that we would not have any missing values which would have 
prevented us from including the variable in the factor analysis.


Reporting of index values: The range of index values for all variables reported in the 
output had a minimum and maximum that ranged from approximately -9.8 to 3.9. 
For the reported values in the tables to be presented later a constant of 9.8 was 
added to transpose the minimum and maximum values to 0 and 12.7.
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Findings–Applying the Integration Index to Various Groups


q Immigrants vs. Canadian Born (nativity) – by gender


q Recent immigrants, earlier immigrants, 2nd generation, and 3rd generation –
by gender 


-straight-line theory predicts that the degree of integration increases with 
each successive generation


q Race (visible minority vs. non-visible minority) – by gender


q Selected visible minorities


q Nativity and visible minorities status


q Generational status and visible minority status
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Immigrants vs. Canadian Born


Table 1: Integration Index by Nativity


Integration Index 
Mean


(0 – 12.7)


Mean Difference t


Nativity


Foreign Born – Immigrant 8.98 1.08 28.90***


Canadian Born 10.06


*** Significant at p<0.001


Foreign Born: n=6690


Canadian Born: n=25460
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Immigrants vs. Canadian Born by Gender


Table 1a: Integration Index* by Nativity by Gender


Female Male Total


Nativity


Foreign Born – Immigrant 8.93 9.03 8.98


Canadian Born 10.18 9.94 10.06


Difference 1.25 0.91 1.08


* Index score ranges from 0 – 12.7
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Recent Immigrants, Earlier Immigrants, 2nd, & 3rd Generation


Table 2: Integration Index by Generational Status


Integration Index
Mean***


Generational Status


Recent Immigrants (1992 to 2002) 6.63


Earlier Immigrants (1991 and before) 9.92


Second Generation 9.96


Third Generation 10.14
***ANOVA indicates that there is a significant effect of generational status on the integration index scores at the p<.001 level for the four 
status levels [F (3, 32366) = 1050.78, p = 0.0000].
Recent Immigrants: n=1890; Earlier Immigrants: n=4770; Second Generation: n=5380; Third Generation: n=18770.







15


Recent Immigrants, Earlier Immigrants, 2nd, & 3rd Generation by Gender


Table 2b: Integration Index by Generational Status by Gender


Total


Generational Status


Recent Immigrants (1992 to 2002)                       6.63                         6.63 6.63


Earlier Immigrants (1991 and before)                   9.86                        9.98 9.92


Second Generation                                                10.06                       9.87 9.96


Third Generation                                                   10.27                     10.01 10.14


* Index score ranges from 0 – 12.7


Female Male
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Visible Minority Status


Table 3: Integration Index by Visible Minority Status
Integration Index 


Mean
(0 – 12.7)


Mean Difference t


Visible Minority Status


Visible Minorities 8.51 1.54 35.14***


Non-Visible Minorities 10.05


*** Significant at p<0.001


Visible Minorities: n=4360


Non-Visible Minorities: n=27620
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Visible Minority Status by Gender


Table 3a: Integration Index by Visible Minority Status by Gender
Female Male Total


Visible Minority Status


Visible Minorities 8.45 8.56 8.51


Non-Visible Minorities 10.17 9.94 10.05


Difference 1.72 1.38 1.54


* Index score ranges from 0 – 12.7
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Selected Visible Minorities


Table 4 Integration Index by Selected Visible Minorities
Integration Index


Mean***
Visible Minority*


Filipino 9.00


Arab 8.90


South Asian 8.87


Chinese 8.58


Japanese 8.58


South East Asian 8.33


Black 8.18


Latin American 8.01


West Asian 7.89


Korean 6.75
* 2 groups are not reported and include “other” visible minority and “multiple” visible minority
***ANOVA indicates that there is a significant effect of visible minority status on the integration index scores at the p<.001 level for the 12 status levels [F (11, 7358) 
= 13.35, p = 0.0000]. South Asian: n=970; Black: n=680; Chinese: n=1100; Japanese: n=90; South East Asian: n=200; Latin American: n=260; West Asian: n=120; 
Filipino: n=390; Arab: n=220; Korean: n= 130.







19


Selected Visible Minorities –Mean Differences Summarized
q West Asians are significantly different from two other VM groups


- less integrated than Filipinos and South Asians


q Blacks are significantly different from three other VM groups
- less integrated than Filipinos and South Asians
- more integrated than Koreans


q Latin Americans are significantly different from four other VM groups
- less integrated than Filipinos, South Asians, and S.E. Asians
- more integrated than Koreans


q Koreans are significantly different from eight other VM groups
- less integrated than all except one group – West Asians (no difference)
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Nativity and Visible Minorities Status


Table 5 Integration Index by Nativity by Visible Minority Status           
Integration Index


Mean***
Nativity


Foreign Born – Immigrant
Visible Minorities 8.61


Non-Visible Minorities 9.42


Canadian Born
Visible Minorities 8.08


Non-Visible Minorities 10.13
***ANOVA indicates that there is a significant effect of nativity and visible minority status on the integration index scores at the p<.001 


level for the four status levels [F (3, 33080) = 488, p = 0.0000]. Immigrant VM: n=3750; Immigrant non-VM: n=3980; Canadian 
Born VM: n=3620; Canadian Born non-VM: n=21730.


All of the differences among these means are statistically signficant.
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Generational Status and Visible Minority Status


Table 6 Integration Index by Generational Status by Visible Minority Status
Integration Index


Mean***
Generational Status
Recent Immigrants (1992 to 2002)


Visible Minorities 6.69


Non-Visible Minorities 6.48


Earlier Immigrants (1991 and before)
Visible Minorities 9.85


Non-Visible Minorities 9.98


Second Generation
Visible Minorities 8.00


Non-Visible Minorities 10.27


Third Generation
Visible Minorities 8.70


Non-Visible Minorities 10.15
***ANOVA indicates that there is a significant effect of generational status and visible minority status on the integration index scores at the p<.001 level for the 8 status levels [F (7, 32175) = 527.29, p = 
0.0000]. Recent VM Immigrants: n=1340; Recent non-VM Immigrants: n=590; Earlier VM Immigrants: n=2380; Earlier non-VM Immigrants: n=3370; Second Generation VM: n=3220; Second Generation 
non-VM: n=9260; Third Generation VM: n=370; Third Generation non-VM: n=11660. All differences among these means are statistically significant.
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Generational Status and Visible Minority Status


Table 7 Integration Index: Generational Status by Visible Minority Status


Generational Status Non-Visible Minority Visible Minority


Recent Immigrants (1992 to 2002) 6.48 6.69


Earlier Immigrants (1991 and before) 9.98 9.85


Second Generation 10.27 8.00


Third Generation 10.15 8.70


***ANOVA indicates that there is a significant effect of generational status and visible minority status on the integration index scores at the 
p<.001 level for the 8 status levels [F (7, 32175) = 527.29, p = 0.0000]. Recent VM Immigrants: n=1340; Recent non-VM Immigrants: n=590; 
Earlier VM Immigrants: n=2380; Earlier non-VM Immigrants: n=3370; Second Generation VM: n=3220; Second Generation non-VM: n=9260; 
Third Generation VM: n=370; Third Generation non-VM: n=11660. All differences among these means are statistically significant.
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Summary of Findings


q Immigrants less integrated than Canadian born – however, small difference in 
index score. 


Gender is important: female immigrants are the least integrated, followed by 
male immigrants, then male Canadian born and female Canadian born are the 
most integrated.


q Straight-line theory appears to hold – recent immigrants are the least integrated 
and 3rd generation are the most integrated. (Noted that small non-significant 
difference between earlier immigrants and 2nd generation)


Gender continues to be important for most generations except for more recent 
immigrants.


q Race matters: visible minorities are not as integrated as non-visible minorities. 


Gender is important: 
For visible minorities: females are less integrated than males. 
For non-visible minorities: females are more integrated than males.
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Summary of Findings
q Non-visible minority immigrants are more integrated than Canadian-born 


visible minorities.


q While straight-line theory basically holds for non-visible minorities it definitely 
does not apply to visible minorities. Visible minority immigrants are more 
integrated than visible minorities who are Canadian born.


q Some differentiation amongst visible minorities: South Asians most integrated 
and Koreans are the least integrated.


Implications of Findings for Future Research


q Why are 2nd and 3rd generation visible minorities not as integrated as earlier 
immigrant visible minorities?


q Why are Koreans, compared to other visible minority groups, the least 
integrated?
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