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Empirical Analysis

•On the basis of these processes, 52 variables were selected from the 1991 
census

•Discriminant analysis conducted to identify the variables that were correlated 
with the lagging and leading statuses previously considered.

•Discriminant analysis identifies those variables that contribute most to 
the difference between two groups of cases

•Each of the indicators for leading and lagging status was considered 
independently

Income-Related Factor

•High level of differentiation

•Leading CSDs are likely to be high in agricultural employment, the 
proportion of husband-wife and common-law families, and dwellings owned.

•Lagging CSDs have a high level of old age dependency, low education, 
immobility, and employment in logging or government services. They are also 
more likely to be found in Newfoundland

•Note that the analysis reveals

•important variables related to leading and lagging (which ones are in 
the lists?)

•Which variables are related to each other (agricult. Employment is 
related to husband-wife or common-law families and owned 
dwellings).

•Which variables form relatively independent ‘packages’
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Marital Status-Related Factor

•Leading CSDs are more likely to have high levels of husband-wife and 
common-law families with children, agricultural employment, old and young 
dependency ratios, and residential stability.

•Lagging CSDs are likely to be from Québec, New Brunswick, or Ontario.
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Poverty-Related Factor

•Leading CSDs have a high proportion of husband-wife and common-law 
families with children, government employment, and are likely to be found in 
Ontario.

•They also have relatively high old dependency ratios.

•Lagging CSDs have low levels of education, are likely to be located in 
Newfoundland, New Brunswick, and Nova Scotia, and have a high proportion 
of people employed in agriculture.

•They are also likely to have a high proportion of immobile residents.
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