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Population Change of 2001 to 2006

Source : Statistics Canada, Census of Canada, 13%&]. and 2006.

Based on analysis of 2006 Census data on populatighere appears to be six main population
trends occurring in Northern Ontario.

The population has stabilized, statistically spegkhe population of Northern Ontario was virtualig same
in 2006 as it was in 2001.

In 2001 Northern Ontario represented 6.9% of thal fwopulation of Ontario. By 2006 this percentages
down to under 6.5%.

Most Aboriginal communities in Northern Ontario sh@opulation increases. Average growth ratethiese
communities increased to 16.5%.

We see return of growth to the largest urban ceniree urban areas of North Bay, Sudbury, Sault\&eie,
and Thunder Bay all saw their population grow dgitinis period.

Mining dependent communities were better off thare$t dependent communities. While there were
exceptions, several mining communities across thNsaw growth from 2001 to 2006 while many forest
dependent communities continued to experience roecli

Those communities that are closest to the urbatneeof Southern Ontario tended to have growtipassed
to decline.




The Fastest Growing Communities in Northern Ontaro

Looking at the census sub-divisions in Northerna@iot of the 285 for which 2006 figures
exist, the fastest growing tended to be Aborigomhmunities. Of the 50 fastest growing
census sub-divisions, 36 were Aboriginal commusiti€he average growth rate for
Aboriginal communities in Northern Ontario was 1%.5According to Statistics Canada,
most of the growth in these Aboriginal communitiess the result of a high birth rate.

The Census data categorizes communities accorditigeir type. In Northern Ontario the
main types of communities are: census metropodétaas (CMA), cities (C or CY), towns
and municipalities (T or MU), townships (TP), anddkiginal communities (IRl or S).

Looking first at cities, the two Census Metropaiita
Areas (CMASs) in Northern Ontario, Sudbury and
Thunder Bay, had population increases of 1.7% and
0.8% respectively. At the same time, the rates of
growth for each CMA are well below the 6.9%
average rates of growth for all CMAs in Canada.

From 2001 to 2006 most cities saw some increase
with the highest being 2.3% in North Bagd 1.7%

in Sudbury. The cities with the largest declineseve
Kenora, at 4.2%, and Elliot Lake, at 3.4%.

From 1996 to 2001, only 3 towns, out of 35, showeabpulation increase. These were
Latchford, a small town in Timiskaming, Sioux Loakan the District of Kenora, and
St.-Charles in the District of Sudbury.

From 2001 to 2006, out of 40 towns and municipegitil4 communities had increases in
population.

Most of the top growth towns and municipalitiesNorthern Ontario were in the south-
eastern part of the region. Of the top ten growiimis, 4 were in the District of Parry Sound,
2 were in the District of Manitoulin, and one wadhie District of Nipissing.

In 2001, of 152 townships in Northern Ontario, Bbwed a growth in population from 1996
to 2001. The fastest growing townships tended teither in the southern areas of Northern
Ontario or in close proximity to a larger urbanare

In 2006, out of 94 townships and villages, 30 iasedl in population. Of these 30
communities, 9 were located in the District of ReBound and four were located in the
District of Nipissing. Four were located in thesBict of Algoma. All four of these
townships are in relative proximity to Sault StearM and have substantial lakeshore areas.
Likewise, the two townships with growth locatedlie District of Thunder Bay are close to
the City of Thunder Bay.




Population Change in the Training Board Areas of Nahern Ontario

There are six Local Board areas in Northern Ontén®Muskoka, Nipissing, Parry Sound Local Tragnin
and Adjustment Board (#20), the Sudbury and MatiiioWorkforce Partnerships Board (#21), the
Algoma Workforce Investment Committee (#22), theartheast Training and Adjustment Board ( #23),
the North Superior Training Board (#24) and NorthivEraining and Adjustment Board (#25).

From 2001 to 2006, three of those areas saw papuiatcreases : Local Board #20, 21 and 25. Therst

saw their population decline significantly reducd®bard #23 saw its decline reduced from 8.5 % to
2.1 %.

Population Change from 1996 to 2006

Source : Statistics Canada, Census of Canada 183®&] and 2006.

The Muskoka, Nipissing, Parry Sound Local Trainingand Adjustment
Board (#20)

Local board #20 includes the District MunicipalitiyMuskoka and the District of Parry
Sound and Nipissing.

The population in this particular census divisioavg by 8.4%.

The population of the District of Parry Sound iraged by 3.2%
while that of the Nipissing District increased bh§%. Just as the
was the case in 2001, it is clear that communitiéise Board #20
area are benefiting from their relative proximity the urban
centres of Southern Ontario.

www.ltab20.on.ca




Sudbury and Manitoulin Workforce Partnerships Board (#21)

Local Board #21 includes the District of Manitoylihe Greater Sudbury Area, and most of the
District of Sudbury.

From 2001 to 2006, Local Board area #21 had thgelsigurnaround
in population change. The area grew by 1.1%. Mbstis growth

was the result of increases in the Census Metrapolrea of
Greater Sudbury which grew by 1.7%.

www.trainingboard.com . Communities in the District of Manitoulin grew by average of
3.2%, most of the growth coming from the districRboriginal
communities.

Algoma Workforce Investment Committee (#22)

Local Board #22, comprises most of the DistricAtifoma.

From 2001 to 2006 the population of Local Boarcha#@2
decreased by the relatively small percentage ébll2nlike
the situation in 2001, the City of Sault Ste. Maaidually
grew by 0.5%.

Growth was once again centred in Aboriginal comresi
and townships with substantial lakefront areas.

The largest declines occurred in Elliot Lake arelribrthern
communities of Algoma such as Michipicoten, Dubhelle,
and White River.

The Far Northeast Training Board (#23)

Local Board #23 comprises the Districts of Cochramé Timiskaming and small parts of
the Districts of Algoma and Sudbury.

From 2001 to 2006 the population decline of comriesiin Local
Board area #23 slowed considerably to an averagelés.

Growth occurred in 3 Aboriginal communities, in Tiskaming
Shores and in Moonbeam.

www.ietb.com . paclines occurred in many of the forestry dependentmunities of
the regions such as Kapuskasing, Chapleau, Smauatk Ralls, and
Iroquois Falls. The city of Timmins also saw a deelof 1.6%.




North Superior Training Board (#24)

Local Board #24 comprises the District of Thunday Bnd several Aboriginal communities just
north of the boundaries of the District of Thun8exy.

From 2001 to 2006 the rate of population declirt@igmregion
slowed considerably, to 1.4%. The main explanakorthis
change is that the City of Thunder Bay went frodeeline of
4.1% in 2001 to a slight growth of 0.1% in 2006.

Other than the City of Thunder Bay, of the 12 comites www.nstb.on.ca
that increased in population, 8 were Aboriginal coumities
and 3 were suburb communities of Thunder Bay.

The Northwest Training and Adjustment Board (#25)

Local Board #25 includes the District of Rainy Ria®d most of the District of Kenora.

From 2001 to 2006 Local Board area #25 increasepapulation by
1.7%. Of the 41 communities that saw their popataincrease during
this period, 35 were Aboriginal communities.

The mining communities of Pickle Lake and Red Lakee among the
6 remaining growth communities as was the commuaityioux
Www.ntab.on.ca Narrows-Nestor Falls.
Communities with the largest decline in populatemded to be forest
industry dependent communities such as Kenora,oR#iRk, Ignace,
Machin and Fort Frances.

The local boards are funded by the Ministry of Minag, Colleges and
Universities




