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In thé spring of 1975 thé Protestant Comraittee of thé

Su?erior Council of Education struck a sub-committee, thé mandate
or which was to consider thé question of Protestant small schcols.
As was thé case with many other educational bodies, thé Protestant
Cocunittee had become concerned about thé possible iraplicattons
of declining enrolments throughout Québec.

Québec's contemporary educational System has been highly
rationalized in tenus of where and how resources are allocated:

sioreover, it took on its présent form in an era of expanding en-
rolments. What, one was inclined to ask, would-be thé rasponse of
such a quantitatively-oriented administrative structure in a period
of contracting enrolments? Furthennore, given thé high degree of
centralization which had accompanied thé rationalization of edu-

cation in Québec, one might equally suspect that thé responsa, when
it did corne, would be a centralized one.

In thé early seventies it had become apparent that thé

rationalization of éducation in Québec had engendered unexpected,
but real, costs. costs related to facets of thé educational process

_whxch^_Èecause th:ay "®re_not as -eadily_auantifiable, had been

For thé précise terms of thé mandate see thé minutes of thé first
meeting of thé sub-coamittee, Septeaber 13, 1975.
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owerlaoïîed. Instances of such hidden costs were» geneï-ally spaaking,

loss of respect for school property in more imparsonaX sçttings»
»

loss of motivatioç on thé part of thé students» teachers and
a

parents; and fina'lly, a possible social cost in thé weakening of

physical communities by thé withdrawal of schools. School and parent

coiiunittees had even begun ta suggest that thé flexibility in choice

of progrannaes, personalized learning and grcater opportunities raade

possible by centralization'were resulting in a décline in standards

with regards to thé essential skills of writing and reading.
t

Ve hâve evoked thèse doubts regarding thé existing situation

In order to situate thé présent report in thé context of a certain

reappraisal of thé value of thé small school. Although thé Pro-

testant System was not as exposed in 1975 (when thé study was initiated)

to as marked a décline in enrolments as was thé Catholic systea, it

has, due to its greater geographical dispersion, relatively more

sraall schools at thé elementary levsl. It is conceivable that

a mechanical application of thé existing norms and administrative
-

mentality raight result in thé closing of sraall schools to'prop

.l

During thé course of our work in Québec City a senior officer
of thé H. Ç.Q. stated, in a discussion about w^t was a small school
that: "We do not consider an elenentary school of less than tuo
hundred pupils to be adéquate".
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up and maintain. largs schools. . . . thus corapounding thé limitations
of thé présent systeas.

Hence, preoccupled with thé rate of small Protestant schools,

thé sub-committee on small schools. drew up a research plan conslstlng

of three-distinct constituants. Thé présent report speaks to one

of thèse: an exploratory exanination, via historical data, pf thé

relationships between schools and comaunity survival. More pre-

cisely, we will be interested in thé relation ship whichhas existed
between thé survival of Protestant conununities in Québec and thé

maintenance of schools in thesa caïïununitxes.

Obviously there is a relaticnshi? of so^ie sort: in ths extreîae
instance, when ail thé meabers of a cosuaunity leave, thé school

-.

closes. Thé issu? is, which cornes first, thé departura of thé

comraunxty or thé ?closing of thé schools. Again, thé causal links are
hot likely to be as simple as this. Consequently, we formulated our

question thus: nto what extent, if any, does thé survival of a

Protestant conununity in Québec dépend upon thé maintenance of

Prcrestant educatxsaal facilities in thé geographical comunity?"

In an attempt to get doser to thé nature of thé relationship em-
bodied in this question, wa will explore it in terms of thé historical
évolution, in a spécifie geographical context-, of thé two variables;
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thé existence of school facilities ar.d çoiiunu»it^ ^ÏX^.

Let it be said in passing that thé available literature on

this question is not at ail conclusive. Of those studies turned

up by thé bibliographie search comaissionad by thé sub-conuaittea.

thé one genuinely eiapirical study concerns high schools only, and ths
aithor, writing frora within thé educational establishment with a

definite "consolidation" bias. concludes that there is no relation-

ship between community growth and naintenance of h^^ schools/
Having said enough by way of introduction, we proceed now

to a detailed exposition of our methods, thé findings and thé inter-

pretation of thèse findings.

Brown^. shirley J* *A Biblio raohy on Small Schools iv S
.

pp^'_1 7 . . The outcollie o a research pro^ect
Committee, * ' -r----- -j ^^»-,

Jonstad^ Clifton Gilbert. "Influences on small Wisconsin
S^m?niit feS of. the»reTnation» ^^entxon. or'eniargeinenro rîhe
public high school". Ph. D. thesis, UnIversity"oTwîs'consi^', 19l?3.
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METHOD AND DATA

Implied in thé question to which we are addressing ourselves '
(schools and cominutity survival) and requiring some justification
a-s thé following assuraption: thé actual physical présence of scnools
within thé geographi^al physical liaits of thé conununity is of some
conséquence. . ; - '. '^ '

Such a positing of a territorial basis for conununity would
hâve been disputed in thé intellectual climate of thé fifties when

it was fashionable to talk in terms of a more physically disembodied '
cïmmunity. In a social context in-which North Araericans were. en- "

couraged, even obligea, to participate in a systera of labour mobility
made possible by an ever-increasing facility of movement, they were
actively involved in detaching themselves from any geographical ' .

comaunity. Quite naturally, a rationalization developed whereby
thé emphasis of coamunity shifted frora thé geographical to thé isore

abstract and non-geographical basis or coiîL-nunity. "' '

Subsequently, there hâve been at best three developraents which

hâve led to a re-evaluation of thé importance of thé geographical
»

dimension of communify. Qne of thèse was thé émergence in thé

sociological literature of thé révélations that ethnie residential -

ségrégation in North American cities, and particularly in Canada.

was not sinply a-conséquence of originally low social class positions
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of new ethnie groupsT buï-was-ïndeed-a- refiectTon of~an ethnie"-factor

whiçh resulted in a continued geographical ségrégation even after

thé ethnie group had achieved a degree of socio-economic success.

Seçondly, thé "envirorcaental crisis" bas led to a new regard for,
ana £ re-evaluation of, thé rôle of thé natural, physical, pi.

geographical environaent as a support systeia for human conunimity.
And parallel with thèse rather spécifie intellectual developments
there has arisen a g'aneralized disillusionraent with tha qualxty of
life-social disorganization, anonymity, constant change, 'etc - in
large ùrban conununities where tha relationshi? with thé geographical
context is distant and temporary, in fact, almost impercepf-^le.
Thé counter-culture of raiddle-class Ainerica and its yeaming for» a
return to thé land and a sensé of place is a direct reflection of

thé new importance of territoriality in thé quest for communlty. '
Closer to home, and of immédiate relevance for us is thé post-

war consolidation of^the identification with, and legitimatization of,
a distinct territorial base - Québec - as thé geographical support
of thé French-Canadian cownunity.

^sî^ïis^^^^'-:^..
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Québec is not unique in this regard: Welsh and Scottish nation-

alism, expressions of an effort to consolidate celtic régional
conraunities, are further instances of a re-evaluation in Western

^thought of thé importance of thé geographical dinension of community,
Hence, for thèse and other reasons we approach thé question of re-

lationship between small schools and Protestant communities within
a geographical perspective: survival of communities will be<

operationalized in terms or maintenance or décline of numbers in a

iven eo raohical ar-ea; and likewise, thé existence of school

facilities will be opérâtionalized in terms of thé oh sical oresence
ce school buildin s within thé eo^rauhical unit. - - .-

Delimitatio.". or rhe geographical area to be studied and thé

ssc^raphical units cf analysis ta be used becones thé next issue.

/e-thin Québec we chose thé Eastern Townships as thé area of study

£>r two reasons. Thé most important is thé existence of observable.
l -

and hence raeasurable. Protestant communities which hâve a sùbstantial

and continuinç history - an obvious requireraent in a study 'thé

inethodology of w.hich is historical. Secondly, thé Eastern Townships

xs an area wxth which thé chairroan of thé sub-coiîunittee and thé

co-ordinator of thxs study are both familiar. In passing, it raight

be noted that thé Ottawa Valley, or thé Lower Gaspé would hâve provided

equally interesting settings in whicn to pursue such a study. À
further décision was^taken to limit ourselves to four counties

(as they existed prior to thé récent boundary changes) with thé
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exception of that part of one county (Ascot Township) which is now

an extension of urban Sherbrooke. Thèse four counties which con-

stitute thé study area are: Drumniond, Corapton, Richmond and Stan-

stead.

With thé study area thus circumscribed, thé next task was to

proceed ta thé délimitation of a unit of analysis within which we

could observe, historically, our two variables (coraraunity and schools)

and thé relationship between thera. In addition to thé need to be

conceptually adéquate- as an embodiment of geographical conuaunity,
. l

there were a number of methodological constraints aiaong which were

thé following: thé unit we chose had to be such as to provide us

with enou h instances to allow conparison between différent outcomss

with respect to our two variables, coramunity (survival or failure) and

schpols (maintenancs or disappearance); thé unit had also to be

constant in order that we could gather co.-nparable data over tirae:

anc finally, it would hâve to be a unit to which data on bdth variables

could ïe matched. Furthermore, thé unit used. in or.det. thaï J.t
be conceptually, adéquate as an enibodiment of comiunity would hâve
to be of a size^uch thrt ît would. allô» for thé fact that econonic
transportation and communication changes hâve resulted in a con-
siderable extension of thé geographical base of "conununity" .
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In thé light of ail thèse considérations, we opted for what
we hâve called thé "Survey" Township. Survey has been added ta thé
désignation township in order to indicate that we are working with
thé geographical area of thé township as ori inally surve ed, and

, not thé existing municipalities which raay or may not correspond in
area to thé original township. Many townships hâve been, over rhe

course of ïime, divided into two or n.ore municipalities; For example,
thé original township of Clifton was split to form thé municipalitias .
of East Clifton and Ste. Edwidge, and part of thé latter was later
partltioned off to becorae thé présent nunicipality. of Martinville.

Ail population and school data hâve been attached ta thèse oriirinal
units, thé survey townships, which are, in princîple, six railes
square. . -

Can thé actual physical size of tïie unit chosen -thé original
six mile square township - be thought ta capture within it thé ' '

pîienomenon community? Is it, at least conceptually, an adéquate
^ *

ffiRbodiment of thé geographical context or rural Protestant conununity
in thé Eastern Townships? With respect to thé tima period of thé

study 193X to 1961, thé answar is probabiy that it was toc large in
1931 and - more ^than likaly - too. sniall in 1961.

.. Development of thé road networks, introduction of téléphones,
snow clearance of rural roads beginning in 1951 and thé général

availability of motorized transport ail conrributed to expanding'thé
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TABLE l

TK2 TWEMTY TWO SUSVEY TOWNSHIPS BY COUNTY

Corn ton

Bury
C lif ton
Cosroton
£:aton

Hampden
Hereford
Lingwick
Newport
Westbury

Druramond

Durhan
Granthaa
Kingsey

o" ' ^ .

FIGURE l

LOCATION 0F THE SURVEY TOWNSHIPS

Richs'.ond

Brompton
Cleveland
Melbourne
Shipton
Windsor

Stanstead

Bar fard
Barnston
Hatley
Magog
Stanstead

ARTHABASKA

R " M D,^
. ^<^^

ch&lc»
^ï"\-. "/.. ̂ «^

R L.C K MO N ..
PVibt»»^

SKEFFORD

BROME

WOLFE

,^
^'^z

ç^ ^
?a'

SHERBROOKE ^ ^v>^
"C'COMPTON

^-.^ ^ c^
>-/

.

^7
1^

FRONTENAC
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range e; contacts ^ thé thirty-year tlae pariod under question.
Nonetbeless, we maxntaîn that thé township as a unit of analysis
^3, at a minimum, sufficiently large (at least until thé early
axt^e, after wbich fine autonoblle ownership becaae al»ost universal
in Québec) to emcospass thé then existing. communities. Moreover.
thé six-mile square units were not delunited\t random: . their linits
are thé liaits which enclose ona or several intact «unlcipalities.
»ith thé exception of village or urban nunicipalities whi<A .grow
up at thé intersection of two or even three townships. 1^thèse"
casea population w^ assigned ta thé survay counties on a stpxctly
geographlcal basis as is thé practice with thé Canadian cen,us.
In order to allow thé reader. ta acquaint hi^self with their nam,s
and locations, thé twenty-two sur^ey ïownships used in thé study -
ail those in thé four counties which h,d Protestant populations and
Protestant schools in 1931 - are listed in Table l and are çeo--:
graphicaUy located in Figux-e l which follows thé table. A complète
list of ail thé municipalities mentioned and thé survey township
to which they were aasigned can be found in Appendix I on pages
24-26. . ;

We turn now to thé question of thé tirae period chosen. 1931 to
1961 inclusive; .:a décision which, in as much as thé start of thé ~
perxod is concerned, xs lapgely a function of thé availability of data
on schools. We :wer, able, after a r.athop extensive exaaination of
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exisnng sources^ in goverroaent records and archives, to deteCTaine

when a school nunicipality lost a school. 'Thé particular source^:^ ;
used went back as fardas 1929. A year to year search ofthe''"^^."

school municipalities in question allawed u& ta détermine thé7 muattsy .

and type of schools in each nunicipality .in each of the'census'years
1931, 1941, 1951 and 196l". "At thé beginningof th?peïîod. 7 schoo^"

".. -" "-- -- -''-. - -::^-'. ". >-'. ^^^3^-^^^ï^^?^

.
we,-WÏS\to<. acknowledge the coaPlats. collaboration of M. E. Q'. : ;': '

5^h?ri;ie 3JI, pastlcularlyMr- R- wy^-^h-re3pect"to"r^ordra ^d '-:
Mme E. Dêlisle-Coté with" respect tobounddrles*'of''schoorn u;ÎL?p^lities.

TABLE II

^ote.stan\sc?0013' Eleaentary, Inre^ediate and High by
î'ovnships by Cs=sus Years '' ----- - "-.:

Survey Tawnship.;
l

COMPTON CO.

3urv

Clifton

Coiupton

. E&ton

Kaapden

Hereford

Lingwick

IIewport

Westhury

1931
EIH *

021

400

601

412

201

200

310

010

201

1941
EIH

111

200

401

212

101

100

010

010

101

Census Years
1951
EIH

001

010

102

101.

100

^-»

010

001

1961
EIH

001

010

002 .

010

100

100 ^

100

1971
EIK

100

200

. - .. '. -

- --. '-.
.
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DRUMMOND CO.

Durhaa

Granthaa

Kxngsey

RICHMOND CO.

Broropton

Cleveland

Melbourne

Shipton

Windsor

STAîiSTEAD. CO.

Bar fard

B&rnston

Hatley

Magog

Stanstead

220

010

210

100

501

810

902

001

110

611

412

301

911

020

010

010

100

101

111

502

001

010

511

212

401

430

110

001

100

001

200

001

010

010

201

012

001

030

001

001

001

010

001

102

001

201

100

' 101

lao

100

100

200

100

100

* E-Eleaentary, I-Intenaediate and H-High School

** This hiçh çchool, Richaond Régional, was thé only one remaining
in thé study area in 1971.



-. 14V-

nunxcipalities were ail contained within thé limits of survey
tovaships. As we apprcached tha end of thé study period we en-
counrered various rypes of school .nxunicipality consolidation such
as thé short-lived County Boards; however, proceeding on thé

basis of our knowledge of thé actual location of thé remaining
schools we were abl» to establish thé existence or non-exxstence
of school facilities in a township up to thé year 1976.

» .

Existence and types of schools by survey townships .1031 to
1971 are listed in Tabls II. Despite thé availability of data

communxty, and school variables for 1971, thé ensuing interprétation

is liraited to thé thirty-year period 1931-1961, thus excludiRg thé
consolidation of thé sixties. Thé reason for excluding thé year
1971 is simply that thé consolidation which took place in this '

^k

last décade was so extensive that a majority of our twenty-two
survey townships ceased to hâve any school facilities at ail by
1971, thus creating a décisive rupture with thé previous three

décades. More precisely, transportation changes (particularly
highway upgrading) which were not perhaps foreign to this con-

solidation, reflectad-, in our estimation, thé methodological
incorapatability of including thé sixties in thé sane tirae-franie -

as thé previous thirty years. Adraittedly, this is a judgemental
évaluation; yet wé suspect that nost observers would agrée that
thé sixties constituted a new era for rural Québec.
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Population data corne from thé census breakdown of population
by.. religion for census sub-divisions. As census sub-divisions are

in fact, municipalities, their limits are eithsr co-terminous with.

or sub-divisions of, survey townships. Municipal population figures
were regrouped on thé basis of survey townships for both Protestants

and Catholics. Table IIî contains inforaation on thé twenty-two . ;

survey townships, ail thoae in thé four counties of Compton, 'Drummpnd,
Richaond and Stanstead in which there were Protestants. ' ' : ''

TABLE III

Protestant and Catholic PopulaTion by Survcy Townships
(Caîholic DoouLlatior. in brackets)

Survey Township

COM?^;}* CO,

BUry
Cliftan
Conipton
Eaton
jHcunpden
Hereford
Lingwick
IIewport
Westbury

DRUMMOND CO.

Durhan
Grantham
Kingsey

1931

1153(399)
285(1579)

1007(2106)
166QC1S51)

7C3C86&)
141(1328)

,
354(315)

: 575(249)
^ 804(3257)

806(2217)'
729(14612)
277(1919)

1941

Census Ysars

1951

1015(498)
198(1715)
877(2200)

1188(1568)
559(1143)
96(1368)

300(512)
697(288)
785(3298)

650(2245}
933(24096)
278(2034)

867(523)
151(1632)
743(2444)

1540(2168)
522(1336)
92(1380)

168(655)
568(587)
567(3754)

542(2375)
967(32210)
221(2102)

1961

762(620)
131(1601)
729(2911)
1441(2359)

323(1112)
82(1144)

112(686)
428(706)
533(4943)

1971

660(420;
120(14. 3.
760(233:
1290(39-
255(830
50(51£
65(51:

425(326
360(517

528(2013) 480(221
904(33^65) 920(371
223(2122) 195(211
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iRICHMOND CO.

Brompton
Cleveland
Melbourne
î'hipton
Windsor

310(4296)
1248(2299)
1008(694)
1450(6244)
443(4372)

351(4510) 301(5313)
1158(2930) 1257(3319)
888(694) 894(765)

1407(7549) 1550(1502)
421(5023) 416(6372)

287(6430) 305(66-
1341(4033) 1303(45.

813(845) 700(9Sï
1598(15379)1340(14:
516<8634) 48S(79£

STANSTEAD CO.

^arford
Barnston
Hatley
Magog
Stanstead

325(1699)
1164(5098)
1717(1255)
1218(6286)
3497(2657)

252(1768)
1311(5326)
1651(1325)
1474(8961)
3370(2534)

199(1456)
660(7024)

1343(1550)
1502(12999)
3244(3324)

199(1374) 295(16G
670(8202) 580(77C

1964(1603) 1870(18î»
1486(13966)1290(146
3130(3432) 2795(322

TOTALS 20880^65301) 19859(ai645}18939(10479û)lS180(117S80)1654S<
03

.',

Ïhe-. pfotestant. populatlon îs the sura of a11 Protestants and "otherâ"
Because. ln l?41Lt he-nother".-cateS^y ^ not/inci;deS,"?hr?roï2^
population corresponds to thé total'popuïation'ninus'thrc atîîoîîc^
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INTERPRETATION

Let us first consider thé variable conununity and its two
outcomes, maintenance op f.ilu^ of thé co^unity. In onler to do so
"B nade a distinction between co^unities which were at least one
thousand soûls strong in 1931, of whieh there were tens and those
which had between five hundped and a thousand soûls. Thé fxz-st. group
"e designated as thé large eo^unities (1, 000 and over). anrf'the
second, thé s.all cotounities (500 to 1, 000). Thé next stép was
ta establish a cz-xtepion of success or failure as a co^uni^. xf
a Ppotestant population did not lose more than fifteen pez. cent
°f its population by 1961, and if its population as a proportion
of thé tota. 1 populatron of thé survey township was in 1961 at
le.st seventy-five per cent of what it was in 1931. it qualified
as a co^unity which had survived. On thé contz.ary, a population
which had failed to at least naintain its numbers (allowing for
a .argin of a fifteen per cent décline in thirty years) and which failed
to maintain its proportional strength in thé total population
(more precisely, a 1981 proportion of thé total population which
was at least seventy-five pc. cent of thé 1931 proportion)was
regarded as a f allure.

<,^teu'da ''s
\

Jr.'

®.

CENTRE
DE

POCUWEMT^ON j^
ofr^meff«en< ̂  °
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TABLE-IV . . ,.

Protcot-int Cornmunxties Larpe and Small b

Ï£S^^

Success Order

. l,''.-» .:

.
1.

Large Conununitias
(1, OCO or nore in 1931)
Successes

I^a cy .
Clcveland
Stansteâd
Eaton

Failurcs "

Magog
Shipton

M?. lbournc

Dury
Compton -
Barnston

Sraall Conununitlco
(500 or more in 1031)

Grantham
Durhnin

Nowpnrl
WeDlbMt'y
IIampdoii

-î .
r .

:^-':f^-.
^'^^

..'-l *>. -..- l~» -

Prot. ^>p. :^^. ^\,
- ". '... ' :>:. ':

-l.

^ 1931

(l)

1717
1248
3497
1160

1218
1450
1008
1153
1007
1164

729
806
575
804
709

. -. w:\
.

Prot. /Total î

58 ^
35
57
52

16
19
59
74
32
19

-05
27
70
20
45

Smallor thdn 600 xn 1931'Alphabetical List and Population

Darford
Brotnpton
Clifton
Hcreford
Kingoley
Llngwlck
Windsor

325
310
285
141
277
354
443
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Roughly speaking, a. rural population in North America which

succeeded in retaining ail its offspring would hâve expsrienced

soiaething batween' a one hundred and a one hundred and fifty per cent

increase In thirty years. l hâve suggested such a wide range in

light of fragraentary indications which suggest that thé rural Eastern

Townships English-speaking population reduced its fertility drasti-
l

cally during tha dépression. In thé light of this, a population

which fall&d to laaiatain itself at eighty-five per cent strength

was 'sbviously experienciag sufficient out-migration to result in
s*.

i-rs essential extinction in thé near future.

But thé growtrx of huraan populations is a iso a function of thé

économie possibilities of thé ir environnent. Hence a population un-

^able ta expand in function of available econoînic opportimitiés, as
»

u. tnessed by tha growth of thé other segraents of thé population in '

thé saiae environaent, has failed in that it was unable to retain its

offspring despite suffiaient employsent opportunities. Hence, as -

indicated above, we hâve designated as failures those conununities

thé Sh^^£Î^.. HS;old:.., "Trends. ln the pop^l^ion Structure of
SÎ;!v^^oÏ^JU bregions"-"ûnpubîïsnedM^:Aïh::ÏS^MÏGiïîe
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"hich although they aay hâve grown, faxled to maintain their pVo. ,
portion of thé total population living in thé san,= econonic environ-
»ent at a level of at ̂ east seventy-fiv- per cent of »hat it was in
1931. , _.. _-.;

Table IV reveals thé results of applying thé above criteria
of co^unity^uccess^or failure. In thé table we hâve listed
separately thé large comnunities, thé small comnunities, and<those
"ith less than five hunâred. This last category of co,Tunities is
too snall for. any neuingful analysis and it 1s listed hera for in.
fomiation purposes oiily.

Turning to thé ten large comaunities, four of theni» Hatley,
Cleveland. Stanstead, and Eaton are. in référence to our critéria.
success»s; and tho-^ix others Magog, Shipton, Helbourne, Bu^,. Co.pton
and Barnston are fêlures. They hâve be. n listed hère in a hiarar. chy
rang.ng froa th. nost successful to th. nost unsuccessful, as asaessed
by our two criteria.

Aniong thé large comaunities. it is to be noted that two con^-
unxties, Shipton and M.gog. although they aaintained themselves in
numbers. are classed as fallures becaase they failed to .aaintain
th^selves as a proportion of thé total population. Thé t»o égrené

cases. Kaney thé-a.st successful and Barnston thé least, are'worthy
0; .-o;e. Hatley. a s.^ess is of course relative, a fourteen .per
cent- .. ncreâse in thirty years.
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Thé Protestant: population as a proportion bf thé total

population in Hatley was almost as high in 1961 (55%) as it. was in
1931 (58%) ta giva a ratio of comparative 1961 to 1931 populat ion

proportions of 0. 95. : Mo other Protestant population, even St'anstead,
(ratio of comparative 1961 ta 1931'proportions of 0. 85) did as well.

Baraston, on tha other hand, went froai a proportion of 19% in 1931

to 8% in 1961. Hora specifically, thé Protestant population of -

Barnstoii was reduced by half between 1941 and 1951. Thé-juxri- '
w

position of thèse two extrême cases is even more interesting owing -.
to thé fact that their envirorunental locations are quitesinilar...

thé two townships are-actually contiguous. Why should one'--. have -- ~

collapsed and thé other survived-î Of ail thé conmunities, Hatley
was thé largest, second only to Stanstead which had over twice thé

population. Equally a successful concaanity, Stansz-ead stands out as

by far thé largest of ail thé rural conraunities considered.

Of ail thé small coraraunities, five hundred or more population

in 1931, not a single one has been successful in maintaining itself

in terms of our criteria. Although Grantham which includes thé

city of Driuoondville, cornes close, thé proportion of total popu-

lation in 1961 was only . 60 of what it was in 1931, our» criteria
»

requires . 70. Dur^iam, on thé other hand, maintained its proportion
l

of thé total population, but lost 34% of its numbers, more than twice

thé loss perraitted by our criterion of 15%. Hampden, Mewport and
Westbury are clearly f allures.
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It is now ti=e to proceed ta thé variable, présence of school

fa-^ilities. In order- to arrive at a quantitative expression of thé

extent of school facilities to be found in a survey township, we

hâve assigned weight. » to each of thé four types of schools présent

in our data. Thé elementary category was assigned a weight of l;

thé interraediate, which included elesisntary, a weight o'f 3, h'igh
schools which included ail elementary grades 4 ; and a high school
without elernanfary, 3. _ .

Obviously, thèse woights are arbiti-ary in thé sensé tKat they
are thé product of judgeaant, as opposed to sorae extemal standani.
Corapiling total points for each survey township, in each census yearl

(cf. Table II), we arrived at a cociposite weighted scors. Thèse

scores are ta be found, for thé twenty-two survey townships which

had schools, in Table V. At thé bottom of tha decadâ year colurans

thé means are to ba found. An exaaination of thé means reveals

that thé most extensiva réduction or school facilities in thé indivi-

dual survey townships took place in thé two décades 191»l~195l and

1961-1971. In thé first of thèse decadas tho extrent of thé prssence

of school facilities declined by 41% (as measured by our composite

weighted score) and by 74% in thé second. Réductions in thé décades

1931-1941 and 1951-1961 ware respecîively 20^ and 30%. Taking our -.

study period as a ^hole, thé years 1931 to 1961, thé average cor-. posite
Protestant school scoye declined 66ï and thé Protestant population of

thèse sarne survey townships declined fr'o.'n (cf. Table III) 20, 880 to
18, 180, a décline of 13%. Clearly, irrespective of thé décade 19G1-.

1971, there was a massive geographical contraction or school facilities

in this short space of t'sirty years.
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STANSTEAD CO.

Barford

Barnston

Hatley

Magog

Stanstead

4

13

15

7

16

3

12

13

8

13

3

6

11

4

9

0

^

4

9

4

6

0

l

2

l

l

X- 8.0 S.4 3.8 2.7 0.7
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When we use thé tera "consolidation" in thé subssquent discussio"..
"e ha*/e in aind thé cutccae of this process cf-contraction and x*e-:

grouplns, rather than tiie institutional oolic and ractice designated
"schôol consolidât!^" by sducational authorities. Obviougly, contra-
cric.-i and ragrouping of school facilities is often implemented under

thé urabr-ella of a pollcy of consolidation, but not necessarily.

We now coma to thé crux of thé study, thé atterapt to establish

a relationship betweei^ thé variables ncora=iunity" and "schools". In
order to do so we hâve again, in Table VI, listed in three blocks

tha large and siaall comnunities by degree of success. thé most success-.
fui first (ail thé small communities, of course, were failures),
Opposite the. naraes of thé communities are to be found thé cojaposite
school scores for thé .four years 1931, 1941, 1951, and 1961.

What émergea almost immediately is that ail thé failed co^-nun-

xties-with thé one exception of Granthan which has maintained its

absolute size-have-.-passed through a dâcada in which thé comoosite

school score was halved (or almost in thé case of Hampden. ) Further-

more, in thé case of thé large comraunities which failed, this

contraction took p3. ace in every instance in thé decada 19^1-1951; and in
thé case of thé small coinmunities, in thé décade 1951-1961. Pré- :.
sonably, in thé more dispersed communities (500 or less in a six
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mile square) it was raore difficult to consolidate and thé regr-ouping
of schools had to await thé opening of winter roads, which d'id not
begin until 1951 in Québec.

If we consider a halving of thé coaposite school score to reflect
a major school consolidation, thé fact that every one of thé six

failed large comaunities experienced such consolidation is extreaely
indicative. This fmdin, constitutes solid évidence that the"e is

a relationshiu bstween cosmunity success and thé oresence of school
facilities.



TABLE VI

COMV. UMIT-f SURVIVAL OR VAiLURS AND SCi^OLS

Coasunitias
.1

1931

Large, successful coaaunities

ïiafley

Cleveland

Staxîstead

Ea ton

Cosposite School Scores

1941 1951 1961

9

16

15

13

5

13

13

Il

4

9

9

9

4

6

8 .

X- 13.8

II Large, failures,

Magog .

Shipton

Melbourne

Bury

Corapton

Barnston

7

17

11

10

10

13

. l

11.0

8

13

8

8

8

12

8.3

4

4

2

4

3

6

6.8

4

4

0

4
..

3

4

X-

III Sraall Çoiiununities

Granthaja

Durham

Newport

Westbury

Hampden

t

11.3

3

8

3

6

6

9.5

3

6

3

5

5

3.8

4

4

3

4

5

3.2

4~1
0 l
x l
l l
3 l

X- 5.2 4.4 4.0 1.8
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Yet, we still do not know which or thé two. community faiiure
or school consolidation is thé cause-and which is thé effect. Thèse
i^ssxve-in as much as they happened sa quickly-consolidations in

thé -railed" communi^es, did they précède, or conie as a conséquence
of, population décline? Unfortunately, it is not sufricient to

look at thé absolute population figures as found in Table III, ̂ s thé
âge composition of .thé population is not taken account of. A popu-
lation total may hâve remained stable, although thé proportioji of
thé population of school âge may hâve declined substantially as a
result of a lowered birth rate or a heavy out-nigration of young
couples (or both). However, thé large successful communities did not
expérience .a population drop in thé décade 1941-1951; whereas,- popu- -
lation did drop eleven per cent on thé average in thé large failed
conununities in this "consolidation" décade. Likewise, thé small
failed communities eaperienced a population loss of fifteen per cent
in thé "consolidation» décade 1951-1961; although they also experienced
a loss of twelve per cent in thé preceding décade during which there
was alroost no school consolidation. No. a coaparison of trends in

composite school scores and population figures will not deliver up
to us thé causalify behind thé relaticnship between school facilities
ahd conununity survîv^l.

.

What might give Us some indication is thé surprising coincidence
in tiae of thé periods of major consolidation, consolidations con-
sistlng of a haàving pf thé composite school score. Such a massive
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coincidence (and thé complète absence of comparable consolidation

in thé successful coimunities) suggests that thé two periods of major
consolidation (1941-1951, and 1951-1951) were thé conséquence of a
policy implemented in function of soiae outside i.-nperative. If, on thé
contrary, consolidation was implementéd as a response to comnunity
failure, one would expecî thé timxng ta be in functior. of thé state of
thé différent conniunities. In fact, thé odds of thé six major< con-
solidations in thé failed conununities ail occurring, by chance, in

thé sa^e décade are one in forty. And in tha failed s^all con^xznities,
thé odds of getting, by chance, four consolidations in fiva co^unitias
in thé sana décade is one in twenty-savea.

But, one roight argue, conununity faxlure is not thé result of

chance factors but of sone outside detenninins factor (thé dépression,
t-. e war., etc), which will affect ail co^-nunities at thé same time.
T.-^s is no doubt tru*. But how then, if some outsids factor is

res?onsible for thé coïncidence in ti^e of thé failures which in

. turn resulted in thé consolidations, does one explain thé fact that

consolidation in thé large coramunities took place in thé décade 1941-
. . T

1951 and in thé sinàll communities in rhe following décade?
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Conclusion

Although thé foregoing results, thé coincidence of periods

or ^;or contractxos and regrouping of school facilities in thé saine

décades in failed co==iunities, and their absence in thé successful

conununlties, is suggestive; our indicators are too crude (no know<

ledge of population âge composition and insufficient data points in
pur time-series) to. establish if one of thé two phenomena undsr

study (conuaunity failure and thé closing of schools) raanifested

. itself before thé other. Given this liaitation of thé study-in-
ability to establish Càusality-I would suggest a detailed study of
at least six comnunities, thé three aost successful, Hatley, Cleveldnd
and Stanstead, and thé three raost extrême f allures, Bury, Co.Tipton
and Barnston, An exaaination of weak to week school attendance

records and an in thé field knowledge of thé evolving socio-economic

context would, l suspect, allow one to establish. the direction of

thé relationship existing between thé existence of sinall schools

and thé survival of thé conununities in question.
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APPENDIX l
l

Census Municioalities Included in thé Surve- Townshi s

(listed by county)

TOWNSHIPS

COMPTON COUNTY

t

Bury:

Clifton:

Compton;

Eaton:

Hàmpden:

Hereford:

CENSUS MUNICIPALITIES-

Lingwick:

.

Newport: ^
»

Westbury; '

Bury

Clifton, Clifton. E., St.
Edwidge de Clifton, 'Martinvilie

Compton» Compton Village,
Waterville, Compton Station

Eaton, Cookshire, Sawyérville

Hampden, Scotstown, Milan (pt)

Kereford. » St. Hemiênêçiide (pt)
St. yenant-de-Hereford,

--' 'î'

St. Herrr^n^gilde Village (pt)

Lingwick

Newport

Westbury, East Angus



TOWNSHIPS

D1:;UÎ-MOMD COUNTY
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CENSUS MUNICIPÂLITIES

Durham:

Grantham:

Kingsey:

RICHMOND COUMTY

Brompton:

Cleveland.

Melbourne :

Shipton:

Windsor:

Du^an S. (St. Fulgence),
L'Avenir, Ulverton'
Durhan S. Villase

St. Edmond de G,, St^ Eugène de S
:. ^Germain de G., St. Marjorlque

G., St. Joseph de .G., St.
Germain de G. (village)
st' JGSeph de G* îvillage),
Granthan West, St. Simon-de
Drumaond, Drummondville ,
Drumnondyille South, D^unuaondvill.
West, (village)

Kingsey, Kingsey Falls, Ki]
Falîs (village )" ----» -"^

Brompton, Brompton Cove,
st* FranÇ°is Xavier de Brompton,
St. Denis de Brompton (pt),'
ST. Grégoire de Greenlay,
Bromptonville

Cleveland, Richmond

Melbourne, Kinçsbury,
Melbourne Village

Shipton, Asbestos, Danville

ST. Georges-de-Windsor, Windsor,
Windsor Ville, St. Georçes de'
Windsor (village)
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TOWNSHIPS

STANSTÏ:AD COUNTY

CEMSU3 HUNICIPALITIES

MagOg!

Barford:

Barnston:

Hatley:

Stanstead:

Magog, Magog-Ville, Omerville

Barford_, ^ St. Hermênégilde
St. Mathieu de Dixviile.
Diiiville Village,
St. Herménsgilde'Village (pt.)

Bamston, Coaticook, Barnston Mes
.

Hatley* Hat3. ey West, St. Catherin
de^Hatley, Ayer's ciiff, HatÏey"
Village, North Hatley

Stanstead, Beebe Plain, Rock
Island, Stanstead Plain, Ogden

.. '.:
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