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In the spring of 1975 the Protestant Committee of the

Superior Council of Education struck a sub-COﬂmlttee, the mandate f
of which was to consider the question of Protestant small schcols.l
As was the case wifh many other educational bodies, the Protestant
Committee had become concerned about the possible 1mp11catlons
of declining enrolments throughout Québec. o
Québec's contemporary educational systam has been highly
rationalized in terms of where and how resources are allocated;
moreover, it took on its present form in an era of expandlng en--
»rolments;' What, one was 1nc11ned to ask, would _be the: response of .
"such a quantltatlvely-orlented administrative structure 1n a pePlOd
of contractlng enrolments? Furthermore, given the high degree of
centralization which had accompanied the rationalization of edu-:
cation in Québec, one might equally suspect that the responsz, when
it did come, would be a centralized one. _ .- -
In the early seventies it had become apparent that the
rationalization of education in Québec had engendered unexpected,

but real, costs; costs related to facets of the educational process

-which, because tl_'zey were not as ”eadlly uuentlflable, had been
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For the preclse ‘terms of the mandate see the minutes of the first

meeting of the sub-committee, September 13, 1875, .
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cvzrlinoked., Instances of such hidden costs were, generally spsaking,
loss of respect for school property in more imparsonal settings,

loss of motivatidp on the part of the students, teachers and
parents; and finaily, a possible social cost in the weakening of
physical communities by the withdrawal of schools. School and parent
committees had even begun to suggest that the flexibility in choice
of programmes, persénalized iearning and greater opportunities made ‘,
possible.by centralization were resulting in a decline in standards

Wwith regards to the essential skills of writing and ieading.
He have evoked these doubts regérding the existing_situétioﬁ

in order to situate the present report in the context of-a certaiﬁ“

; reappraisal of the value of the small school, Although the Pro-

testant system was not as éxposed'in 1975 (wheﬁ the study was  initiated)

to as marked a decline in enrolmenis as was the Cafholiq system, it

has, due to its greater geographical dispersion, relaﬁiielj more

small schools at the elementary level. It is conceivable that -

a mechanical application of the existing norms and 5dmipi$tnative

-

mentality might result in the closing of small schools to prop -

-" . -

During the course of our work in Québec City a senior officer
of the M.E.Q. stated, in a discussion about what was a small school .
that: "We do not consider an elementary school of less than two !

hundred pupils to be adequate".



up and maintain largs schools. . . « thus compounding3the.limitations

of the present syétems.
. Hence, preoccupied with the fate of small Protestant schools,

the sub-committee on small schools.drew up a research’plan.consisting

of threé»distinct.éonstituonts. The present renort speaks to one

of these: an exploratory exanination, via hlstorlcal data, of the

relationships between schools and community survival, Hore pre--f

c1sely, we will be 1nterested in thn relatlonshlp Whlch has ex1sted

between the survival of Protestant communities in Quebec and the
maintenance of schools in these communltles.

Obvicusly there is a relaticnship of some sort: in the extreae
instance, when all the members of a community leave, the school '
closes. The iss;e is, which comes first, the departure of the
community or the;élosing of the schools. Again, the causal links are

hot likely to be as simple as this. Consequently, we formulated our-

question thus: "to what extent, if any, does the survival of a

e ey

?*otestant commun.*y in Quebec ldepend upon the malntenance of
?r::astant educatl_nal facilities in the geographical community?”

in an attempt to ge:t closer to the nature of the relationship em-
bodied in this question, we will explore it in terms of the historical

evolution, in a specific geographical context; of the two variables; -



the existence of school facilities and community aiza.
Let it be sald in passing that the available 11terature on

this questlon is not at all conclusive, Of those studies turned
1

up by the blbllographxc search conm1551oned by -the sub-commlttes,

the one genulnely emplrlcal studj concerns high schools only, and the

enthor, writing from w;thln the educatlonal esgabllshment wlth a

definite "consolidation" blas, concludes that there is no relatlon-

ship between communlty growth and maintenance of high schools.z'
Having said enough by way of 1ntroduct10n, we proceed now

to a detailed exposltlon of our methods, the findings and the inter-

_pretation of these findings.

Brown, Shlrley J. A Bibliograohy on Small Schoocls iv &
154% pp., 1976. The outcome of a research project sponsored by the,
Protestant Committee, :

- q

2

Fonstad, Clifton Gilbert. "Influences on small Wisconsin
communities of the rermination, retentlon, or enlargement of the
public high school" ?h.D, the51s, University of Wisconsin, 1973,
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METHOD AND DATA

implied in the question to which we are addressing ourselves
chools and commun.*y survival) and requiring some justification

is the followzng assunption: the actual physical presence of sch ools'

within the geograph.cal phy51cal 11ﬂ1+s of the communlty 15 pf_some

- e

'consequence.
- Such a positing of a terrltorlal baSIS for conmdd1£§ would o
have been disputed 1n the 1ntellectual cllmate of the flftles when
it was fashionable to talk in terns of a more phy51cally dlsembodled j
ommunity. In a social context in'which North Anerlcans ware en-.
couraged, even obliged, to part1c1oete in a systen of labour moblllty
made poss;ble by an ever—zncrea51ng facility of- movement they were
actively involved in detachlng themselves from any geographlcal ]
community., Quite naturally, a ratlonallzatlon developed uhereby
‘the emphasis of community shifted from the geographical to the more
abstract and non-geographical basis of community., _ : V""';
Subsequently, there have been at best three developments which
have led to a re-evaluatlon of the importance of the geographical
. dimension of comqpn;ty. One of these was the emergence in the .
sociological literature of the revelations that ethnic residential

segregation in North American cities, and particularly in Canada,

was not simply a consequence of originally low social class positions
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" of new ethnic groups; but was indeed a reflection of an ethnxc factor

which resulted 1n a contlnued geographical segregation even after . -
g §

the ethnic group had achleved a degree of socio-economic success.-

Secondly, the "envirommental crisis” has led to a new regard for,
and a re-evaluation of; the role of the natural, physical, or

geographical envircnment as a support system for human communluy;t
And parallel with these rather specific 1ntellectual developmenta

there has arisen a ganerallzed disillusionment with the quality of

life--social dlsorganlzatlon, anonymity, constant change, etc - in

'large urban communltles where the relatlonshlb w1th the geogranhlcal

context is distant and temporary, in fact, almost imperceptiible.

The counter-culture of middle-class America and its yearhihg for a

return to the land and a sense of place is a direct reflection of

the new importance of territbriality in the guest for community.{
Closer to home, and of immediate relevance for us is the post;'k

war consolidation'ofﬁthe identification with, and legitimatizatidﬁ'bf,

a distinct territorial base - Québec - as the geographical support

of the French-Canadian communlty.

- R _._':._,_

Darroch, A.G. and W, G Marston, "The Social Class Ba31s
of Ethnic Re51dent1al Segregation: Lhe Canadian Case", American
Journal of Sociologv, vol,, 77, no., 3, pp. 491-510,




Québéc is not unique in this regard: Welsh and Scottish nétion-f

alism, expressions of an effort to consolidate celtic regional

comaunities, are further instances of a re-evaluation in Western

thought of the importance of the geographical dlnen51on of - cowmunlty.

Hence, for these and other reasons we approach the question of re- f

iétlonshlp between small schools and Protestant communities w1th1n;.f

a geographical perspective: survival of communities'will be'

- ) B L

operationalized in terms of maintenance or decline of numbers in -a

given geograohical area; and likewise, the existence of school

facilities will be operationalized in terms of tha physical vresence

& school buildings within the geograovhical unit, T A

‘' Jelimitation of the geographical area to be studied and the
z2czraphical units of analysis to be used becomes the next issue,
£thin Québec we chcse the Eastern Townships as the area of study

Or two reasons, The most important is the existence of observable,

and hence measurable, Protestant communities which have a substantial

" and continuing history -- an obvious requirement in a study ‘the

methodology of which is historical. Secondly, the Eastern Townships

is an area with théh the chairman of the sub-comnittee and the
co-ordlnator of this study are both familiar. In passing, it niébt

be noted that the Ottawa: Valley, or the Lower Gaspe would haVe prov1ded
equally interesting settings in which to pursue such a.study. A =
further decision was_taken to limit ourselves to four counties

(as they existed prior to the recent boundary changes) with the



exception of that part of one county (Ascot'Ipﬁnéﬁip) which is now _
an extension of urban Sherbrooke. These four counties which con- |
stitute the study area ares Drummond, Compton, Richmond and Stan-
stead.

With the study area thus circumscribed, the next task was to
proceed to the delimitation of a unit of analfsis within wﬁich we
could observe, hlstorlcally, our two variables (community and schools)

and the relatlonshlp ‘between them. In addition to the need to be

conceptually adequate as an embodiment of geographical community,
there were a num@ér of methodological constraints among which were
the following: the unit we chose had to be such as to provide us

with enough instances to allow comparison between different outcomas

with respect to our two variables, comnunity (survival or failure) and )
schools (maintenance of disappearance); the unit had also to be"
constant in order that we could gather comparable data over times

anZ finally, it would have to be a unit to which data on both variables

could 3 Tur i i ‘hat i
U e matched, surthermore, the unit used, in order that it

ba

conceptually.adequate as an embodiment of community would havé
to be of a 51ze sucn that it would allow for the fact' that economlc
_ transportatlon and communication changes have resulted in a con—

‘siderable extension of the geographical base of "community",



In the light of all these con51deratlons, we Opted Jor what
we have called the "Survey" Township. SurVey has been added to the

designation township 1n order to indicate that we are worklng Wlth

the geographlcal area of the township as orlglnallv surveyed and

,hot the exestlng munlclpalltles which may or may not correspond in

area to the orlglnal tOWnShlp; Hany townships. have been, over the
course of time, d1v1ded into two or more mun1c1oa11t1es. Por example,
the orlglnal townshlp of Clifton was split to form the mun1c1pa11tles-
of East Cllfton and Ste. Edwidge, and part of the latter was later
partlt;oned off to become the present municipality.of Martinville,
All population and school data have been atﬁaehed to these original
units, the survey to&nships, which are, in principle, six miles
square. '

Can the actual physical size of the unit chosen -~ the or1g1nal
six mile square townshlp -- be thought to capture within it the
phenomenon conmunlty? Is it, at least concepeually, an adequate
enbodiment of the geograéhical context of rural Protestant community
in the Eastern Townshxps’ With respect to the time period of the
study 1931 to 1961 the answer is probably tbat it was toc large in
1931 and -~ more than likely -- too small in 1951, -

Developnent of the road networks, 1ntroductlon of telephones,

snow clearance of rural roads beglnnlng in 1951 and the general

availability of motorized transport all contributed to expanding tﬁe'
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TABLE I

THE TWENTY TWO SURVEY TOWNSHIPS BY COUNTY

ComEton

Bury
Clilton
‘Coapton
zaton
Hampden
Hereford
Lingwick
Newport
Westbury

Drummond

Durham
Grantham
Kingsey

’ > .

FIGURE T
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range ol -contacts in the thirty-year time pariod under question. .

Nonetkeless, we maintain that the township;as a unit of analysis

is, at a minimum, sufficiently largze (at least until the.éarly

sixties after which time automobile ownership became almost universal
- in Québec) to emco=pass the then ex1st1nc _communities, Moreover,
the 51x-mlle square unlts were not dellmlted at random'ﬂ their limits

are the llmlts whlch enclose one or several lntact munlclpalltles,

w1th the exceptxon of village or urban municipalities which grow :

up at the 1ntersectlon of two or even thrae tOWﬂShlpSo In these _

cases populatzon was ass;gned to the survey counties on a str;ctlf

geographical ba31s as is the practice with the Canadian census.

In order to allow the reader to acquaint hlmself with th°1r nanas .
and locatlons, the twenty-two survey townships used 1n tne study -

all those in the four counties which had Protestant populatlons and

Protestant schools in 1931 -~ are listed in Table I and are geo-

graphically located in Figure I which follows ths table. A complete

list of all the munlclpalltles mentioned and the survey township
to which they were assigned can be found in Appendix I on pages
24 - 26, | ] IR

We turn now to the question of the time perlod chosen 1931 to

1961 1nc1u51ve--a decision which, in as much as the start of the

.period is concerned, is largely a function of the availability of data

on schools., We were able, after a rather extensive examination of
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o EXlSLlng sources in government records and archives, to determlna e

¢ I
when a school mun1c1pa11ty lost a school. The partlcular source »Lff
_used went back as far .as 1928, A year to year search of the‘?lf‘t

school mnn1c1pa11tlas in quest;on allowed us. to dete*mlne the nﬁmhsr

;-.~,-.- N

and type of schools in each munzczpa11+y 1n each of the census };;fs_'
-1 . Triees s s - -uﬁ
1931 19u1 1951 and 199 . At th= begznnzng of the perlod schoo’

We wish to acknowledge the conmplate collaboratlon of M. E Q.
authorltles, particularly Mr., R. Wyse with respect to records and )
Mnme E, Dellsle-Cote with respact to boundaries of school municipalities.,

TABLE II I

Praotestant Sc&oo-;, Elementary, Intermediate and High by Survey
Townships by Cazsuns Years - -

: Census Years ) -
Survey wanship; 1931 1943 1951 - 1961 - . 1971
EIE * EIH . EIH "EIH EIK

COM>2TON Co.

Bury . : 021 111 001 00l 106_
Clifton 509 200 e .'_,--_ R
Compton | 601 561 - 010 _;foio?: —
. Eaton | 412 212 102 002. 200
Kampden 201 101 101. o010 .
Hereford 200 100 100 _:_109' ;_:?;-;
Lingwick’ 310 016  omm _::---_ -.ij;;;;
Newport 010 010 010 ;fiioé-_ i

Westbury 201 101 001 100, e
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DRUMMOND CO,
Durham
Grantham
Kingsey
RICHMOND CO,
Brompton
Cleveland
Melbourne
Shipton
Windsor
STANSTEAD .CO,
Barford
Barnston
Hatley

Magog

Stanstead

* E--Elementary, I--Intermediate and H--High School

-

-13 -

220
010

210

* 100

501
810
902
001

110
611
812
361
911

020
010

010

100
101
111
502
001

010
511
212
501

430

110
001

100

001

200
001
010

010
201
012
001
030

001

001
010

001
102
001

201

100

100

160

#% This high schooi, Richmond Regional, was the only one remaining

~in’ the study area in 1971,

*%
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nunicipalities were all contained witﬁin»the limits of survéy
townships. As we apprcached the end of the é;udy period we en-
couatered various types of school municipality consolidation suoﬁ
. 2s the short-lived County Boards; however, proceeding on the
basis of our knowledge of the actual locatlon of the remalnlng '
: schools Wwe were able to establlsh the ex1stence or non-existence
" of school facilities in a township up to the year 1976, 7
Existence and types of schools by survey fownships_léal to

- 1971 are listed in Tobla II. Despite the avallablllty of data
communlty, and school variables for 1971 the ensulng interpretation
is limited to the thirty-year period 1931-1961, thus excludirg the
consolidation of the sixties. The reason for excluding the year
1971 is simply that the consolidation which took place in this
last decade was so e;;ensive that a majority of our twenty-two
ourvey townships ceased to have any school facilities at all SQU
1871, thus creating a decisive rupture with the-previous three
decades. More precisely, transportation changés (particularly
highway upgrading) which were not perhaps foreign to this con-
solidation, reflected, in our estimation, the methodoiogical
incompatability oé including the sixties in the same time-frame -
as the previous thirty years. Adnittedly, this is a judgemental

'evaluation; yet we suspect that most -observers would agree that

the sixties constituted a new era for rural Québec.
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Population data come from the census breakdown of population
1 -

by religion for census sub-divisions. As census sub~divisions are
in fact, mun1c1pa11t1es, the;r limits are either co-termlnous w1th

or sub-divisions of, survey townships. Municipal population figures

were regrouped on the basis of survey townships for both Protestants

and Catholies. Tabie III contains information on the twenty-two 5!¢3'
- survey townships, all those in the four counties of Compton, Drpmmond,

- e

Richmond and Stanstead in which there were Protesrants.

TABLE III
1
Protestant and Cathoiliic- Populat101 by Survey Townships
(Catholic population in brackets)

Survey Township Census Yzars

‘ 1931 1941 1951 .~ 1961 1971

coMPToN <o, |

Bury © 1153(399)  1015(898)  867(523)  762(626)  660(420;
Clifton 285(1579)  198(1715)  151(1632) 131(1601) 120(1s3.
Compton 1007(2106)  877(2200)  743(2u44) 729(2911) 760(223
Eaton 1660(1551)  1188(1568) 1540(2168) 1541(2353) 1230(39.
Hampden . 7C3(869) 559(1143)  $22(1336)  323(1112) 255(83c
Hereford 141(1328) 96(1368) ' 92(1380)  82(114%)  50(51:
Lingwick ,354(315) 300(512)  168(655)  112(686)  65(51:
Hewport ’575(219) 697(288)  568(587)  128(706)  425(32¢
Westbury '80M(3257)  785(3298)  567(3754)  533(4943) 360(51.
DRUMMOND CO,

Durham 806(2217)  650(2245)  S42(2375)  §28(2013) 1u80(221
Grantham 729(14612)  933(24096) 967(32210) 904(33565) 920(371
Kingsey 277(1919)  278(203%)  221(2102)  223(2122) 195(211



RICHMOND CO,

Brompton
Cleveland
Melbourne
“hipton
Windsor

STANSTEAD cCO,

Barford
Barnston
Hatley
Magog
Stanstead

TOTALS

310(%296)
1248(2299)
1008(69%)
1450(6244)

543(4372)

325(1699)
1164(5098)
1717(1255)
1218(6286)
3497(2657)
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351(4510)
1158(2930)
888(634)
1%07(75u9)

421(5023)

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

301(5313)
1257(3319)
894(765)
1550(1502)

¥16(6372)

199{1456)

660{7024)
1343(1550)
1502{12999)
3254(3324)

267(6430) 305(66-
1341(4033) 1303(u5:
813(845)  700(95:
1598(15379)1340(1s:
516(8634) u485(79¢

199(1374) 295(16% |
670(8202) 580(77C
1364(1603) 1870(18%

1486(13966)1290(1u7 .

3130(3432) 2795(32z

1

The Protestant population is the sum
Because in 1941 the "other"
population corresponds. to th

20880€65301) 19859(81645)18939§104790518180(117880)16545{

03

of all Protestants and "others',
category is not included, the Protestant
e total population minus the catholics,
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INTERPRETATION

Let us first consider the variable community snd its two
outcomes, maintenance op failure of the community. In order to do so
we made a distinction between communities which ware at(lésst'one
thousand souls stfong in i931 of which there were teng and thoss
which had between five hundred and a thousand souls. The flrst group
we designated as the large communltles (1,000 and over), ana the
second, the small cdmmunltles (560 to 1,000). The next step was
to establish a criterion of success or fallure as a commun1*y.- If
a Protcs*an; populatlon did not lose more than fifteen per cent
of its population by 1961, and if its populatlon as a proportion
of the total populatlon of the survey township was 1n 19o1 at
1east seventy~five per cent of what it was in 1931 it quallfled
as a community which had survived. On the contrary, a population
which had failed to at least maintain its numbers (allowing forp
a margin of a fifteen per cent decline in thirty years) and which failed
‘to maintain its proportional strength in the total population
(more precisely, a 1961 proportion of the total population which

was at least seventy-five per cent of the 1931 proportion)was

regarded as a failure,

oN o/

oy~
(]
Yernement d"_; =

———
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TABLE TV S b

‘Protentant Fommunltles, Large and Small bv Success Order

. . -
9 - - N
B - - R
e, : - =
| MR P

S Prot. Pop.q_;;:( Prot /Total %

Large Communities B .f_'ﬁ,z: tg};:gli%' ;y:qf_;;-
(1,000 or more in 1931) oL EEmLg Y R
Successes N ; oo T R s
Hatley — - S 5 & A 58

Cleveland - = SR N ¥ 'Y I 35
Stanstead : - -3497 .87
Eaton = ‘ S 11560 52

Failures

Hagog ; 1218 16
Shipton _ 1450 - 19
“elbourne 1008 59
Bury - - . _ 1153 1y
Comptoh'l- ) . N 1007 : - 32
Barnston ' 1164 ' ) 19

Small Communitlcn ]
(500 or more in 1931) _ €.

Grantham A ¥3: . 08
Durham 806 C 27
Howpoirt - 875 - 70
Weptbuty 804 : 20
Hampden ' 709 : - W5

Smaller than 660'in~1931'A1phabetica1 List énd:Poﬁulation;

Barford & 325
Brompton 3 310
Clifton 285
Hereford 11
Kingoley .- 277
Lingwick . : 354
Windsor 443



Protestant Communities,

TABLE 1V

»Large Communities
(1,000 or more in 193]
Succecsea

ey

Cleveland
Stansteao
Eaton

Failures

Hagog
Shipton
‘lbourne
Bury
Compton
Barnston

Small Communitiecs
(500 or more in 1931)

Grantham
Durhan
Hewport
Westbury
Hampden

Smaller than 500 in 193x
Barford '
Brompton -

Clifton

Hereford

Kingsley

Lingwick

Windsorp

Large and Small, by Succg:g_Order

.

<.
‘r‘
2l

1961

D
..Prot_o POP ®

1807
~ 1305

3130
_1uu]

1486
1598
813
762
729
670

90y |
528
428
533
323

199
267
131
82

223
112
516

Prot,/Total, %

55
25
L8
38

10

43
S5
20
08

03 -

21
38
10
23

(i)

i

B v
P
..-.-‘uu.l—vu.hn v,

-y

i

rlterla L._

-‘.' °

T

Proportlon Slze

WL I

U .
v

- e e

-0t
g -

L.

-l

~—

S
pan

s
A .

Te95

-
T

e

STlg3

Alphabetical List and Populafion

.63

U7
o 71
.82

63 -

W42

.60
.78
-1
50
«51

C A1y

3 1/1

4+ 7

-10

. 13

+22
+10
-19
-34 .
-28
-42

Doy

-3y
-26
-34
~54
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Roughly speaking, a rural population in North America which
succeeded in retaining all its offspring would have experienced
sonething batweenga one hundred and a one hundred and fifty per cent
incréase in thirty years. I have suggested such a wide range in
light of fragmentary iﬁ?ications.which suggest thét the rural Eastern
Townships English-speaking population reduced its fertility drasti-
cally during tha depression., In the light of this, a population
which failed to maintain itgelf at eighty~-five per cent strength
was tbviously experiencing sufficient out-migration to reguLt in

"

Ts essential extinction in the near future..

po

But the growta of human populations is also a function of the
economic possibilities of their envircenment. Hence a population un-

able to expand in function of available econonic opportunitiés, as

*
»

itnessed by thes growth of the other sagments of the populétibn in

the same environment, has failed in that it was unable to retain its

offspring despite sufficient employaent opportunities. Hence, as

indicated above, we have designated as failures those communities

1 ; - ‘ - -

Finestone, Harold. "Trends in the Population Structure of

the Sherbrooka Subregionsg". Unpublished M.A. thesis, McGill
University, 1343 ° ' :
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which although they nmay havae grown, failed to maintain thnlr pro-"
portion of the total populatlon living in the same economlc env;ﬂon-

ment at a level of -at least saventy-five per cent of what it was in_

1931. : S ST T regel T LT :::.'-
Table IV reveals the results of applying the”above:dfiterié

of c0mmun1ty success or fallure. In the table we have listed

separately the large communltles, the small communities, and ~those
with less than five hundred. This ast category of commun;tles is

> »

too small) for any meaningful analysis and it is listed here for in-
formation purposes oni&. |

Turning to ths ten large communities, four of then, Hatley,
Cleveland, Stanstea&, and Eaton are, in refe“ence to our critéria,-

>

successes; and the six others Magog, Shipton, Meibourne, Bury, Compton
;nd Barnston are f%llures. They have been listed here in a hierarchy
ranging from the most successful to the most unsuccessful, as assessed
by our two criteria, B -
Among the large communities, it is to be noted that two comme
unities, Shipton ana Magog, although they maihfained themselves in .

numbers, are classed as failures because they failed to naintain

themselves as a propcﬂtion of the total population, The two ext“eme

cases, Hatley the'nmsst successful and Barnston the least, are vorthy
©I note. Hatley's success is of course relative, a fourteen per

cenT Incredse in thirty years,
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S

The Protestaat population as a proportlon of the total

T

population in Hatley was almost as high in 1361 (55%) as it was in

1931 (58%) to give a ratio of comparative 1961 to 1931 pépulétion

1]

‘pr0portions of 0.95. . No other Protestant population, even Stanstead,

(ratio of comparative 1961 to 1931 proportions of 0,85) did as well,
Barnston, on the other hand, went from a proportion of 19% in 1931
to 8% in 1961. More specifically, the ProtestantIPOpulation of -
Barnston was reduced by half between 1941 and 1951, The Juxta—-
position of these two extreme cases is even mora. 1nterest1ng ow1ng~
to the fact that their environmental locations are- quite similar,,.
the two townships arevactually contiguous. Why should one-have - -
collapsad and the other survived? O0f all the coﬁﬁunities, Hafley
was the largest, second only to Sténstead which had over twice the
population. Equally a successful comnunity, Stanstead stands out as
by far the largest of all the rural communities considéred.

Of all the small communities, five hundred or more population
in 1931, not a single one has been successful in maintaining itself
in terms of our criteria. Although Grantham whlcn includes the
city of Drum.cndv1lle, comes close, the p“onortlon of total popu-
lation in 1961 wa; only .60 of what it was in 1931, our—criteria
requires .70, Duréam; on the other hand, maintained its proportion
of the total popul%tion, but lost 34% of its ﬁumbers, more than twice

the loss permitted by our criterion of 15%, Hampden, Newport and

Westbury are clearly failures.
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It is now tize to proceed to the variable,Apresence of schosl
fazilities.. In orde= to arrive at a quantitative expression of the
extent of school facilities to be found in a survey township, we
have assigned weights to each of the fFour typé% of échools present
in our data. The elementary category was assigned a weight of 1;
the intermediate, which included elementary, a weight of 3, high
schocls which included all elementary grades 43 and a high school
without elementary, 3. - ’

OSViously, these weights are arbitrary in the sense tHat they
are the product of judgement, as opposed to sone external standard, -
Compiling total points for each survey township, in each census yeaf
(cf. Table II), we arrived at a composite weighted scors. These
scores are to be found, for the twenty-two survey townships which
had schocls, in Table V., At the botton of the decade year columns'-
the means are to be found, An examination of the means reveals
that the most extensive reduction of school faciiities in the indivi-
dual survey townships took place in the two decades 1951-1951 and
1961~1971. In the first of these decadss the extent of the prasence
of school facilities declined by 41% (as measured by our composite.
weighted score) and by 74% in the second. Reductions in the decades
1931-194%1 and 195i—1961 w;;e respectively 20% and 30%. Takihg our
study period as a ?ho}e, the years 1931 to 1961, the average composite
Protestant school %core declined 66% and the Protestant population of
these same survey townships declined from (cf. Table III) 20,880 to
18,180, a decline of 13%, Clearly, irrespective of tha decade 1961
1971, there was a massive geographical contraction of school facilities

in this short space of tairty years.
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° TABLE V¥

Protestant Schools by Survey Towashias;

Coanssite Weichted Sco—e

(E - 1;

Survay Touwunship Naxne

COMPTON CO,
Se>y |
" Clifton
Compton
_Eaton
Hampdeg :
Hereford

Lingwick

Hewport -

Westbury

DRUMMOND CO,

Dﬁrhap
Gréntham
Kingsé&
3ICBHOHD co.

Broapton

C;evé;and

) Melbourne-

Shipton

Yindsor

I(incl.E) - 3;

1931

oW N o

11
17 -

1953

VoW W o

()]

&

W &N L -]

H(incl.Z) - %; H{without E)

-3

« e

oy

. '.“

"d .l. ”"l

L9, e



"

STANSTEAD CO,
Barford
Barnston
Hatléy

Magog

Stanstead

..25.;

" 3 3 o - G
13 12 6 y 1
15 13 11 9 2
7 8 y y 1
16 13 9 6 1
8.0 6.4 3.8 2.7 0.7
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When we use the term "consolidation™ in the subsequent discussion,

n mind the cutccmes of this process ol -contraction and re-- b
gatccma p ‘

-—

By

we have

grouping, rather than the institutional policy and practice designated

"school consolidatiza® by educational authorities, 'Obviously, coatra-
ctica and regrouping of school facilities is often implemented under

the umbrella of a policy of consolidation, but not necessarily.

* % 4

We now come to the crux of the study, the attempt to establish
a relationship between the variables "community™ and "schools", In
order to do so we have again, in Table VI,_liStgd in three"glocks
the large and small communities by degree of suécess,_the most successe
ful first (all the small coﬁmuﬁities, of course, were failure:);:
Opposite the.names of the communities are to be found the cémpoéiéé
school scores for the four years 1931, 1941, 1951, and 1961.

What emerges almost immediately is that all the failed COmMULn~

ities--with the one exception of Granthan which has maintained its

absolute size--have-passed through a cecada in which tha comoosite

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

rmore, in the case of the large communities which failed, this
contraction took p@ace in every instancz in the decada 19%1-1951; and in
the case of the smalil comaunities, in the decade 1951-1961, Pre~

sumably, in the more dispersed communities (500 or less in a six
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mlle square) it was more difficult to consoli&ate and the regrouping
of schools had to awalt the opening of winter roads, which dld not
begin until 1951 in Quebac. |

If we consider a halving of the composite séhool score to reflect
a major school consolidation; the fact that every one of *he six

falled large communities experienced such consolidation is ex*remely

indicative. This finding constitutes solid evidence that thebe is

a relationship betwsen community success, and the oresence of schooal

}i‘

facilitles,




TABLD VI
. COMMUNITY SURVIVAL OR TAILURET AND SCHOOLS
Cozzunities . Composite School Sco;:;es
1931 1941 1951 1861
I Large, successful communities ~ |
Zatlay 5 13 11 9
Cleveland 9 S b b
Stanstead 16 13 g 6
Eaton .15 13 ° 9 g "
P & 13.8 1.0 - 8.3 5.8
1T Large, failures. ~ e e »_
Magog . i '. -7 B N : 8
Shipton . o 17 . , 13 Ty l 5 -
Melbourne ' B 2 .0
Bury . 10 ' 8 y : 4
Conpton o 10 8 3 ' 3
Barnston 13 ‘ i2 b I 4
X 11.3 8.5 3.8 3.2
III' Small Communities | e
Grantham . ) 3 3 ! 4 - b l
Durham ‘ 8 6 y 0 i
Newport 3 3 3 1 '
Westbury ' 6 5 ] oy 1 |
Hampden - ) 6 5 [ s 3 |

Xew 5.2 b.4 3.0 - 1.8
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Yet, we still ds not know which of the two, community faiiure
or school consolidation is the cause.and which is the effect. These
rassive-—in as much as they happened so quickly--consolidations in
the "failed" commuﬁi:ies, did they precede, or come as a consequence
of, population declize? Unfortunately, 1t is not sufficient to
look at the absolute population figures as found in Table III, as the
age composition of the poPu}atlon is not takenfaccount of..- A popu-
lation total may have remained stable, although the proportioﬁ of
the population of school age may have declined subatantlally as a
result of a lowered birth rate or a heavy out-migration of young
couples (or both), However, the large successful communities did not
experience 2 populatioq drop in the decade 194%1- 19515 whereas; popu-
lation dld drop 2leven per cent on the average in the large fdlled |
communities in this "e?nsolldation" decade. Likewise, the small
failed communities euﬁerienced a population loss of fifteen per cent
in the "consolidation"-decade 1951-1961; although they also experienced
a loss of twelve per cent in the preceding decade during which there
was almost. no school consolidation. Ko, a comparison of trends in
composite school scores and population figures will not deliver up
to us the causality behind the relaticnship between school facilities
and community survival.

What might gl;e Us some indication is the surprising coincidence
in time of the periods of major consol*catlon, consolidations con-

sisting of a haiv1ng of the composite school score. Such a massive
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coincidence (and the complete absence of coﬂparab;e consolidation
in the successful comrunltlea) suggests that the two periods of major
consolidation (1941-1951, and 1951-1951) were the ctonsequence of a
policy implemented in function of some outside imperative. If, on the
contrary, consolidaticn was implemented as a response to community
failure, one would expect the timing to be in function of the gtate of
the different communities. In fact, the odds of the six méfor coﬁ-
solidations in the failed communities all occurring, £y chance, in

*he same decade are one in forty. And in tha failed small communities,
the odds of getting, by chance, four coasclidations in five communities

in the sane decade is one in twenty-saves,

But, one might argue, comnunity failurg is not the result of
chance factors but of some ocutside determining factor (the depression,
the war, etc), whica will affect all communities at the same time,
This is no doubt true. But how then, if some outside fac?dr is
responsible for the coincidence in time of the failures which in
turn resulted in ;ﬁe consolidations, does one explain the fact that
consolidation in the iarge communities took placa in the decade 1941~

" 1951 and in the small cannunltles in the following decade?




Conclusion

-‘Although the for?going results, the ccincidénce of periods
of =ajisr contractio= and regrouping of school facilitieé in the same.
c¢zcades in failed co=munities, an& their absence in the successful
communities, is suggestive; our indicators are too crude (no know—
ledge of population age ¢omposition and insufficient data po*qts in
our time-series) to- establlsh if one of the two phenomena undnr

-

study (community failure and the closing of schools) manlfested

» itself before thérother. Given this limitation of the study-~in-
ability to establish causality--I would suggest a detailed gfudy of

at least six communltles, the three most successful, Hatley, Cleveland
and Stanstead° and the three ‘most extrsme fallures, Bury, Comptcn .
and Barnstan, An exanination of week to week school attendance
records and an in the field knowledge of the evdlving socioc-economic
context would, I suspect, allow one to establish the direction of

the relationship existing between the existence of small schools

and the survival of the communities in question.
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 APPENDIX I

Census Municipalities Included in the Survey Townships

-

(listed by county)

TOWNSHIPS . CENSUS HUNICIPALITIE§

COMPTON COUNTY

1§ : : _ )
Bury: SR Bury

B

Clifton: . . Clifton, Clifton E., St. ..
: . Edwidge de Clifton, Martinville

Compton: . - Compton, Compton Village,
Waterville, Compton Station

Eaton: Eaton, Cookshire, Sawyerville
Hampden: Hampden, Scotstown, Milan (pt)
Hereford: Hereford, St, Herménsgilde (pt)

St. Venant—de-Hereforﬂ,
St. Herménigilde Village (pt)

Lingwick: Lingwick
Newport: by ' Newport
Westbury: : Westbury, East Angus
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TOWNSHIPS CENSUS MUNICIPALITIES

D2IMMOND COUNTY

Durham: Durham S, (St,. Fulgence),
L'Avenir, Ulverton,
Durham S. Village

Grantham: St. Edmond de G,, St, Eugdne de -
St., Germain de G., St, Marjorigue
de G., St. Joseph de G,, St.
Germain de G. (village)

St. Jcseph de G. (village),
Grantham West, St., Simon de
Drumnmond, Drummondville,
Drummondville South, Drummondvili.
West, (village)

Kingsey: Kingsey, Kingsey Falls, Zingsey
Falls (village)

RICHMOND COUNTY

Brompton: Brompton, Brompton Cove,
St. Frangois Xavier de B8rompton,
St. Denis de Brompton (pt),
St. Grégoire de Greenlay,

Bromptonville
Cleveland: Cleveland, Richmond
Melbourne: Melbourne, Kingsbury,

Melbourne Village
Shipton: Shipton, Asbestos, Danville

Windsor: : St. Georges-de-Windsor, Windsor,
Windsor Ville, St. Georges de
Windsor (village)




TOWNSHIPS

STANSTZAD COUNTY

kY

Magog:

Barford:

Barnston:

Hatley:

Stanstead:

CENSUS MUNICIPALITIES

Magog, Magog-Ville, Omerville

Barford, St. Herménégilde (pt)
St. Mathieu de Dixville,
Dixville Village,

St, Herménégilde Village (pt.}

Barnston, Coaticook, Barnston Wes

Hatley, Hatley West, St. Catherir
de Hatley, Ayer's Cliff, Hatley
Village, North Hatley

Stanstead, Beebe Plai;; Rock
Island, Stanstead Plain, Ogden
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