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However, it was found that the respondents in this study
Behaved éontrarily to those respondents in Allen's study.

(See Table XIV.)

-~

There was a tendency for the vounger respondents, regard-
less of length of residence to be engaged in common-1law

unions.

TABLE XIV

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE BY MARITAL STATUé BY AGE

AGE: 25-29

Length of Legally Common-law

residence married married N

1-3 years 42.9 57.1 7

4-5 vears 0 100 6

6 yrs. & over 47.1 42.9 7
20

Total 8 35. 65. 100

Chi Sgquare = 4.92935 d£=2 probability =f0.850

Cramer's V = 0.45646

Contingency Coefficient = 0.44467

There was also a further strengthéning of the relation-
ship between the two variables in the older agé
category (See Table XV). As compared wf%h thosé aged
25-29, there was a greatef likeiihood of the respon-

dents being legally married, their number increasing
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more sharply, with their length of residence. This
finding is similar to R. B. Davidson's (1966:30) study

of a West Indian community in Great Britain.

iy TABLE XV

LENGTH OF-"RESIDENCE BY MARITAL STATUS BY AGE

AGE: 40-49
Length of Legally . Common-law
residence married married N
1-3 vears 33.3 66.7 3
4-5 years 80. 20. - -5 T
6 yrs( & over S0. 10. 10 -
3

' 18
Total % ' 77.8 22,2 100
Chi Sguare = 4.30714 . df=2 §robability = 0.1161
.Cramer's vV = 0.48917 .
Contingency Coefficient = 0.43941 ’ -

>

One could speculate that this trend for the older res-

-

pondents to ?e legally married and the youngef?oneé
engaged in common-law unions, could probably be attri-
buted to the new permissiveness in the North American
socie;y. People might not approve, but they are no
longer shocked at the idea of two individuals of the
opposite sex living together without being legally

married.
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While controlling for age increased the strength of the
relationship in the contingent associations for thé two
age categories displayed, the relationship remained

fairly constant for the other two age categories.

CHURCE ATTENDANCE AND MARITAL STATUS

-

The church was found to be important in helping immi-
grants to settle more completely in the life of the
countiy (Hooper:1965:180). Patterson (1964:305) had
also stressed its importancé in defermining a legal
marriage and stated that the West Indians in her.London
sample, rarely attended chufch. Ramcharan's study of
West Iﬁdians in Canada earlier mentioned, spowed the
?\contri;;i Ee attributes the regular church attendance
of the migrants in his sample to the "Welcoming
attitude"” which the Canadian church leaders had and
‘which the migrants in Patterson's study.had found

lacking. L

The finding in this study, pertaininé to church
attendance, was supportive of Ramcharan's. ©Qf a total
of sixty~eight respondents (three respondents had no
religious affiliation), fifty of them had rgéuiar or
occasional church attendance. (See Table XVI). It
was hypothesized that, the more regular the church

attendance of the immigrant the more likely will he
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be legally married. The data indicate regular church
attenders to be 54% legally married compared to 46%
common-law married. For those who were occasional
churéh attenders, 46% were legally married compared to
54% who were common-law married and for those wﬁo never
attended ¢hurch, 33% legally married compared té 67%
common-law married. Although there are differences
between the marital statuses for the regular and
occasional church attendersscategories, they are minimel,
compared to the difference found in the respondents who
ﬂever attended church. There was-a greater tendency for
these respondents to be engaged in common-law unions.

We could therefore conclude that, whereas a lack of
church attendance determined a common-law ﬁnion, reqular
and occagional‘church attendancé were not very instru-
mental in determining a legal marriage. The pfessures
applied by the church to encourage a legal marriage,

as shown in Patterson's study, were not very effective
in this study. With the Chi Square of 1.80515, df=2.
at’ the 0.05 level of significanée, the null hypothesis
of no relation between church attendance and marital

status cannot be rejected.

1
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TABLE XVI

CEURCE ATTENDANCE BY MARITAi STATUS

Legally _ Commoﬁ-law
Attendance married married N
vRegular 53.8 46.2 . 26
Occasional . 45.8 . 54.2 - f' 24
Never 33.3 - 66.7 - _18
- _ . 68*
Total % | 45.6 54.4

Chi Sguare 1.80515 df=2 probability =0.4055

Cramert®s V 0.16293

Contingency Coefficient = 0.16081
*Three respondents had no religious affiliation.

The variable "religion” was used as a control for the
relationship between the greceding varigbles and there
was a further strengthening of the relationship within

the Roman Catholic category (See Table XVII)

These respondents formed the modal group of common-law
unions in the same and had all their regular church
members engaged in these.unions. The N of 20 was,
however, small. There was no further strengthening of
the relationship for the contingent associations in

the other religious categories.

s
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TABLE XVII

CHEURCE ATTENDANCE BY MARITAL STATUS BY RELIGION

. ':Legally - Common-law
Attendance married married N
Regularly ¢ . 100 s .
Occ%sionally "~ 50. © 50 < 10
Never ' o 40 60 5
20
Total s 35, 5, 65. 100 ‘

Chi Square = 3.73626 q¢ ='2 probability = 0.1544
Cramer's Vv = 0.43222

Contingency Coefficient = 0.39675

——-————————————————q———-—_———._————._

Studies have sho@n, A. Richmond (1967), s. Ramcharan
(1974) and J. Porter (1965), that migrants often
experience a "status-dislocation” when they first arrive
at their destination. Quite often this is one of down-
ward mobility. Consiaering that most people migrate
because of economic reason, this downward mobility
might result in them going through a reriod of delayed
gratification before they are able to achieve their
goals., As reported, most of the studies of the family

in the West Indies,have shown the economic factor to
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L
1

be of prime .importance in detérmining a legal marriage:
We have therefore hypothesized that, respondents&who~have
experienced a positive change in their economic status

will more likelY be ‘legally married.

L 4

Question eighteeen and nineteen of the Interview. Schedule
(See Appendix A) which indicated the immigrant's finan-

cial status in the West Indies and in Canada, were

-

combined to form a new variable called "status-difference".

They was crosstabulated with marital status for the test
of the hypothesis. T@e responses for the original
questions were recoded for the new ones shown in Table
XVII belog: \Stafué down 1, means'a lowering of status

by one category and status down 2, means a lowering of

status -by two categories.

All the respondents who had experienced great status-—
dislocation (had ﬁheir statuses lowered by two cate-
gories) were Engaged in common-la; unions. There were
no outstanding findings for the other categories. The
data indicated that whether or not the rgsponaénts had
experienced a change in their economic status, made
little éiﬁfgren;e to their marital status. These
findings could be attributed to the fact that only two
respondents had experienced a positive change in their

economic status. Added to this was the fact that West
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Indiaﬂ migration was fairly new. Most of the immigrants
were in Canada for less than six ye¥rs. Both S. Ramcharan
(1974:267) and R. Breton (1964:825 had found that it was
not until after six years or more in their ﬁew environ-

ment that-migrants tended@ to be upwardly mobile. With

" a Chi Square of 3.37986, df=2, we must not reject the

null hvpothesis of no relationship between a change in

economic status and family pattern.

TABLE XVII

ECbNOMIC STATUS BY MARITAL STATUS

Status . legally - common-law
difference married married N
Status down 2 .o 100 4
Status down 1 ' 46.9 53.1 32
Status Same : 46.9 53.1 32
Status Up 50. 50. 2
70

Total % ~ 44.3 - 55.7 100

probability = 0.3367

I}
L

Chi Square = 3.37986 at

Cramer's V = 0.21462

Education is one of the most crucial means of social

-

mobility so it was used for.a control ‘for the relation-

ship of variables-economic status and marital status.

The only outstanding finding occurred at the elementary -

-
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schooi level, where most of the respondents were found.
fSee Table XVIII). The data suégested that respondents
who had experienced no lowering of their economic status
were ﬁore likeiy to be legally married than those who
had.  This trend may be é continuation of aﬁtitude
‘toward legal marriage which had its roots developed in
the West Indies, where legal marriage is closelv allled
to economic stability. There was a slight etreﬁgthening
of the relationship between economic statue and marital
‘Status. The relationship, however, remained fairly

-

constant for the other educational categories:

TAELE XVIII

ECONOMIC- STATUS DIFFERENCE BY MARITAL STATUS BY.
EDUCATION

ELEMENTARY SCHOQL LEVEL

Status : Legally Common-law
bifference married married - N¢
Status down 2 -70 100. 2
Status down 1 40. ‘. 60. 20
Status same : 61.5 38.5 i3
35
Total % ) ‘45.7 . 34.3 100

Chi Square = 3.259-1 df ='2 probability = 0.1960
Cramer's V = 0,330515

Contingency Coefficient = 0.29186 .
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OCCUPATIONAL STATUS BY MARITAL STATUS

o ———————— . —— . e T ———— —— — . — — — ——

Henriqués (1953:1067) had stated that legal marriage was
the norm of the upper and middle-classes and cghld only
be found among the "better-off" members of the lower-
class. We are here suggésting tha§ these “bettef-off"
members are upwardly mobile members who have higher
occupational statué. We havie therefore hypothesized
that the higher the occupational prestige of the
migrant, the more likely will he be legally married.
Table XIX indicates that there is no consistent re-
lationship or pattern from high to low occupatioﬁél
status. The hvpothesis was not supported, and with

a Chi Square of 39.63346, df=6 at 0.05 level of signi-
ficance we cannot reject the null hypothesis of no
relation between ocqupational prestige and marital

status.
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TABLE XIX

' OCCUPATION-BY MARITAL STATUS

»

. - Legally. Common-law
Occupation married married N
Prof. or Tech. . 100 0 1
Clerical . 35,7 64.3 14
Sales 0 100 3
Skilled workers 47;4 19
Transport 0. . 2

 Service 3k.7 29
Labourers 0 100. -;E

| 71

Total % 45.1 54.9 100
Chi Sguare = 9.63346 3 df = 6 probability = 0.1410

Cramer's V = 0.36835

Contingency Coefficient = 0.34565

The variable "education" was used as a control for the
relationship between the preceding variables. The
relationship was not strengthened significantly, but

b .
among the higher educated people in the sample (See

 Table XX), the data tend to conform to our hypothesis

that as one moves down the occupational scale, a
larger proportion will be engaged in common-law unions.

The'N of 14, is however, quite small.
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OCCUPATION BY MARITAL STATUS BY EDUCATION

-

_ TABLE XX

SECONDARY SCHCOL

Jegally common-law
Occupation married ‘married N
prof. or Tech. "~ .100. 0. . 1
Clerical - - 37.5+ 62.5 8
service . 20, - " go0. 5

' 14
Total % . 35.7 64.3 100

Chi Square = 2.34889 df = 2 probability = 0.3090
Cramer's V = 0.40961

Contingency Coefficient = 0.37%04

CHILDREN IN CANADA BY MARITAL STATUS

W. L. Warner (1952:126) claims that the és;imi}atién
forces exerted by the host society on the migrant group
are exerted primarily upon the child. He further
implies that the child, rather than the parents, bé:
comes the'transmitting agent of social change.
Patterson (1264:305) supports this, and adds that some
children might cémpare themselves to their peers and
d?EHus exert pressure on their parents to conform to
wlocal patterné. Ramcharan (1954:145) had also stated

that one of the major factors influencing West Indian

migrétion to Canada was’' the perception of better
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educational opportunities for their children. Given
this information, it was therefore hypothesized that
the migrants with children in Canada, will more likely

be legally married.

‘Table XXI indicates that the respondents who had no

children in Canada, were 29% legally married compared to
71% common-law married. The respondents who had chil-

dren in Canada were 53% legally married compared to 47%

* common-law married.

TABLE XXI.-

CHILDREN IN CANADA BY MARITAL STATUS

Legally commoﬁ—law
married marriec N
no children 29.2 70.8 . 24
children " 53.2 46.8 47
‘ ‘ 71
Total $ . 45.1 54.9 . 100
Chi Square - 2.79715 df = 1 probability = 0.0944
Contingency Coefficient = 0.2267 ) “

There is trend for the data to be supportive of the

hypothesis, howdger, with a Chi Square of 2.79715, d4df =2,

it is not significant at the 0.05 level and the null
hvpothesis of-no relation between children in Canada

and marital status cannot be rejected.
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OccupatiOn'was‘Esed as a control for the relationship
between children in Canada and marital status (See
Table XXII). The data tend to support the hypothesig‘
in the service ogcupational category, and the strength
of the relationship i1s greater than in the original
relationship. However, the relationship remained

fairly constant for the other occupational ‘categories.

TABLE XXII

CHILDREN IN CANADA BY MARITAL STATUS BY OCCUPATION

Chilédren Legally common-law

in Canada married married N
no children 28.6 71.4 14
children 66.7 33.3 i5

| 29
Total % 48.3 51.7 100
Chi Square = 2.82125 df=1l probability = 0.03830

‘Contingency Coefficient = 0.35600

RACIAL FRIENDSHIP BY MARITAL STATUS

Eisenstadt's study, earlier mentioned, suggested.that
"socialization" implied "desocialization" and in the
case of the migrant, assimilation into a new culture
meant his rélinquishing some aspects of his o0ld one.

Richardson (1957:597) saw the frequency of social
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participation betweeg the migrant and host to be a

- positive sign of assimilation. Alléﬁ (1971:112) reports
that such frequency of social participation might result
in friendship and intermarriage. Given this informa-
tion, we have hypothesized that the migrant who has
mostly Capadian friends, will more likely be legally
married. As the data indicate (See Tabie XXIII) the
majority of. the respondents had mainly West Indian
friends.

TABLE XXTIII

RACIAL FRIENDSEIP PATTERN BY MARITAL STATUS

Racial friendship legally - common-law
pattern married married N
Mainly West Iné;ans . 42.9 57.1 56
Mainly Canadians 50. - 50. 2
Different groups _ 53.8 46.2 .13
| 71
Total % 45.1 54.9 100

Chi Sguare = 0.53484 df = 2  probability = 0.7654

0.08679

il

Cramer's V

Contingency Coefficient = 0.08647

In an N of seventy-one respondents, fifty-six claimed
they had mainly West Indian friends, whlle only two

7
had mainly Canadian friends. Thirteen respondents.had

friends from different racial groups. Due to the fact
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that so few of the respondents had Canadian friends,
this hypothesis was not supported. With a Chi Square
of 0.53484 at p=0.05, we cannot reject the null hypo-

thesis of no relationship between racial friendship

pattern and marital status.

This finding may be attributed to two factérs.‘ The first
is that lower—clasf people tend to have closer ethnic
networks, while people of the upper-classes tend to be
more integrated. The second factor, which we must not
overlook is the racial one, which might have come into
play. Racial conflicts although not\Eritical, do exist
and might have prevented migranté from establishing -
closer relationships with other racial groups.®

‘.

Earlier studies have shown a tendency for "clustering”

KINSHEIP AND ETHNIC NETWORKS BY MARITAL STATUS

among Wést indian migrant groups (R. Davidson:1966:110)
and (S. Patterson:1964;347). It was also found that
this "clustering” retarded the process of integration
because migrants would often settle with their friends
or relatives, rather than live by'themselves in other
areas. Kinship was therefore seen as an important
factor in influencing migrati&n. This was supported.

by our study because forty-eight per cent of our sample

claimed they migrated to join friends and relatives. We
‘ . i~

~
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are therefore suggesting that the migrant who has a
closer ethnic and kinship network will more likely to
be legally married. A migrant with a "close-network"

A ’ -
was defined as one with friends and relatives living in

his neighbourhooed.

-

The findings (See Table XXIV) indicate that the hypo-
thesis was not supported. There were too few migrants/
who had neo friends or-relétiveg in the area. With a

Chi Square of 0.81632 at p=0.05, the null hvpothesis

©f no relationship between close-knit networks and

marital status cannot be rejected.

-

TABLE XXIV

.PRIENDS AND RELATIVES IN AREA BY MARITAL STATUS

Friendé or rélatives ~ legally common-law

in area married married N

Friends = - 47.8 52.2 67

No friends : 0. 100. 4
. // T 71

Total % : -45.1 54.9 100

Chi Sguare = 1.81632 = df=1 probability = 0.1778

Il

Contingency Coefficient 0.21610

Due to the discrepancy in our f£indings, it was decided

to use the variable "freguency of visitation" as an
. L

v
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independént variable to retest the hypothesis (See Table
XXV). The data indicate that respondents who had regular
visits with their friends and relatives were more likely
to be engaged in noﬁ-legal unions; there were 39% legal
unions compared to 61% common-law unions. The respon-
dents who visited-Fometimes, were 59% legally married
compéred to 40% cdmmOn—law married, and the respondents
who had rare visits were 42% legally married, compared

to 58% common-law married. Whereas frequency of
visitation seem to have influenced a common-law marriage,
rare visigﬁtion did not influence a legal marriage:
rather, there was a tendency for people who had rare
visits to be common-law married. It was therefore

shown that although the migrant tended to be more common-
law married when his network was close (frequent visits),
he wés almost as likely to be common-law married, when
his network was loose (rare visits). This finding
suggests that there must be some other factor which
might be influencing a legal marriage here, perhaps an .

economic one.
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TABLE XXV

FREQUENCY OF VISITATION BY MARITAL STATUS

Legally Common-law
- Frequency married married N
Regularly 39.3 60.7 ) 28
‘Sometimes - 58.3 ) 40.7 27
Rarely 41.7 58.3 12
) . 67
Toﬁal 3 47.8 52.2 100

Chi Square = 2.41549 Qf = 2 Probability= 0.2989
Cramer's V = 0.18987 ’

Contingency Coefficient = 0.18654

With a Chi Sguare of 2.41549, df=2 at the 0.05 level, .
the null hypothesis of no relationship between fre- -
guency of wvisitation and marital status cannot be

rejected.

PREVIOUS MIGRATION BY MARITAL STATUS

It is expected that migrants who have previously
mig;ated to Wesﬁern countries other than Canada, would
more likely be legally married. The explanation was
that there would be similar variables in these other
places which would have already been at work in influ-

- encing and changing patterns of family organization
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within the migrant group. .

The hypothesis:yas not supported, due to the fact that
most of the respondents migrated directly from the West
Indies (See Table XXVI), forty-eight out of an N of
seventy-one. There was also no outstanding differences
in marital status for the respondents who migrated from
_Other western countries. With a Chi Square of’l.46001
¢f=2 and p=0.05 we cannot reject the null hvpothes;s of

no relatlonshlp between place of emigration and marital

status.
TABLE XXVI'
PREVIOUS MIGRATION BY MARITAL STATUS

Place of Legally Common-law

Emigration married married N

The W.I. 43.8 56.3 48

The U.X. 52.6 47.4 ig9

The U.Sgp ° 33.3 66.7 3

Other 0 100 1
71

Total $ 45.1 '54.9 100

Chi Square =

1.46001 df = 3  Probability = 0.6915
0.14340 .

Cramer's V

Contingency Coefficient = 0.4195
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INTENTION TO RETURN HOME PERMANENTLY BY MARITAL STATUS

The extent td which migrant.groups are integrated in a
ney environment is highly dependent cn whether they
intend to make the host country their permanent place

of residence. In a sfudy of working—eiass Greeks in
Toronto, quoted earller, Nagata had found that integra-
t10§ of some respondents was retarded because they ’
viewed their stay as a temporary one and werxe only )
interested in satisfying certain.goals (economic in
particular) and returning home. It was therefore-
hypothesized that the migrants who intend to make Canada
their Eermanent place of residence, might conform to

the local norms and be legally, married. The datx (See
Fable XXVII) is sdpportive of the hypothesis. ‘The
‘respondents who were deflnltely returnlﬁg home were

45% legally marrled compared +to 55% common-~law married.
The_podal group of respondents was unsure of theilr
return and these were 27% legally married compared to
73% common-law married. The respondents who claimed
they.would never return home permanently were 75%
"legally married compared to 25% common-law married.
The Chi Square of 11.302094 &f=2 was highly signifi-
cant at the 0.05 level and the null $ypothesis of no

relationship between intention to return home and

marital status must be rejected.
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TABLE XXVII

INTENTION TO RETURN HOME PERMANENTLY BY MARITAL STATUS

Intentioe Legally Common-1law .
to return - married married N
.Definitely 45. , _55. .. 20
‘Possibly 26.7°  ° 73.3 .30
Neve# | | 75. 25. : -gg

‘ 70
Total % : 45.7 : E 54.3 100-
Chi Square = 11.30209 ‘ df = 2 probability = 0.0035

Cramer's V = 0.40182

.Contingericy Coefficient = 0.37285
. »

The variable "reason for migration" was used as a control
'for'fhe relationship between the veriables—marital

"status and intention to return-home. - The respondents
. ) ~ - oo . M
who gave an economic reason (See Table XXVIII) formed .

the modal category and also aisplayed fhe greatest
- : ) o
" difference in percentage between the two marital cate-

gories. Althoﬁghjéhe relationship was not fﬁrther .

: strengthened, there wae still a trend_fd} the data to

be~suppertive(bf the hypothesis.
) ‘

4

s - // S
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TARLE XXVIII ° ~

- INTENTION TO RETURN BY- MARITAL STATUS BY REASON FOR
o . MIGRATION - S

ECONOMIC REASON

Intention ; Legally Common-law

to return - married married N

Definitely ' 28.6 : 71.4 7

Possibly 25.5’ " 76.5 ' 17

Never 66.7 33.3_—. 9
. 7 33

Total $  36.4 - . 63.6 100

\

Chi Sguare = 4.96518 df=2 probability = 0.0835
Cramer's V = 0.38789

Contingency Coefficient = 0.36164

CULTURAL ACTIVITIES.BY'MARITAL STATUS

R. Breéon (1964:77) showed that the degree of institu-
tional coﬁbleteness was of ﬁrime importance in . =T
determining the social integration of immigrants and
that ethnic communities which lacked formal oréani—
zations were more integréfed in the host society than
those which had organizations. S. Ramcharan (1974:185)
in his study of West Indiaff immigrants, had found that
éulturally, they had a2 tendency to be institutionally

complete. They had transposed Wesé Indian cultural

-
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-~ organizations and had blended them into that of the

host country's.

We have hypothesized that the. migrant who participates

mostly in his own ethnic activities, will less likely

B .

be legally mé;ried. An-analysis of the data (See Table
XXIX) shows that the people who participated in mainly
West Indian activities were 25% legally married com-
pared to 75% common-law married. Those who participated
in mainly Canadian activities were 44% legally married
compared to 56% common-law mérried. The respondents
who participated in both types of activities, were 55%
legéIly married compared with 45% common-law married.
Although the majority of the respondents participated ’
in both types of activities, there was a greater
tenéency for respondents who participated in their
cultural activities to be common-law married. The

data is therefore in support of the hypothesis. The
Chi Square of 4.84906, df=2 is not significant at the
0.05 level and the null hypothesis of no relationship
between participation in cultural activities and

marital status cannot be rejected.
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. TABLE XXIX

CULTURAL ACTIViTIES BY MARITAL STATUS

\ .

Cultural ‘Legally common-law
activities- married " married N
Mainly W.I. 25, - 75. 20
Mainly Canadian 44.4 . 55.6 - 9
Both types © 54,8 . 45.2 ' 42
3 71
Total £ . 15.1 ' 54.9 - 100

Chi Square = 4.84906 df= 2 probability = 0.0885

Cramer's V = 0.26134

Contingency Coefficient = 0.25284 . ' T

The findings are in support of both Ramcharan's and
Bréton's‘;tuQies and may be attributed to the prééence
of the Canadian.multi-culturalistic -society, where each
migrant group is'encoﬁraged to maintain.its own ethnic -

identity, instead of being penalized for doing so, as

is the result in some other countries.

In summary, we can say, although all but two oE our
findings were not significapt a£ the 0.0S'level;which
?e_had arbitrarily set, they were often fﬁ support of
thej_hypoﬁheseé that were postulatea and were not dis-
similarp}o most studies done in the areas eﬁamined.

The general implicatiéns and improvements of this study,

will be _ discussed in the final chapter.

-

/
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CONCLUSION:

The main object of this study was to analyse the family
pattern in a group of lower—clasé West Indians in the

Toronto area, to see whether certain variables within

their new environment, for iﬂgtance, length of residenqe
in canada or a change in economic statgs, would influence
their marital status. Within the scope of the study
and the l;mitations of the method of analysis; tﬂe/

results afford certain conclusions.

LY

-

On the Qhole, i+ was shown that a longer length of
residence was supportive of a legal marriage, and that
the respondents) regardless of their leng;p of resi-
dence, were more likely to be legally married when they
were older, and engaged in common—léw unions wpen they

were younger.

Regular church attendance was noé found to be efﬁec—
tive in deﬁérmininéia legal marriage, and respondents -
of the Roman Catholic faith showed a greate& tendency
to be engaged in common-law unions. The latter finding
was éurpfising, since West Indians belonging to the |
Roman Catholic Faith are usually in a ﬁigher¥socio-
economic category, (Patterson:i§64:349) and would be

Jpore.likely to be legally married.
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The economic factor, so often stressed as beeng of
priﬁe importance in determining a legal mar;iége among
the lower-class West Indians, was found to gﬁ of little
. significance. Respondents in low as well as high
occﬁpations were engaged in common-law unions. This
is ‘contrary to our original hypothesis, that high
occupational status would be supportive of a legal
marfiage. These findings.raise certain guestions, for
iﬁstance, why was there such inconsistency in marital
status among the respondents at the higher occupational

level? We can only speculate that the "better-off"

9\ membexs’of the lower-class West Indians are changing

‘\tggér attitudes towards a legal marrlage. ‘Possibly,
there are certain factors in Toronto or the Canadian

nsocietg in general, ﬁﬁlch'might have influenced our
findings. For instance, the trend in Canada towards
legal marriage might be changing, and uuwardly—moblle

pecople might ‘be more in approval of common-law unions:

Because few respondents migrated from places other than
the West Indies, we were unable to analyse the effects
the pPrevious migration might have had in determlnlng
thElI marital status. There was a strong relationship
between the respondents who intended to return home |
permanently and their marital ste;us. Those who had

plahs of residing in Canada were more inclined to be
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legally married, while the opposite was true of those

who were definitely planning on returning to their

birthplace. e ]

-

There was a tendency for respondents who had children
residing with them in Canada to be legally married.

Because so few respondents had mainly Canadi

we were unable to anélyse the effects close associa-
tion with the hosts may have had in dete
marital status. We, however, decided to ex
ethnic and friendship networks of the respondelts to

see whether those who:hachlose-knit networks were more
likely to be common-law married. Our f£inding showed

a loose or close-knit network made very little differ-

"_ ence to the marital status.

Finally,; it was shown that migrants who, culturally,
were more institutionally complete, were more likely
to be engaged in common-law unions. Their close-knit
networks and lower)%lass background were contributing

factors to the malntenance of the common-law status.

Due to the size of our sample, we cannot extrapolate,
nor can we suggest that our findings will be typical
of every ethnic group, but we believe that they wiil
be useful to the Canadian society, in general, to

-

provide a better insight into the problems of Race
-

o
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Relations and Iﬁtegrainn. Further studies of West
Indian immigrants in Canada, on a wider scale, could
Be carried o;t in the future to see what diffé}ence
may occur in the family pattern, depending on the
specific area in which they live. For instance, most
migrants on first arriving in their own environment,
follow a similar pattern. They congregate usually

in small urban areas, where employment is available
or where their friends and relatives resi%g.

However, when they.are economically more secure or
more integrated into their new.environment, they will
usually move away to areas where they might be in the

~ z - . . . .
minority. The social relationship between migrant

and host might therefore become-iess minimal.

Finally, a replicative study could be carried out in
another five years or more, to see what effects longer
length or residence might have éééfgn the immigrants’
family pattern. As earlier noteﬁ, West Indian migra-
tion to Canada is fairly new, and more than half of
our sample have been in Canada for less than-five
years, a period mot long enough to experience any
major transformation in their life-styvle. Added to

this is the fact that most new migrants are still

oriented towards their home and former life-style,
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and are more pre-occupied with their dreams of
improving their economic situation and returning
home, rather than with conforming to the local

norms.

'3
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APPENDIX N .
INTERVIEW SCHEDULE -

: . |
1. Can you tell’ me if which West Indian island

vou were born?
Jamaica 1
Guyana | 2-
Trinidad 3
Barbados 4
Antigua ’ . 5
St. Kitts .6
St. Vincent 7
Dominica 8
6ther (Please specify) 8
2. Did you come to Canada from?-.
% - -

The West Indies (name island) 1

] The Unit;d Kingdom 2
The United States 3 T
Other ' ] ' | 4

3. How long have you been in Canada?

Under one year 1
One to three years 2
Féur ﬁo five years 3

Six years ‘and over 4
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Can you tell me what was your main reason for

migrating to Canada?

To what religious group do you belong? =

Anglican - . 1.
Catholic s o 2
Methodist ’ 3
Baptist E ' ' _"-4 B
Seventh Day Adﬁentist 5
-Pfesbyterian , 6, .

~ United Church al | = _  7
Other‘(please Specify) - 8 - .

=

Can you tell me how often &ou attend church in

§our.neighﬁourhood?

' Regularly : . ' 1
 Occasionally - . 2
Never N N . 3

.

. How many'members of yvour congregation are West

Indians?_

Most of the congregation S |
Fifty-fifty split L2
Few of the congregation ) 3.

Qther N - 4



10.

11.

-8%-

L]

- Khat is your occupation?

(Probe for type of company if necessary)

-
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"

Would yvou tell me the highest grade of school

you completgd?
Primary school
Elemgntary géhool
Secégdary school

Trade School

Other (Please specify)

In which area 6f‘the city do vou live?

Bathurst-Bloor
Pape~Broadview
Dundas-Queen’
Duffer%n-Bloor
Vaughan-St. Clair
Dufferin-Eglinton
Scarborough

Other

In your area, are there?
Mostly West Indians
Fifty-fifty split

Mostly whites

Fl

l .
2

B
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12. Are there any'coioured in your area?
. Yes o 1
No . - 2
13. 60 vou live in? .
An aparﬁment 1
A rooming house §_ 2
Your own house . ' 3
A rented house 4
Other ‘5
14. Do vou live with friends ér relatives?
"Friends . 1
Relatives , 2 2
Other _ ‘ 3
15. Do vou have any friends or relatives living in

this area?

Yes ' 1
No ' | 2
15a. If yves, how often do you visit them?
éegularly _ 1
Sometimes ' 2
Rarely ' 3

Not at all 4



16.

17.

18.

1s.

20.

-9]-

Think of all the people vou know well. On the

.whole, would you sav that most of them are

-

living in this neighbourhood?

Yes 1
No 2
Are your close friends?
Mainly West Indians 1
Mainly Canadians 2
A mixture of different

ethnic¢ groups ' 3

In your neighbourhood, is your financial position?

Higher than average 1
Average 2
Lower than Average 3

Would you say that your financial position in

vour neighbourhood in the West Indies was?

Higher than average o1
Average 2 '
Lower than average 3

If you had to make a choice, what social group

would you say you belong to in Canada?

Upper-class 1
Middle-class - 2

Lower-class - 3

Other (please specify) 4
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21. Using this card, can you give me vour total

vearly family earnings?

& - Under $2,999 | 1
$3,000-3,999 2
$4,000-4,999 3
$5,000-5,999 4
"$6,000-6,999 5 -
$7,000-7,999 6
$8,000-8,999 - 7
$9,000-9,999 | 8
$10,000 and dver _ 9

MARITAL STATUS

22.  Are vou?
a) ngéle 1
b) Married (Legally) . 2
¢) Married (common-law) 3
d) engaged ) 4
e) divorced 5
f) widowed 6
g) separated 7

h) other 8

e —



a)

I)

Ia)

IB)

II)

IIA)

b)

i)

ii)
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If single, _ . ~N

" ‘Do vou plan to be legally married

ves - P \\

~ . N,
o 2 . .
If ves, why?

If no, why not? -

Have vou ever been a member of a common-law union?
ves ' 1

no 2

i1f ves, why did the relationship:break up?

If married (legally)

Did vou get married

In the West Indies 1
In Canada ' ’ 2
Other 3

Were you involved in a common-law relationship

at any time?

" ves 1

no o _ 2

i
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i)

o ii)

iia)

iib)

é)

S

Indies?
ves

no
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. < . , _
If yes, where? -
In the West Indies - ‘1
In Canada 2
Other 3

- " ) *\
If living a, common-law marriage, : \

-Were vou.living a common-law marriage in the West '

1
2

Do you intend to get legally married?

ves

no
If ves, why?

If no, why not?

If engaged,

Were you engaged
In the West Indies
In Canada

Other

1

2

A
S

ﬂa///x



ii)

ifa)

e)

i)

IV)
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~

Were vou ever a member of @ common-law

ves

no .

w

If ves, where?'
The West_Indies
Canada

Other

If divorced,

Were vou divorced in?
Thé West.IndieS
Canada

Cther

! . . :
Do you plap to remarry?
ves

no

Were vou ever a member of a common-law

relationship? -
ves

no

Are you involved in one now?
yes

no

Nt e

1
2

marriage?



i)

i1i)

g)

i)

ii)

iia)
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If widowed,
Do you plan to remarry?

-

ves Cos

no.

Were you ever a member of a common-law

ves

no

Are vou involved in one now?
ves

no

If separated, - .
Were vou legally married?
ves

ne

Were vou ever a member of a common-law

ves

no

-

If ves, where?

The West Indies

Canada N

Other

1.

2

1

2

unien?

union?
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« 23)° Ccould you tell me to what clubs or organizations

you belong?

’ Do you Are most Do you
Name of attend - members hold .
Organization meetings W. Indians? office?

ves no ves no ves no
R T, 1 2 1 2 1 2
2 mm e 1 2 1 2 1 2
R 1 2 1 2 1 2
4., —mmmmmm b 2 1 2 1 2
5 mmm o 1 2 1 2 1 2
6. mmmmmm——— o 1 2 1 2 1 2
24. Do you take part in any West Indian cultural

festivities in Canada?
yes ) 1
no . 2

o~
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25) Where do vou foodshop most often?
) In supermarkets ; 1
Local_storé; 5 //h‘\\
W.T. Food shops : | 3
Otﬂer ) 4
26) Do vou read any newspapers or magazines published

by West Indians in Toronto? (e.g. Spear, Contrast)

Regularly - L
Océésionally : 2
Never : 3

27) Do vou reacd any newspapers published in the

West Indies and available in Toronto? (e.g. The

Daily Gleaner, The Trinidad Guardian)

Regularly . 1
Occasionally ' 2
Never 3

28) Concerning cultural activities, do you think

West Indians should? ' BN
Participate mostly in their

own activities \\ i

. 5

Participéte mostly in

Canadian activities 2
Partly in both types of

activities 3

Other . ' 4 (
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29) Are you employed at present?

. / . '
yes ‘ 1 4

ng | ) 2

If ves, ask gquestions 30 and 31

30) What is the proportion of West Indians employed

at the place you work?

Mostly West Indians - 1
Fifty-fifty split - 2
? Mostly whites and others - 3

31) On vour break, do yvou spend most of your time with

West Indian fellow wofke;é 1

White fellow workers _ l 2

Other coloured workers 3

A mixture of all three 4

Alone ' 5

Other ' 6
32) ‘Do you have any children2 4

none ‘ . 0

S

1 1

2 2 |
s 3 3

4 4

5 . <. i 5

6 Or more oot 6

L4
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y If respondent has children, ask questions 33 to 36.

33)
34)
\
\
35)

How many children are with you in Canada?

None - . 0
1 ‘ | 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 ' 5
6 or more 6

Dd anv of the children attend the following

schools in Canada?

Yes No

Public School 1 2 ’
Vocational 1 2
Academic High 1 ‘ 2
Community College 1 2
Universiity ' 1 2
Other (specify) 1 2

In school, are your children's friends?
Mainly Canadians 1
Mainly W. Indians 2
A mixture of both . 3 2?'

QOther . 4
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36) Do you belong’?é the Home énd School Association? L
ves . | 1 | )
no . 2

36a) If yes, how often do you a£tend meetings? - _ -
Regularly | 1 » 5-
Sométimes‘ ‘ 2
Rarely T ; -3 _ i
Not at all, 4

37) Since you first came to Canada{ have vou paid

L.

any visits to your home country?

Yes ‘ le
No - 2
38) Would you return to the West Indies permanently,

if given the opportunity?

Definitely ] 1

Possibly : 2 , T

Never } 3 -
39) Could'you please tell me to which age category

you belong? (Show card with age categories.)

40) Race —=—————-——mrmemm

(Respondent's race by observation)

-~



)

e Male®
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41) éex

-

Female ,
- - K _
9 -
.\"-.—-
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