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Dear Community Members,

This report, entitled Community Profile: Snapshot 2009, is our first follow up to our initial work of 2002. It
continues to document many of the strengths (and some of the challenges) of three distinct communities: Katzie,
Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge. While the Snapshot draws attention to the challenges our communities face, it
also illuminates the responses and the changes that have happened in the intervening years.

In response to the changing landscape, the Community Network (formerly the CYFN) has expanded from 80
members to over 145 members and has developed a series of issue specific subcommittees, task forces and new
affiliations (as shown in the attached schematic chart). The network has experienced tremendous growth and built
capacity to respond to current and emerging community needs in the spirit of collaboration. This has been the
most significant change. We have begun the process of embedding a collaborative approach and culture within
our membership that leads to the most appropriate, best practice solutions.

As we enter tough economic times the strengthening of our collective wisdom and collaborative approach will
prepare us to face challenges. The indication of growing homelessness and food insecurity, issues of poverty, and
shrinking resources (not documented in this report) will be a major factor in our ongoing work. The Community
Network plays a critical role in the overall health and vitality of all three communities. Our learnings contribute to
our ability to respond in positive and supportive ways to the ever-changing challenges that we face.

This project was initiated by the United Way and the Maple Ridge Social Planning Advisory Committee (SPAC)
in 2001 and is financially supported for this current snapshot by SPAC. It is sponsored by the Maple Ridge, Pitt
Meadows and Katzie Community Network and coordinated by a dedicated ad hoc planning steering committee.
Many people from many agencies and disciplines contributed many hours to come to meetings and review the
various stages of the document. We are deeply grateful for their contributions.

The actual research was done by our consultant Warren Sommer whose guidance and patience were invaluable.
We were indeed fortunate to be able to work with Warren who had led us through the first Snapshot process. We
again had many ideas for new indicators and Warren was gracious in refocusing the group to what was
realistically achievable. A heartfelt thanks to Warren.

We would also like to acknowledge the support of Christine DiGiamberardine from Maple Ridge Community
Services/Social Planning Department who kept the group organized and the momentum going. Always a cheerful
presence, many, many thanks Christine.

Sincerely,

Candace Gordon, Chair - Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows and Katzie Community Network
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Executive Summary
This document is an update and augmentation of a community profile undertaken under the
auspices of the Maple Ridge/Pitt Meadows/Katzie Building Community Solutions initiative, a
project that began with support from United Way of the Lower Mainland’s Communities in
Action initiative. The updated document provides insights into a number of aspects of life in the
three communities. These relate to areas as diverse as economic, environmental, and physical
health; public safety; housing; community participation; and educational achievement.

The report notes that the significant growth experienced in the three communities in the period
1996-2001 has abated, but that moderate rates of population growth continue to challenge
municipal, health, social, and other service providers. The report also documents how the nature
of the population is changing. Although numbers continue to increase in each age-based cohort,
the communities’ population is aging. The percentages of the population aged 0 to 5 and 6 to 12
are decreasing. The population cohort aged 65 and over, on the other hand, is growing at an
apparently unprecedented rate.

The percentage of the population aged 13 to 18 is relatively stable. Preventive services for
children and youth have received considerable attention in recent years, with youth agreements
and youth justice services offering innovative supports to at-risk youth.

Further changes in the nature of the population are evidenced in a decrease in the percentage of
lone parent families, a decrease in the percentage of recent immigrants, and a decrease in the
percentage of low-income families. These decreases in rates, however, are complicated by an
increase in the absolute numbers of these populations. Trends such as these will present service
providers with significant challenges as they plan and deliver their services for a population that
is both growing and changing.

Although the percentage of families living with low incomes is decreasing, many residents
continue to be financially distressed. Food bank use remains high, with families and children
being the prime users. Changes in provincial regulations have resulted in a decrease in the
percentage of both adult and juvenile residents in receipt of Income Assistance. Child poverty,
however, remains high in Maple Ridge (British Columbia continues to experience the highest
rates of child poverty in the country) and the increasing rate of reliance on Employment Insurance
may be related to the decreased availability of Income Assistance. Accessing affordable rental
housing remains difficult for many residents.

Although many residents continue to face many challenges, others are experiencing
improvements in their financial circumstances. The percentage of residents owning their own
homes has increased significantly during the last decade, though the percentage of homeowners
spending more than 30% of household income on major payments has also increased. Gaining
access to social housing remains a problem for various members of the community, including
seniors, families, single adults, and persons with a disability. And, as in other areas of the Greater
Vancouver Regional District (less formally known as Metro Vancouver), homelessness is an
increasing challenge in the Maple Ridge Local Health Area. Statistics indicate that the rate of
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homelessness has more than doubled since 2005 and that the use of shelters continues to be high,
for both adults and youth.

On a highly positive note, the educational attainments of residents of the three communities have
increased dramatically since 1996, as is evidenced in the proportion of the population with a
secondary school certificate or completed post-secondary education. There has also been a slight
improvement in Foundation Skills Assessments in School District 42.

Several statistical indicators suggest significant changes in the health of the communities’
residents. The rate of live births to teens is plummeting, as is the teen pregnancy rate. Curiously,
although the rate at which residents are purchasing alcohol through government liquor stores is
falling, the rate of deaths due to both alcohol and drugs is growing. The suicide rate has
experienced a minor decrease, as have the rates of hospitalizations due to mental disorders and to
the misuse of psychoactive substances. The rate of hospitalization of seniors due to the misuse of
medications has also decreased. These positive outcomes are somewhat offset by high rates of
tobacco use by young adults.

Although there may be concerns about the health and levels of local aquifers, statistics relating to
environmental quality in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie are encouraging. The quality of
the municipal water supply (through the Greater Vancouver Water Board) is high, as is the
community’s supply of recreational and protected natural areas. The rate at which residents leave
their municipalities (generally in private motor vehicles) to get to their workplaces is moderate in
comparison with other jurisdictions.

Indicators relating to participation in community life suggest a healthy rate of voluntarism outside
the home and workplace and generally moderate voter turnout at municipal elections. The rate at
which residents contribute to registered charities, however, is low in comparison with other
municipalities, and the rate at which public schools are being used by the community outside
school hours appears to be declining.

Significantly, the statistics indicate that the three communities are generally safe, experiencing
low rates of spousal abuse, serious violent crime (including serious violent crime involving
youth), and only moderate levels of serious property crime and motor vehicle thefts.

This report is but a single element of a multi-phase initiative. The project’s initial phase saw a
number of community stakeholders drawn from diverse disciplines and interest groups come
together in a community development initiative that resulted in the initial community profile.
Since that time, service providers, elected officials, and community members have joined
together to identify priorities for action and strategies to address those priorities. A number of
interventions and initiatives have taken place, some of which may have influenced the indicators
documented in the present report. This report will enable participants in a number of community
processes to evaluate the effectiveness of their efforts and to set new directions for future
collaborative action.
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Introduction
Origins of the Project:
The Maple Ridge/Pitt Meadows/Katzie Community Impact Profile began in the fall of 2000,
when the Maple Ridge Social Planning Committee (SPAC) and the Ridge Meadows Child,
Youth, and Family Network (CYFN) joined forces to access funding from the United Way of the
Lower Mainland to undertake the project. From the outset, it was agreed that the Community
Impact Profile would be the first component of a three-phase project whose ultimate goal would
be to improve the quality of life of those who live in the three communities. After seven years of
collaborative initiatives, stakeholder groups agreed that it would be opportune to take stock of the
community once again, to get a better grasp of how their activities may have occasioned change
and to provide context for the planning of additional activities in the future.

Community Impact Profiles
Community Impact Profiles are known by a variety of names, (e.g. community assessment
projects, community mapping projects, community status reports). Regardless of how they are
titled, they all share a common intent, that is, to create a snapshot in time of a community's
overall status or health. Community Impact Profiles measure a community's status through
statistical indicators. These generally relate to areas such as physical and mental health,
economic conditions, environmental conditions, learning, and public safety.

Indicators
Indicators have been likened to "small bits of information that reflect the status of larger systems"
(see The Community Indicators Handbook, by Redefining Progress, Tyler Norris Associates, and
Sustainable Seattle, 1997). Thus, an indicator such as "the percentage of the adult population
who have a secondary school certificate" tells us something about the educational status of a
community, while an indicator such as "average family income" suggests something about levels
of wealth (and spending power) in a community. When coupled together, indicators are even
more powerful, and provide greater clarity about the overall condition of a community. When
tracked over time, indicators have the capacity to indicate whether particular conditions in a
community are worsening, remaining static, or improving. Understanding the direction in which
their community is going assists community members to make decisions about where best to
place their resources.

A Tool for Community Development
Community Impact Profiles generally incorporate indicators that are numerous enough, and
sufficiently diverse, to create a sense of the overall quality of life in a community. If they are
developed by a broad set of community members, they have the ability to provide a wide range of
community members not only with information, but can also serve as a tool to build community,
and more specifically, to build linkages between community members and organizations, while
also helping communities to develop a common vision, common goals, and common strategies to
address community issues. The present study has benefited though input and participation on the
part of a committee drawn from diverse interest areas.
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Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie in a number of ways. It sits in a similar position within
the Greater Vancouver Regional District (sometimes less formally known as Metro Vancouver)
and within the Fraser Valley. Both communities share a rural past, and both are experiencing
increasing urbanization.

The Tri-Cities were chosen as a second comparative community, given that they are now what
Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie may become in the future, i.e. an area that has
experienced rapid population growth, increased congestion, and increased cultural diversification.
Wherever possible, data has been presented for the Tri-Cities as a unit, and where not, it is
presented for each of the component municipalities. In a few cases, data for Langley Township is
not separable from that for the City of Langley, and the data for the two municipalities is
combined under the title of "the Langleys."

Where available and relevant, data at the regional and provincial level was also included. In
some cases, the regional data was that for the Greater Vancouver Regional District (also called
Metro Vancouver). In other cases, in the initial report, regional data was provided for the former
Simon Fraser Health Region, which consisted of the Maple Ridge, Coquitlam, and Burnaby Local
Health Areas. Although restructuring of the health system has resulted in the creation of the
Fraser Health Authority and the abolition of the Simon Fraser Health Region, the boundaries and
names of the local health areas remain the same. The Maple Ridge Local Health Area coincides
with School District 42, and includes Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie. The boundaries of
the Coquitlam Local Health Area coincide with those of the Tri-Cities: i.e. Coquitlam, Port
Coquitlam, Port Moody, Anmore, and Belcarra. Where Local Health Area was used, data for the
Langley Local Health Area was also included. This Local Health Area includes the City and the
Township of Langley, as well as the Kwantlen and Katzie 2 Indian Reserves.

The Steering Committee for the original report reviewed excerpts from a number of Community
Impact Profiles prior to deciding on a format for their own. It was recognized that having all the
Community Impact Profiles funded by the United Way of the Lower Mainland resemble one
another would be useful both for the United Way and for those using more than one report. It
was also recognized that the two existing Community Impact Profiles were both attractive and
user-friendly. It was therefore determined to present the statistical data in a question and answer
format, and to use graphics and charts to make the report easily understandable. Committee
members for the current report elected to retain the format of the original report early in their
discussions.

To ensure usefulness, the report presents the statistical information in categories, and the pages
devoted to individual indicators discuss why the indicator is important, what the situation is in the
subject communities, what the situation is in the comparative communities, what the trends are, a
discussion of the limitations of the data, and information on sources (including those used in
gathering the information, and sometimes, other possible sources of information).

Thoughts for the Future
During the course of the project, difficulty was occasionally experienced in identifying specific
indicators, which could measure the status of particular services or activities in the community.
In some cases, community organizations do not keep statistics that might shed light on the status
of particular aspects of community life. In other cases, services appear to come and go, or to
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move between sponsoring organizations, rendering it difficult to capture reliable statistical
information. Insofar as this report may be updated and added to in the future, community
organizations and government may wish to review their capacity to record and their means of
recording statistical information.



Statistical Data



1.0
Population Indicators
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Population Indicators
1.1 Number of Residents and Population Growth Rates
1996 to 2001 and 2001 to 2006

Between the 2001 and 2006 Censuses, the population of Maple Ridge increased
by 9.2% while Pitt Meadows' population increased by 6.5%. The population of
Katzie increased by 9.8%. Since 1996, the population of Maple Ridge has
increased by 22.74% while that of Pitt Meadows has increased by 16.27%.
During the same period, the population of Katzie increased by 27.27%.

Why is this important?

Population growth, and especially rapid population growth, brings both benefits and
challenges to a community. A growing population can instil new life into a local
economy, creating new jobs as the demand for housing, retail goods, and services
increases. It can bring new energy and new ideas into a community and increase its
overall level of wealth, whether through an increased tax base or increased disposable
income.

A growing population can also present challenges to a community, as additional services are
required and as the need for infrastructure in the form of roads, sewers, water mains, sidewalks,
street lights, schools, and recreational and cultural facilities increases. In the short term, demand
may exceed supply, and the revenues from development cost charges may prove insufficient to
pay for new facilities. Rapid population increases may leave health and social service agencies
hard pressed to meet increased demands for services, and may also lead to resentment on the part
of longer term residents whose values and priorities may differ from those of newcomers, and
whose physical worlds may be utterly transformed by rapid new development.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

During the years between 2001 and 2006, the population of Maple Ridge
increased from 63,169 to 68,949. According to the District of Maple Ridge, the
community's population now (2009) stands at over 74,000. This represents an
increase of 22.74% in the span of a decade, or an average annual increase of
2.27%.

By comparison, the population of the adjoining municipality of Pitt Meadows
increased from 14,670 in 2001 to 15,623 in 2006. The community's population had previously
increased by 1,234 people in the years between 1996 and 2001. This represents an increase of
16.27% in the space of a decade, or an average annual increase of 1.63%.

The population of Katzie stood at 177 in 1991 and had decreased by 1 person in 1996. By 2001
the community’s population had increased to 224. According to the most recent Census, the
community’s population reached 246 in 2006. This represents an increase of 27.27% in a decade,
or an average annual increase of 2.73%.
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Population Growth Rates 1996 to 2001 and 2001 to 2006
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How do our communities compare with others?

Like many other areas of the Greater Vancouver Regional District, the significant growth that
occurred as formerly rural land was developed and immigration from overseas augmented the
pre-existing population. Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows experienced in the 1990s has waned.
The growth rate nonetheless remains significant. In both the 1991-1996 period and the 1996-
2000 period, growth rates in the two municipalities exceeded the average growth rate in the
region. During the first part of this decade, however, growth rates in the two municipalities were
less than in Coquitlam, Port Coquitlam (then Canada's 26th fastest growing municipality), and
Langley. Since 1996, the pace of growth has lessened substantially in all communities save for
Port Moody. In recent years, the growth rate in Pitt Meadows has been equal to that in the
GVRD (from 2008 less formally known as Metro Vancouver) as a whole, while in Maple Ridge,
the growth rate has exceeded the regional average.

What are the trends?

BC Stats predicts major growth to continue in the region during the next
quarter century. The population of the Maple Ridge Local Health Area
(currently estimated at 91,624) is expected to grow by 23.8% to 120,858
by 2025. This will be somewhat less than the anticipated average growth
rate of 30.1% for the region as a whole and will be substantially less than
the 49.5% and 51.6% growth rates respectively expected in the Langley
and Coquitlam Local Health Areas.

What are the limitations of the data?

Data derived from the Census of Canada is the foundation upon which other
agencies calculate their own data. While Statistics Canada makes every
effort to ensure that its data is as complete and accurate as possible, First
Nations reserves are sometime incompletely enumerated, and secondary
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suites are sometimes missed by enumerators. Statistical projections made by other agencies can
compound errors and omissions in base data.

Where can I go for more information?

1. BC Stats. Regional Population Estimates and Projections,
(www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca.

2. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions. 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data.
Statistics Canada - Cat. No. 95-191-XPB

3. Statistics Canada. Community Profiles: 1996, 2001, and 2006,
(www.statcan.gc.ca).



4

Population Indicators
1.2 Number and Percentage of the Population Aged 0 to 5 in
2006

In 2006, 6.8% of the total populations of both Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows
were children aged 0 to 5. In Katzie, 20% of the population consisted of children
aged 0 to 5.

Why is this important?

The preschool years are increasingly being viewed as the most important years of an
individual's development. It is during those years that the human brain and nervous
system experience major development. Lack of appropriate stimulus (through
nurturing and care) during those years results in reduced levels of brain development
that cannot be corrected in later years.

The knowledge, skills, environments, and resources that families, caregivers, and society as a
whole can bring to bear largely affect early childhood development. High levels of support help
to foster optimal physical, emotional, social, and intellectual development in young children, and
may promote higher levels of resilience in later life.

The needs of preschool children are diverse. At the community level, there is a need for financial
supports, for physical facilities (pre-schools, daycares, schools, parks, and family places), and for
health, educational, and social services. A rapidly growing preschool population and increases in
the lengths of maternity leaves may place stress on a community's ability to provide these
amenities, supports, and services in a timely manner (given the complexity of planning, funding,
and development). However, if these needs are not attended to, problems that can be prevented in
the preschool years may confront both the individual and the community later in life.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

In 2006, the 0 to 5 population of Maple Ridge was about 4,700. This represented
6.8% of the municipality's total population. That same year, the preschool
population of Pitt Meadows was about 1,065, a figure that also represented 6.8%
of that municipality's population. In Katzie, there were 20 children aged 0 to 6
who represented 8.2% of the community's population.

How do our communities compare with others?

Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows have a slightly higher proportion of preschool residents than the
Township of Langley (6.66%) and the Tri-Cities (where the rate ranges from a low of 5.95% in
Coquitlam to a high of 6.74% in Port Moody). The proportion of Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows
residents who are preschoolers (6.8%) is slightly higher than in the Greater Vancouver Regional
District as a whole, where the average rate is 6.0%. With 20% of its population falling in the 0 to
5 age category, Katzie has a far greater proportion of pre-schoolers than the other communities
examined.
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Approximately half of the preschool population of the region lives in "outer suburbs" such as
Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows, while the City of Vancouver and the "inner suburbs" are more
likely to be home to young adults. This settlement pattern is in part due to larger numbers of
young adults wanting to live near the educational institutions in the region's more urban areas,
and to young families (often with young children) locating where single-family housing is the
least expensive.

What are the trends?

Though their numbers may be increasing, children aged 0 to 5 are
forming a decreasing proportion of the overall population. Preschoolers
on First Nations reserves are the exception to the rule. In Katzie, pre-
schoolers constituted 19.8% of the population in 1991, 13.1% of the
population in 1996, and 20% of the population in 2006. In Maple Ridge,
the proportion of residents aged 0 to 5 fell in the same period, from 12%
in 1991, to 11.2% in 1996, and to 6.8% in 2006. Similarly, in Pitt
Meadows, the pre-school population rate fell from 12.8% in 1991, to

11.2% in 1996, and to 6.8% in 2006.

Declining birth rates and an aging population are changing the character of the population in the
region. Overall, it may be expected that the proportion (though not necessarily number) of young
children will decline as the proportion of the middle aged and of seniors increases. The trend
may be particularly pronounced in the City of Vancouver and in the inner suburbs.

What are the limitations of the data?

Data derived from the Census of Canada is the foundation upon which other
agencies calculate their own data. While Statistics Canada makes every
effort to ensure that its data is as complete and accurate as possible, First
Nations reserves are sometime incompletely enumerated, and secondary
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suites are sometimes missed by enumerators. Statistical projections made by other agencies can
compound errors and omissions in base data

Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way Research Services. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland Region: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and
Trends. Burnaby, 1998.

2. B.C. Stats. Population Projections (PEOPLE 33).
(www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca).

3. McCain, M. and F. Mustard. Reversing the Real Brain Drain: Early
Years Study, Final Report. The Canadian Institute for Advanced
Research. Toronto, 1999.

4. Canadian Institute of Child Health. The Health of Canada's Children.
Ottawa, 2000

5. Statistics Canada. Community Profiles, 1996, 2001, and 2006
(www.statcan.gc.ca).

6. Statistics Canada. 95F0186XDB96001 Population by Single Years of
Age (110), Showing sex (3), for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census
Divisions and Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census – 100% Data
(www.statcan.gc.ca).

7. Statistics Canada. 95F0300XCB2001006 Age (122) and Sex (3) for
Population, for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2001 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

8. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).
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Population Indicators
1.3 Number and Percentage of the Population Aged 6 to 12 in
2006

In 2006, 9.9% of the total population of Maple Ridge and 9.4% of the total
population of Pitt Meadows were children aged 6 to 12. In Katzie, 14.3% of the
population consisted of children aged 6 to 12.

Why is this important?

Children aged 6 to 12 are increasingly being referred to by the term “school-aged.” The term
reflects the centrality of the formal educational system to the lives of children in this age-based
category. Once reaching the age of 6, children’s lives enter a new chapter in which teachers and
other educational professionals augment the influence of parents. The school-age years are also a
period in which children’s relationships with their peers assume greater importance, while the
upper school-age years are a time in which the influences of popular culture and peer pressure
present new challenges.

During the school-aged years, children encounter well-defined educational tasks and
develop skills in literacy, numeracy, and inter-personal relations. As they develop
their skills and increase their levels of knowledge in a wide range of fields, school-
aged children are increasingly “at risk” insofar as they encounter specific challenges
such as poverty, disabilities, problematic health, or family violence. Because of this,
the years 6 to 12 are among the most important years of an individual's development.

As research by United Way of the Lower Mainland has noted, the school-aged years are a period
in which children develop relationships outside their families and increasingly engage in
community life. The later school-age years are a period of maturation in which children prepare
to leave childhood (and elementary school) and to experience the early teen years (and secondary
school).

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

In Maple Ridge in 2006, 9.9% of the municipality’s total population (6,845
people) was children aged 6 to 12. In the neighbouring City of Pitt Meadows,
1,470 children or 9.4% of the total population fell into this age-based category.
In Katzie, 35 people were aged 6 to 12, a number that accounted for 14.3% of the
reserve’s resident population.
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How do our communities compare with others?

The proportion of children aged 6 to 12 in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows approximates the
proportion in municipalities such as Port Coquitlam, Port Moody, and Langley Township, where
the rates range from 9.5% to 9.8%. The proportion of school-aged children in Coquitlam (8.5%),
however, is rather less than in the other communities, as is the regional average of 7.9%, which is
likely influenced by the population profiles in more urbanized jurisdictions, such as Vancouver,
where affordable housing for families with children is at a premium.

Percentage of the Population Aged 6 to 12
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What are the trends?

The proportion of the population aged 6 to 12 is declining in all three
communities. In 1996, 11.38% of the population was aged 6 to 12,
compared to 9.9% a decade later. In Pitt Meadows in 1996, school-aged
children comprised 11.54% of the municipality’s total population. By
2006, the proportion had fallen to 9.4%. In Katzie, the proportion of
school-aged children fell from 16.7% to 14.3%. The number of children
aged 6 to 12 in Pitt Meadows fell along with the proportion: from 1,550
in 1996 to 1,470 in 2006. The number of children aged 6 to 12 increased

only modestly in the other two communities, growing from 6,390 to 6,845 in Maple Ridge and
increasing from 30 to 35 in Katzie.

What are the limitations of the data?

First Nations reserves are often incompletely enumerated. As noted above,
small changes in numbers of persons may result in a deceptively large
change in rates or percentages. It should be noted that given Katzie's small
population, a small change in absolute numbers might result in a noticeable
change in percentages.
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Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and Trends.
Burnaby, 1998.

2. Lipman, E.L., D. Offord, and M. Dooley. What Do We Know About
Children From Single-mother Families? Questions and Answers From
the National Longitudinal Survey of Children and Youth, Growing Up in
Canada: National Longitudinal Survey of Children and Youth. Human
Resources Development Canada. Ottawa, 1996.

3. Statistics Canada. 95F0186XDB96001 Population by Single Years of
Age (110), Showing sex (3), for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census
Divisions and Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% Data
(www.statcan.gc.ca).

4. Statistics Canada. 95F0300XCB2001006 Age (122) and Sex (3) for
Population, for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2001 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

5. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

6. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Services for School-Age Children. Burnaby, 2002.
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Population Indicators
1.4 Number and Percentage of the Population Aged 13 to 18 in
2006

In 2006, 9.6% of the total population of Maple Ridge and 9.4% of the total
population of Pitt Meadows were youth aged 13 to 18. In Katzie, 12.2% of the
population consisted of youth aged 13 to 19.

Why is this important?

The term “youth” is often applied to people in their teenaged years, though it can easily be
extended to people in their early 20s. People in this age category share a number of experiences
and challenges, often within the context of their secondary school educations. During their
teenaged years, youth experience physical maturation and an increased awareness of sexuality.
The transition from childhood to adulthood, and from dependence to independence can often be
difficult as young people develop an increased sense of self-identity, begin to earn wages, take on
new responsibilities, decide on careers or further education, and begin to consider becoming
parents themselves. The teenaged years are a time when youth acquire the right to drive, vote,
and drink as well as reaching the age of sexual consent.

During their teenaged years, a community’s youth may be subjected to new forms of
risk, whether from alcohol and drugs, sexual activity, social cliques, or simple peer
pressure. Even the least challenged youth may face periodic and significant anxieties
in this period of unprecedented transition. In many families, a gulf may build
between parents and their teenaged children as the latter adopt the trappings of teen
culture, whether expressed in music, clothing, vocabulary, consumer goods, or

physical adornment. In some cases, youth culture (or youth cultures) may seem threatening to
members of the adult population, and an age-based wedge may be driven between youth and their
elders. The teenaged years are thus a period in which a wide range of residents may require
significant supports.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

In 2006, the teenaged population was 6,610 in Maple Ridge, 1,330 in Pitt
Meadows, and 30 in Katzie. Youth aged 13 to 18 thus comprised 9.6% of the
total population of Maple Ridge, 8.5% of the total population of Pitt Meadows,
and 12.2% of the total population of Katzie.

How do our communities compare with others?

The proportion of people aged 13 to 18 in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie significantly
exceeds the regional average of 7.6%. Indeed, Katzie has the highest proportion (12.2%) of
people in this age category of any of the communities examined in this study. This statistic is
fully consistent with overall trends among the Native population in the province, which point
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toward increased fertility rates and a Native population that is predominantly young. Although
exceeding the regional average, the proportion of people aged 13 to 18 in Maple Ridge and Pitt
Meadows is similar to that in Coquitlam (9.2%), Port Coquitlam (9.4%), Port Moody (8.5%), and
Langley Township (9.6%).
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What are the trends?

Between the 1996 and 2006 Censuses, the proportion of residents aged 13
to 18 increased in Maple Ridge, rising from 8.6% to 9.6%. The number
of people in this age-based category rose from 4,835 in 1996 to 6,610 in
2006. In Pitt Meadows, the proportion of residents aged 13 to 18 fell
slightly, from 8.6% in 1996 to 8.5% in 2006. The number of people in
the category nonetheless rose slightly, from 1,155 in 1996 to 1,330 in
2006. In Katzie, the proportion of residents aged 13 to 18 fell slightly -
from 13.9% in 1996 to 12.2% in 2006. The number of residents in the

category, however, also rose, from 25 in 1996 to 30 in 2006 (it should be noted that given
Katzie's small population, a small change in absolute numbers may result in a noticeable change
in percentages).

What are the limitations of the data?

First Nations reserves are often incompletely enumerated. As noted above,
small changes in numbers of persons may result in a deceptively large
change in rates or percentages.
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Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way Research Services. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland Region: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and
Trends, 1998.

2. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data.
Statistics Canada Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

3. Statistics Canada. 95F0186XDB96001 Population by Single Years of
Age (110), Showing sex (3), for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census
Divisions and Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% Data
(www.statcan.gc.ca).

4. Statistics Canada. 95F0300XCB2001006 Age (122) and Sex (3) for
Population, for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2001 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

5. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca

6. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Youth Services. Burnaby, 2002.

7. McCreary Centre Society. Healthy Youth Development: Fraser Region.
Highlights from the 2003 Adolescent Health Survey III.
(www.mcs.bc.ca).
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Population Indicators
1.5 Number and Percentage of the Population Aged 19 to 24 in
2006

At the time of the 2006 Census, 6.8% of the population in Maple Ridge, 7.7% of the
population in Pitt Meadows, and 10.2% of the population in Katzie were aged 19 to
24.

Why is this important?

Young adults face a number of challenges as they begin to make their way in the
adult world. The path can be especially difficult for those who have left the
supportive systems and structured environments associated with the secondary school
system and who then find themselves essentially on their own. For those who have
yet to mature, the transition to a world with seemingly fewer rules and regulations
may be daunting. In an environment of greater freedom, reduced parental influence,

and without the supports formerly provided by teachers, counsellors, and other professionals,
young adults may be at risk, whether financially, in terms of relationships, or in making poor
choices with respect to their behaviour. On the positive side, well-adjusted young adults often
bring energy, creativity, and optimism to the workplace and to the people and organizations with
which they are involved. The more successful and solid among them are often the leaders of the
future.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

In 2006, young adults comprised 6.8% of the population of Maple Ridge, 7.7%
of the population of Pitt Meadows, and 10.2% of the population of Katzie. This
equated to 4,690 people in Maple Ridge, 1,205 people in Pitt Meadows, and 25
people in Katzie.

How do our communities compare with others?

The percentage of the population aged 19 to 24 is lower than the regional average of 8.3%. In
Katzie, the percentage is markedly higher (10.2%) but the population of young adults in that
community consists of a relatively small number (25) of people. Among the comparator
communities considered in this study, the proportion of 19 to 34-year-olds varies considerably.
In Coquitlam the rate is 9.0%, marginally higher than the rate in Port Coquitlam (8.7%) but lower
than the rates in Port Moody (7.1%) and Langley Township (7.6%).
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Population Aged 19 to 24
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What are the trends?

Between the 1996 and 2006 Censuses, the proportion of the population
aged 19 to 24 in Maple Ridge increased from 6.25% to 6.8%. In Pitt
Meadows the rate also increased, from 6.74% to 7.7%. In Katzie, the rate
rose sharply, from 8.3% to 10.2%, but involved only a very small number
of people.

The rate also rose among each of the other communities considered in the
study, save for Port Moody, where the rate fell marginally, from 7.1% in

1996 to 6.67% in 2006. The rate of increase in the region as a whole was negligible, rising from
8.27% in 1996 to 8.3% in 2006. Coquitlam, Port Coquitlam, and Langley Township experienced
rates of increase similar to those in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows. The general increase in the
proportion of the population in the communities considered reflects a general aging of the
population, the rate of increase in younger cohorts being much less than in this age group.

What are the limitations of the data?

First Nations reserves are often incompletely enumerated. As noted above,
small changes in numbers of persons may result in a deceptively large
change in rates or percentages.
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Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and Trends.
Burnaby, 1998.

2. Statistics Canada. 95F0186XDB96001 Population by Single Years of
Age (110), Showing sex (3), for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census
Divisions and Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% Data
(www.statcan.gc.ca).

3. Statistics Canada. 95F0300XCB2001006 Age (122) and Sex (3) for
Population, for Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2001 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

4. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

5. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Youth Services. Burnaby, 2002.
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Population Indicators
1.6 Number and Percentage of the Population Aged 65 and Over
in 2006

At the time of the 2006 Census, 11.5% of the population of Maple Ridge, 11.1% of
the population of Pitt Meadows, and 6.1% of the population of Katzie was aged 65
and over.

Why is this important?

The term “senior” is one that defies easy definition. Seniors were once defined as
persons over the age of 65, the number being reflective of the age at which workers
were legally compelled to retire. The concept of early retirement and the repeal of
compulsory retirement legislation, coupled with age-based definitions developed by
crown corporations and the retail sector, have led to uncertainty regarding the
definition of the seniors population.

The fact that people are now living longer and experiencing prolonged and enhanced quality of
life in their later years further obscures an easy definition of the term. People aged 65 and over
can no longer be stereotyped as frail or inactive people drawing pensions or as non-contributing
members of society. Many people within this age group are among the most active members of
their communities, enthusiastic about their leisure time pursuits, and productive in the volunteer
and semi-retired sectors.

Others, however, are experiencing the challenges associated with retirement, connecting with and
finding their place in the community, and finding purpose in their lives. Others find themselves
facing financial and physical stress through “grand parenting,” when their adult children are
unable to assume prime responsibility for raising their own children. With increased longevity,
many enter extreme old age, and experience the challenges of physical or mental debility. Many
require specialized supports to maintain a reasonable quality of life, whether in the form of part-
time or resident homemakers, supportive housing, or long-term care. Canada is experiencing a
general aging of its population, a circumstance that presents service providers, whether
government, the not-for-profit sector, or the private sector, not to mention seniors and their
families, with challenges undreamt of a generation or two before.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

In 2006, the proportion of the population aged 65 and over was 11.5% in Maple
Ridge, 11.1% in Pitt Meadows, and 6.1% in Katzie. This represents a seniors
population of 7,910 in Maple Ridge, 1,740 in Pitt Meadows, and 15 in Katzie.
As might be expected, the seniors population in both Maple Ridge and Katzie
steadily diminishes by five-year cohorts, with the largest number in the age 65 to
70 cohort, and the smallest number in the 100+ cohort. In Katzie, however, the
number of seniors in the 65 to 69, 70 to 74, and 80 to 84 cohorts was equal.

According to the Census enumeration, there were no seniors older than 84 in Katzie in 2006.
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How do our communities compare with others?

The percentage of the population aged 65 and over is lower than the regional average of 12.8% in
both Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows, as well as in Katzie. The rate in Katzie is less than half the
regional average. Despite this, the proportion of seniors in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows is
higher than that in the comparator communities of Coquitlam (10.9%), Port Coquitlam (8.4%),
and Port Moody (7.9%). The rate in Langley Township (12.1%), however, is slightly higher than
the rate in Maple Ridge.

As is the case elsewhere in Canada, the proportion of seniors within the general population of the
region is growing not only in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie, but in each of the
comparator communities as well. Indeed, in the years between the 1996 and 2006 Censuses, the
seniors population increased by a full percentage point (or more) in each of the communities
examined. By 2021, the proportion of seniors in the Lower Mainland will increase from its
current 12.8% to 16.6%. An increase in life expectancy (in 2007, 79.31 years for males and
83.79 years for females) will also result in an increase in the number of “frail elderly”, i.e. people
who are 85 years of age or older.

What are the limitations of the data?

First Nations reserves are often incompletely enumerated. As noted above,
small changes in numbers of persons may result in a deceptively large
change in rates or percentages.
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Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and Trends.
Burnaby, 1998.

2. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

3. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data. Statistics
Canada. Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

4. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Subdivisions, 1991 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data. Statistics
Canada. Cat. No. 95-385.

5. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Services for Seniors. Burnaby, 2002.

6. Vanier Institute of the Family. (www.vifamily.ca).
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Population Indicators
1.7 Number and Percentage of Lone Parent Families in 2006

At the time of the 2006 Census, 15% of families in Maple Ridge, 12.5% of families
in Pitt Meadows, and 28.5% of families in Katzie were headed by a lone parent.

Why is this important?

Lone parent families face many challenges that are not necessarily experienced by
two parent families. The most obvious challenge lies in a parent trying to acquire an
income, manage a household, and raise a family without the assistance of a spouse or
partner. The many demands placed on lone parents render parenting difficult.

Lone parent families are more likely to be living in poverty than other parents (given
that there is generally only one income to draw upon and that many parents cannot seek
employment, given the demands of child care). Their children run a greater risk of being
hyperactive, of possessing behavioural disorders, and of experiencing emotional disorders. Many
lone parent families, living with low incomes, experience hunger on a recurring basis, a
circumstance that leads to less resistance to disease and less than optimum child development.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

The majority of families in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie are headed
by two parents living together in the same household as their children. A
significant percentage, however, are headed by lone parents.

In Maple Ridge, in 2006, 2,915 families, or 14.9%% of families, were headed by
a lone parent. In Pitt Meadows, 570 families, or 12.5% of families, were headed
by a lone parent. In Katzie, 20 families, or 28.6% of families enumerated, were

headed by lone parents. In all three communities, as is generally the case elsewhere, the vast
majority of lone parent families were headed by females.

According to the Census, 76.5% of the lone parent families in Maple Ridge were headed by
females, compared to 80.7% in Pitt Meadows and 75% in Katzie (data from 1996 indicates that
on First Nations reserves in the region, a substantially lower percentage (69%) of lone parent
families tend to be headed by females than is the norm in non-Native communities).

How do our communities compare with others?

Lone parent families are common in today's society. In the Greater Vancouver Regional District,
15.2% of families are lone parent families. In 2006, according to the Census, the incidence of
lone parent families in the GVRD was only slightly higher than the provincial average of 15.1%.
The percentage of lone parent families in Maple Ridge (15%), Coquitlam (14.6%), and Port
Coquitlam (15.8%) approximated the regional average, while the rates in Pitt Meadows (12.5%),
Port Moody (13.5%), and Langley Township (12.5%) were significantly lower. The rate in
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Katzie (25%) was much higher than the rates recorded in the adjacent municipalities, a situation
not uncommon in First Nations communities.
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What are the trends?

The proportion of lone parent families in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows,
and Katzie has fallen in recent years. The percentage in Maple Ridge
rose from 12.2% in 1996 to 15.7% in 2001 and fell to 15% in 2006. In
Pitt Meadows, the percentage rose from 13.5% in 1996 to 14.3% in 2001,
but fell to 12.5% in 2006. In Katzie, the rate rose from 25% in 1996 to
33.33% in 2001, but fell to 28.6% in 2006. This trend is consistent with
that in the province as a whole, where the rate rose from 13.8% in 1996
to 15.5% in 2001, but fell to 15.1% in 2006.

Although the proportion of lone parent families is falling, their numbers are increasing in Maple
Ridge, though constant or falling in Pitt Meadows and Katzie, as is evident from the data in the
chart below. A dearth of social services in Pitt Meadows likely encourages lone parent families
to locate in Maple Ridge.

1996 2001 2006
Maple Ridge 1,885 2,790 2,915
Pitt Meadows 510 600 570
Katzie 10 20 20
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What are the limitations of the data?

First Nations reserves are often incompletely enumerated. As noted above,
small changes in numbers of persons may result in a deceptively large
change in rates or percentages. It should also be noted that up to 50% of
members of the Katzie First Nation live off reserve, so their circumstances
are not reflected in the data provided.

Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and Trends.
Burnaby, 1998.

2. Lipman, E.L., D. Offord, and M. Dooley. What Do We Know About
Children From Single-mother Families? Questions and Answers From
the National Longitudinal Survey of Children and Youth, Growing Up in
Canada: National Longitudinal Survey of Children and Youth. Human
Resources Development Canada. Ottawa, 1996.

3. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data. Statistics
Canada. Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

4. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

5. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data. Statistics
Canada. Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

6. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Subdivisions, 1991 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data. Statistics
Canada. Cat. No. 95-385.

7. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Families. Burnaby, 2002.
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Population Indicators
1.8 Number and Percentage of the Population with Aboriginal
Identity in 2006

In 2006, 2.74% of the Maple Ridge population, 2.46% of the Pitt Meadows
population, and 89.8% of the Katzie population, consisted of people who claimed
aboriginal identity.

Why is this important?

Statistics Canada’s decennial census allows respondents to self-identify their racial
or cultural origins. According to the agency’s definitions, the term “aboriginal”
includes persons of “North American Indian,” Inuit, or Metis origin, “and/or those
who reported being a Treaty Indian or a Registered Indian, as defined by the Indian
Act of Canada, and/or those who reported they were members of an Indian band or
First Nation.”

History has demonstrated that since “contact” with non-Native cultures, aboriginal people have
often faced considerable challenges. Although care should be taken not to stereotype, the legacy
of colonialism has had a number of negative impacts on a large proportion of the nation’s
aboriginal population. These impacts have often resulted in population loss, disruptions to family
and social life, chronic poverty, and substance misuse. Further, because the traditional territories
of Native populations are now largely controlled by the crown or by non-Native owners,
considerable disruption of age-old food and livelihood systems (which often focused on hunting,
fishing, and gathering; as well as trade with adjacent and more distant Native people) has been
commonplace.

With aboriginal population numbers now rebounding, the relegation of First Nations people to
geographically circumscribed reserves has sometimes resulted in severe overcrowding. The
Katzie, for example, possess two small, inhabited reserves, the largest of which is on the north
side of the Fraser River. The Katzie’s larger reserve has a population density of 571 people per
square kilometre, compared to a population density of 259 people per square kilometre in Maple
Ridge, and a population density of just 183 people per square kilometre in Pitt Meadows.

Lack of land bases upon which to build a livelihood, or even simply to reside, has resulted in
many First Nations and other aboriginal people gravitating to urban areas. According to Statistics
Canada, in 2007, over half a million aboriginal people – about half the nation’s total aboriginal
population – lived in cities. The growth in numbers of aboriginal people living in cities is
attributable to a number of factors, including high fertility rates, decreasing mortality rates,
migration, and “ethnic mobility” (changes in aboriginal self-identification from one census to the
next). The percentage of urban aboriginal people who are young is also high – about 29% of the
urban aboriginal population is under fifteen years of age. Urban aboriginal children are more
likely to live in poverty and with lone female parents than their non-aboriginal counterparts. The
emergence of growing aboriginal populations, increasingly youthful in character, presents a
number of challenges for service providers engaged in areas such as education, health care, and
social services.
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What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

In 2006, 2.74% of the Maple Ridge population, 2.46% of the Pitt Meadows
population, and 89.8% of the Katzie population, consisted of people who
claimed aboriginal identity.

In Katzie, 220 members of the reserve’s population of 245 claimed aboriginal
identity. In Maple Ridge, 1,870 out of 68,160 people claimed aboriginal
identity. Of these, 730 claimed North American Indian ancestry, 1,065 claimed

Metis ancestry, and 10 claimed Inuit ancestry. In Pitt Meadows, 385 of the municipality’s 15,610
residents claimed aboriginal identity. Of these, 230 claimed North American Indian ancestry, 135
claimed Metis ancestry, and 20 claimed multiple aboriginal identities.

How do our communities compare with others?

As might be expected, the proportion of residents of Katzie claiming aboriginal roots (89.9%) is
far higher than in incorporated municipalities. The proportion of residents of Maple Ridge and
Pitt Meadows claiming aboriginal identity in 2006 was also high when compared with that in
most of the other communities considered in this study. Where 3% of Maple Ridge residents and
2.46% of Pitt Meadows residents claimed aboriginal identity, only 1.73% of the residents of
Coquitlam and about 1.71% of residents of both Port Moody and Port Coquitlam claimed
aboriginal identity. At 2.63%, the proportion of the population of Langley Township with
aboriginal identity was closer to that in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows. Although the aboriginal
proportion of the population of the latter two communities was higher than the regional average
of 1.92%, it was substantially lower than the provincial average of 4.8%.

Percentage of the Population Claiming Aboriginal Status 2006
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In 2007-08, 1.046 students in School District 42 (which includes Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows,
and Katzie) were self-identified as aboriginal. The proportion (6.8%) of students with aboriginal
identity in the Maple Ridge Local Health Area (School District 42) was higher than that in the
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Coquitlam Local Health Area (School District 43), where the rate was 3.9%, and slightly lower
than the rate (7.7%) in the Langley Local Health Area (School District 35).

Number of Students Self-Identified as Aboriginal
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What are the trends?

The proportion of the population claiming aboriginal identity is growing
at a rapid rate in both Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows, but less so in the
Greater Vancouver Regional District (GVRD) as a whole. In 1996,
1.95% of the population of Maple Ridge and 1.41% of the population of
Pitt Meadows claimed aboriginal identity. By 2006, the rates had
increased to 2.74% and 2.46% respectively. During the same period, the
rate increased from 1.72% to 1.92% in the GVRD as a whole and from
3.78% to 4.8% in the province as a whole.

The proportion of students who self-identify as aboriginal is growing in the Maple Ridge Local
Health Area (School District 42) as well as in the Langley and Coquitlam Local Health Areas
(School Districts 35 and 43). In 2002-03, 5.4% of the student population of School District 42
claimed aboriginal status. By 2007-08, the percentage had increased to 6.8%. In the Langley
Local Health Area, the rate increased from 5.3% to 7.7% in the same period. The rate in the
Coquitlam Local Health Area (School District 43) increased from 3.3% to 3.9%. At the
provincial level, the rate increased from 7.75% in 2002-03 to 9.3% in 2007-08. The proportion of
students identified as having aboriginal ancestry is consistently higher than the rate of aboriginal
self-identification among the population as a whole (in the census), indicating that the aboriginal
population is younger than the general population.
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Percentage of Students Self-Identified as Aboriginal
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What are the limitations of the data?

The self-identification process used in the census may lead to higher numbers
of aboriginal people being identified through the census enumeration process
than would be the case if stricter guidelines for categorization as aboriginal
were provided.

Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way Research Services. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland Region: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and
Trends, 1998.

2. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data.
Statistics Canada Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

3. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

4. Statistics Canada. Community Profiles: 1996, 2001, and 2006
(www.statcan.gov.ca).

5. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Aboriginal People. Burnaby, 2002.

6. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada. Canada’s Urban Aboriginal
Population Fact Sheet. (www.ainc.inac.gc.ca).

7. British Columbia Ministry of Education. District Data Summary 2003-
04/2007-08 (035 Langley, 042 Maple Ridge, 043 Coquitlam).
(www.bced.gov.bc.ca).
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Population Indicators
1.9 Number and Percentage of Recent Immigrants in 2006

In 2006, 12% of the Maple Ridge immigrant population, and 13.6% of the Pitt
Meadows immigrant population, consisted of people who had come to Canada in
the past five years. Data was not available for Katzie.

Why is this important?

Statistics Canada defines recent immigrants as people who have come to Canada
from other countries during the five-year period preceding the taking of the Census.
While a large portion of the population of Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows can trace
their origins to immigrant roots, assimilation has made many of them
indistinguishable from native-born Canadians.

Recent immigrants are often members of visible minorities and often lack a full command of
English. While they enrich our society and contribute positively to local economies (through
investment and labour), they are often victims of discrimination, and even violence. Many work
in the service and manufacturing industries in lower paid capacities, their skills and education
(which may be highly developed) may not be transferable to or recognized in Canada. This may
contribute to a sense of disillusion and frustration.

Recent immigrants face the challenge of determining how much they should be integrated into
Canadian life and how much of their traditional culture they should maintain. Refugee immigrants
face unique challenges as many have experienced extreme trauma in their country of origin and
many may lack the supports associated with chain migration. The slow process of acculturation
can result in issues from their place of origin being imported into Canada, and inter-generational
strife may result as the younger generation accepts mainstream Canadian ways more quickly than
their elders. All recent immigrants who have English as a Second Language face the challenge of
finding and accessing educational, health, recreational, and employment services. Health,
educational, and social service agencies face a similar problem in connecting with new Canadians
who may be suspicious of their approaches and motivations. Schools and immigrant services
agencies may be hard pressed to provide for the needs of immigrants, if their influx is sudden and
if their numbers are large.

Canada's immigration and multicultural policies continue to shape a country characterized by
cultural diversity. In 1996, 18% of the population of British Columbia was immigrants, a figure
that was considerably higher than the national rate of 13%. Immigration to British Columbia has
continued throughout the last decade. By 2006, well over one-quarter (27.5%) of the British
Columbian population were immigrants, compared to a rate of 19.8% for the nation as a whole.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie?

At the time of the 2006 Census, Maple Ridge had a recent immigrant population
of 1,415. Pitt Meadows had a recent immigrant population of 440. Katzie
remained a community composed almost totally of First Nations residents and
had no apparent immigrant residents.
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The 1,415 people who immigrated to Canada during the period 2001 to 2006 and who lived in
Maple Ridge in 2006 came primarily from Europe (345), Hong Kong and Japan (265), Southeast
Asia (170), and Southern Asia (100). In Pitt Meadows, the majority of the community’s 440
recent immigrants originated in Mainland China (130), Southern India (110), and Europe (90).
Current patterns of immigration represent a departure from those of the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s
when immigration from the United Kingdom, the Netherlands, and Germany greatly exceeded
that from Eastern Europe and Asia. Although municipal level data on refugee numbers and
origins is not available, information from the Multicultural and Immigration Branch of the
provincial government indicates that 40% were Government Assisted Refugees and that 36%
were Asylum Refugees. The remaining 24% were classified as Privately Sponsored Refugees or
as “dependants abroad.” The top five source countries of the province’s refugees were
Afghanistan, China, Colombia, and the Sudan.

How do our communities compare with others?

Recent immigrants form a smaller proportion of the total immigrant population in Maple Ridge
and Pitt Meadows than in the other communities considered in this study. Indeed, with 12% of its
immigrant population being classed as recent immigrants, Maple Ridge has the lowest rate of
recent immigrants among the communities studied, while Pitt Meadows, with 13.6% of its
immigrant population being classed as recent immigrants, has the second lowest rate. The
statistics for both communities are well below the regional average of 18.2% or even the
provincial average of 15.9%. The highest proportions of immigrants who are recent immigrants
are found in Coquitlam and Port Moody (19.90% in both communities), where better public
transportation and agencies offering immigrant services make those communities more appealing
to new Canadians. The proportion of immigrants who are recent immigrants and who live in Port
Coquitlam (13.9%) and Langley Township (14.8%) more closely resembles the rates found in
Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows.

Recent Immigrants as a Percentage of Total Immigrants 2006
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What are the trends?

The proportion of immigrants who were recent immigrants declined in
both Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows in the years between 1991 and
1996: from 19% to 16.3% in Maple Ridge, and from 16.1% to 13.7% in
Pitt Meadows. The rate declined again in the period 1996 to 2006: from
16.3% to 12% in Maple Ridge, and from 13.7% to 13.6% in Pitt
Meadows. The trend in these two communities is consistent with the
pattern for the region. During the period 1996 to 2006, the percentage of
immigrants in the GVRD who were recent immigrants fell from 30% to

18.2%. The proportion of the immigrant population who were recent immigrants also fell
provincially, from 24% in 1996 to 15.9% in 2006.

Although the proportion of recent immigrants may have decreased, the number of recent
immigrants in the two communities is fairly stable. In 1996, 1,575 residents of Maple Ridge and
305 residents of Pitt Meadows were recent immigrants. By 2006 the numbers of recent
immigrants in Maple Ridge had fallen to 1,415. The number in Pitt Meadows, however, had
increased to 440.

Canada's immigration and multicultural policies are creating a country of increasing cultural
diversity. In 1996, 18% of the population of British Columbia was immigrants, a figure that is
considerably more than the national rate of 13%. In the Greater Vancouver Regional District,
35% of the population was immigrants. 17% of the combined population of Maple Ridge and Pitt
Meadows were immigrants. Many non-recent immigrants came to Canada, for the most part,
from Western Europe. Recent immigrants, on the other hand, tend to emanate from East Asia and
South Asia. At the time of the 1996 Census, relatively few recent immigrants were from Eastern
Europe.

Recent immigrants have settled primarily in the City of Vancouver and some of the inner suburbs.
Some municipalities or areas have attracted large concentrations of immigrants from particular
countries (many immigrants from Hong Kong have settled in Richmond, for example, while those
from Iran tend to move to the North Shore). In the face of the terrorist attacks of September,
2001 Canadian immigration policy may change, but initial indications are that Canada will
continue to welcome well-screened immigrants from overseas. It remains to be seen if the less
expensive housing available in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows proves an attraction to a new
concentration of immigrants.

What are the limitations of the data?

Levels of recent immigration in themselves do not present a clear picture of
impacts on communities. It is therefore useful to look at the countries of
origin of recent immigrants, the "ethnic origin" of all residents (this is a
standard Census question), as well as the services that are available to
immigrants. Data from the 2001 and 2006 Censuses indicate a population of
recent immigrants who are also members of visible minorities and whose
cultural and linguistic backgrounds differ substantially from white, European

“old-stock” immigrants.
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Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way Research Services. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland Region: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and
Trends, 1998.

2. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data.
Statistics Canada Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

3. Welcome B.C. Profile of Immigrants in B.C. Communities 2006
(www.welcomebc.ca).

4. Statistics Canada. 97-551-X2006011 Age (123) and Sex (3) for the
Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories, Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 2006 Census - 100% Data (www.statcan.gc.ca).

5. Statistics Canada. Community Profiles: 1996, 2001, and 2006
(www.statcan.gov.ca).

6. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Newcomers. Burnaby, 2002.

7. British Columbia Multicultural and Immigration Branch. Fact Sheet:
Refugee Immigrants to British Columbia 2002- 2006.



2.0
Economic Indicators
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Economic Indicators
2.1 Median Family Income in 2005

In 2005, the median family income in Maple Ridge was $74,253. In Pitt
Meadows, the median family income was $78,024.

Why is this important?

Research has demonstrated that wide disparities in wealth are strongly connected
with the level of health of a community. Individuals and families with higher
incomes can expect to have better health outcomes than their less wealthy
neighbours. Not only do the former generally enjoy better health, they can also
expect to enjoy longer and happier lives.

People living in poverty or living with lower incomes are often disadvantaged from the time at
which they are conceived. The Canadian Council on Social Development has noted a strong
relationship between economic well-being and child well-being for a wide range of elements of
child development. Mothers living in poverty have a greater chance of giving birth to a baby with
a low birth weight. Such children have a greater chance of developing chronic illnesses,
exhibiting developmental delays, and being beset by disabilities. Male children living in poverty
suffer a substantially higher injury death rate than male children living in better economic
circumstances.

Income inequity also reflects itself in material terms, as the economically disadvantaged face a
greater struggle to provide for their families' needs: shelter, transportation, food, nutrition,
education, recreation, and entertainment. Families with a lower standard of living may suffer
from a reduced sense of self-esteem as they look at the material differences between them and
their neighbours.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows?

At the time of the 2006 Census (which measured income in 2005), the median
family income in Maple Ridge was $74,253. The median family income in Pitt
Meadows was 5% higher, or $78,024. The data for Katzie was not released,
given the small size of that community's population, and given the need to
preserve anonymity.

How do our communities compare with others?

In 2005, the median family income in British Columbia was $65,787, or about the same as the
national average. In the Greater Vancouver Regional District, median family incomes ($69,688)
are, on average, higher than in most other areas of the province. In some GVRD municipalities,
median family incomes are as much as 50% higher than the provincial average.
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Median family incomes in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows are somewhat higher than the GVRD
average of $69,688. They are significantly lower than those in Port Moody ($84,756) and
Langley Township ($80,058), higher than those in Coquitlam ($70,805), and comparable to those
in Port Coquitlam ($75,908).
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What are the trends?

Median family incomes in Maple Ridge increased by 19.2% between
2001 and 2006. In Pitt Meadows the rate of increase was 22.1% between
1996 and 2006. During the same period, the rate of increase in the
GVRD as a whole was 20.3%. Income levels in British Columbia and in
the Lower Mainland continue to be higher than the national and
provincial averages, perhaps reflecting both a high level of prosperity and
higher costs of living, particularly housing costs. Despite increased
median family incomes, however, the higher cost of living and other

factors have resulted in increased numbers of British Columbians living in poverty, and have also
contributed toward the province maintaining the highest rate of child poverty in the nation.
Anecdotal evidence suggests that development and redevelopment in Maple Ridge and Pitt
Meadows is forcing residents with lower incomes to leave the community. The same evidence
suggests that such people are being replaced by new homeowners who have higher incomes.

What are the limitations of the data?

Statistics Canada has measured income in a number of ways, collecting data
on individuals, families, and households, and collating it as both averages
and medians. If a geographical area is home to large numbers of people
with incomes at either extreme of the spectrum, the "average" presented
may reflect a lesser number of residents' economic realities. Beginning in
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2001, the Census has focused on median incomes, which reflect the economic situation in
communities more accurately than averages. Historic data on median family incomes, however,
is not available prior to 2001.

Where can I go for more information?

1. Canadian Council on Social Development. Income and Child Well-
Being: A New Perspective on the Poverty Debate. 1999.

2. United Way Research Services. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland Region: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and
Trends. Burnaby, 1998.

3. Lee, Kevin K. Urban Poverty in Canada: A Statistical Profile. Canadian
Council on Social Development. (www.ccsd.ca)

4. B.C. Stats. Community Facts: Maple Ridge, Pitt Meadows, Coquitlam,
Port Coquitlam, Port Moody, Langley Township, Greater Vancouver
Regional District, and British Columbia (2006).
http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/data/dd/facsheet/cf170.pdf.

5. United Way of the Lower Mainland. Goals and Targets Initiative:
Background Paper on Poverty. Burnaby, 2002.
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Economic Indicators
2.2 Number and Percentage of Low Income Families in 2005

In 2005, there were 2,193 families living below the "low income cut-off" in Maple
Ridge, and 435 families living in similar economic circumstances in Pitt
Meadows.

Why is this important?

Compared to many others, Canada is a wealthy country. Despite the nation's overall
wealth, however, there is considerable disparity between the amount of wealth held
by our poorest and our richest residents. In 1996, the poorest 20% of the population
held 4.6% of the nation's total income, while the richest 20% held 44.5% of our total
income. Poverty is a chronic challenge for many in British Columbia. According to
the 2008 Child Poverty Report Card report for 2008, the province has had the highest

poverty rate (16.1%) in Canada and the highest child poverty rate (21.9%) in Canada for the last
five years.

The low-income family measure is one of the most frequently utilized measures of poverty in
Canada. The "low income cut-off" point varies by community size and population size.
Generally, people living with incomes below the low-income cut-off point (low income families)
live in extremely challenging economic conditions. Most spend more than 54.7% of their income
on food, shelter, and clothing, and most have much less discretionary income than those living
above the poverty line.

Low-income families derive a lower percentage of their income from "the market" (i.e.
employment, savings, and investments) than do higher income families. 73% of the income
received by the poorest 20% of families in Canada came from government income transfer
payments such as income assistance, employment insurance, and pensions.

Families living with low incomes often live under constant stress, experience a lower quality of
life, and can expect to face a less healthier life than those who possess higher incomes. Children
living in poverty are often less ready for school and often experience challenges in the school
system that children from wealthier schools do not.

Canadians are divided in their opinions with respect to people living in poverty. Research shows
that about 33% feel that personal poverty is the result of inherent laziness, while another third feel
that poverty stems from social injustice. The remaining third ascribe poverty to other causes.
Understanding the root causes of poverty and dealing with those causes is essential if the poverty
cycle is to be broken.
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What is the situation in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows?

A total of 2,193 Maple Ridge families lived in poverty in 2006. This represented
11.4% of Maple Ridge families. The situation was only slightly better in Pitt
Meadows, where 9.7% of families (435 families) lived in poverty. The data for
Katzie was not released, due to the small size of the community's population.

How do our communities compare with others?

Though still of significant concern, the percentage of families in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows
who live below the poverty line is less than in the Tri-Cities, the Greater Vancouver Regional
District as a whole, and British Columbia as a whole.

At the provincial level, the percentage of low-income families was 13.3% in 2006. The rate was
higher in the GVRD, at 17.1%. The rate in the Tri-Cities varied from a high of 18% in Coquitlam
to a low of 10.2% in Port Moody. Port Coquitlam's rate was 13.3%, while the rate was 0% in
Anmore and Belcarra. The percentage of low-income families living in Langley Township was
just 7.0%, a rate that was offset by a rate of 15.6% in the adjacent City of Langley.

What are the trends?

According to the Census, the incidence of poverty in the communities
examined in this study rose between 1991 and 1996 and then began to
fall. Between the 1991 and 1996 Census years, the frequency of low
incomes in families in the Lower Mainland increased from 13.6% to
18.7%. The rate reached 17.1% in 2001 and remained the same in 2006.
In Maple Ridge, the percentage of families with low incomes increased
from 8.1% in 1991 to 10.8% in 1996. In Pitt Meadows, the rate
increased from 8% in 1991 to 10% in 1996. During the period between

the 2001 and 2006 Censuses, however, the rate decreased from 12.4% to 11.4% in Maple Ridge,
and from 11% to 9.7% in Pitt Meadows. Among the communities studied, the greatest rate of
decline in the poverty rate was in Pitt Meadows (1.3%). Anecdotal evidence suggests that the
decrease in the percentage of low-income families in the two communities is due to the
gentrification of the community through new development. The rising cost of housing in
Vancouver and the “inner suburbs”, however, continues to make “outer suburbs” such as Maple
Ridge, the City of Langley, and Mission appealing places for people with low incomes to locate.

Families' purchasing power increased only slightly between 1991 and 1996, due in part to
increases in the consumer price index. Since 1996, the rate of inflation has been low, and low-
income families, though still living in difficult circumstances, have not seen their real incomes
eroded at the same rate as in the late 1980s.
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What are the limitations of the data?

The number and percentage of low-income families data does not reveal the
range of income levels of those living in poverty. Although rates of families
living with low incomes are decreasing to significantly lower levels (when
compared to levels of a decade ago), the rate of poverty among unattached
individuals remains very high: 36.9% in Maple Ridge and 31.8% in Pitt
Meadows).

Where can I go for more information?

1. United Way Research Services. Environmental Scan of the Lower
Mainland Region: A Compilation of Socio-Demographic Facts and
Trends. Burnaby, 1998.

2. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 1996 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data.
Statistics Canada Cat. No. 95-191-XPB.

3. Statistics Canada. Selected Characteristics for Census Divisions and
Census Subdivisions, 1991 Census - 100% and 20% Sample Data.
Statistics Canada Cat. No. 95-384.

4. Canadian Institute of Child Health. The Health of Canada's Children.
Ottawa, 2000.

5. Ross, David P. and Paul Roberts. Income and Child Well-being: A New
Perspective on the Poverty Debate. Canadian Council on Social
Development. Ottawa, 1999.

6. B.C. Stats. Socio-Economic Profiles: Maple Ridge, Coquitlam, and
Langley Local Health Areas (2009).
http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/data/sep/lha/lha_42.pdf

7. First Call: B.C. Child and Youth Child Advocacy Coalition. 2008 Child
Poverty Report Card.
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Economic Indicators
2.3 Percentage of the Adult Population Receiving Basic Income
Assistance in 2008

In September 2008, 1.1% of the adult population (i.e. residents aged 19-64) of
Maple Ridge received Basic Income Assistance from the provincial government.
In Pitt Meadows, 0.6% of the adult population was in receipt of Basic Income
Assistance.

Why is this important?

Formerly known as Basic BC Benefits and less accurately as "welfare," Basic Income
Assistance is a subset of the total "Employment and Assistance" programme. The
Employment and Assistance programme includes a number of subsets, including
assistance to People with Persistent and Multiple Barriers to Employment (PPMB)
and Persons with Disabilities (PWD). The programme is often considered the "last
resort" for people in need of income supplements. Those who cease to be eligible for

Employment Insurance sometimes turn to the programme if unable to secure work or significant
income from other sources.

People who rely on Basic Income Assistance often live below the poverty line, and may be hard
pressed to make ends meet. In order to survive on a limited income, many live in inferior housing
(which may put their health at risk), eat less expensive (and hence, less nutritious) food, purchase
second hand clothing, and go without many of the goods and services that middle income people
take for granted. With a reduced sense of self-confidence, many find it difficult to improve their
education (an expensive process in any case), find employment, and become engaged in the
broader community. There is a significant likelihood that their children will also find it difficult
to escape the poverty cycle.

What is the situation in Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows?

In Maple Ridge, 1.1% of the population aged 19 to 64 received Basic BC
Benefits in September, 2008. In Pitt Meadows, the figure was 0.6%. These
percentages equate to 470 adult recipients in Maple Ridge and 60 adult
recipients in Pitt Meadows.

In the Maple Ridge Local Health Area as a whole (an area that includes Maple
Ridge, Pitt Meadows, and Katzie), 16.7% of the Basic BC Benefits caseload was

lone parent families (compared to a provincial average of 15.3%). Census statistics demonstrate
that of these, the vast majority of the adults in these families were women.
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How do our communities compare with others?

The percentage of the adult population receiving Basic Income Assistance tends to be
significantly higher in Maple Ridge than in most other municipalities in the Greater Vancouver
Regional District. In September, 2008, 1.1% of the adult population of Maple Ridge was in
receipt of Basic Income Assistance, compared to 0.6% in Pitt Meadows, Coquitlam, and the
Township of Langley (a figure that was mitigated by a rate of 2.3% in the City of Langley). The
rate in Maple Ridge (1.1%) also exceeded the average in the Greater Vancouver Regional District
(1.0%), which was also the rate in Port Coquitlam.

What are the trends?

Adults tend to be less reliant on Basic Income Assistance than children
and youth. In September, 2007, 2.1% of the population of the Maple
Ridge Health Unit aged 0 to 18 was in receipt of Basic Income
Assistance, compared to 2.6% of the youth population (aged 19 to 24).

Overall patterns of dependence on Income Assistance have changed in
the last decade, due to provincial government cutbacks in funding,
changes in eligibility requirements, and a complicated application

process. Adult dependence on the programme was at its height in the late 1990s, but has declined
steadily since then. Cuts to the programme were first announced in the spring of 2002, and
resulted in lower payments to many lone parents as well as cuts in shelter allowances. The
government also planned to strike “employables” from the rolls who had been in receipt of
income assistance for the previous two years. Provincial policy has resulted in the percentage of
adults receiving Basic Income Assistance falling from highs of 5.2% in Maple Ridge and 3.3% in
Pitt Meadows in December, 1998 to lows of 1.1% and 0.6% respectively, in 2008. Each of the
other communities examined in this study have experienced similar patterns of declining rates.

Dec
1998

Sept
1999

Sept
2000

Sept
2002

Sept
2004

Sept
2006

Sept
2008

Maple
Ridge

5.2% 4.5% 4.1% 2.6% 1.2% 1.0% 1.1%

Pitt
Mead

3.3% 3.2% 2.8% 1.6% 0.6% 0.5% 0.6%

What are the limitations of the data?

Rates of dependence on Basic Income Assistance fluctuate over time,
depending on the season (which may relate to seasonal employment and
unemployment), on the health of local economies and on changes in
eligibility requirements established by the ministry administering the
programme. The administration of other income assistance programmes,
such as employment insurance, can also affects Income Assistance rates.
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Where can I go for more information?

1. BC Stats. Local Health Area 42 - Maple Ridge LHA Socio-Economic
Profile. (www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca).

2. BC Stats. Custom Report. (www.bcstats.gov.bc). 250-356-7870.


