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Adjusted After-Tax Income 
Each individual is represented by 
their household income adjusted 
for household size. 
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Why!does!Income!Inequality!MaOer?!

2.!!Toronto’s!Growing!
!!!!!!SocioAspa8al!Divide!

SocioAspa8al!and!EthnoAcultural!
Divides!
Inequality!&!Polariza8on!
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www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca 

“Divided!Ci8es”!
!

!

Divided!ci8es!are!not!new.!

Ci8es!have!always!been!divided.!

What!is!new?!

14 
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Today:!!A!new!socioAspa8al!order!!
with!stronger!(more!rigid)!divisions,!!
and!greater!inequality!

“an!increase!in!the!
strength!of!divisions!!
in!the!city!and!the!!
inequality!among!them.”!!!
!

–!Peter!Marcuse!&!Ronald!van!Kempen,!2000,!p.272!
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40!Year!Trend!in!Toronto,!1970A2010(
(

A(new(socio/spa2al(polariza2on((par22oning(of(urban(space)(
on(the(basis(of(income(&(SES(&(ethno/cultural(origin(

Three!increasingly!
dis8nct!“ci8es”!!
within!Toronto 
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Toronto!2010,!Average!Individual!Income!

Income!Polariza8on!
Decline!of!the!middle!income!group!

Fewer!middle!income!neighbourhoods!
!

Divided!Ci8es!
divided!geographically!by!!
socioAeconomic!status!&!!
ethnoAcultural!status!

20 
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Neighbourhood Income & Population, 
City of Toronto, 1970-2010 

High Income (More than 

20% Above) 

Middle Income (Within 

20%) 

Low Income (More than 

20% Below) 

Income Definition Notes: 
Individual income is for persons  

15 and over, from all sources, before-tax.  

Census tract boundaries correspond to  

those that existed in each census year.  

Income for 2010 is based on all taxfilers  

for 2006 CT boundaries. 

Census Tract Average Income  
compared to the CMA Average 

Middle!Income!
Neighbourhoods!

from!
63%(
to!
28%(

City!of!Toronto!
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Neighbourhood Income & Population, 
Peel Regional Municipality, 1980-2010 

High Income (More than 

20% Above) 

Middle Income (Within 

20%) 

Low Income (More than 

20% Below) 

Income Definition Notes: 
Individual income is for persons  

15 and over, from all sources, before-tax.  

Census tract boundaries correspond to  

those that existed in each census year.  

Income for 2010 is based on all taxfilers  

for 2006 CT boundaries. 

Census Tract Average Income  
compared to the CMA Average 

Peel Region is a regional 

municipality that includes the 

local municipalities of Mississauga, 

Brampton and Caledon. 

 
 
 
 
 

Middle!Income!
Neighbourhoods!

from!
85%(
to!
46%(

Peel!Region!
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Neighbourhood Income & Population, 
York Regional Municipality, 1980-2010 

High Income (More than 

20% Above) 

Middle Income (Within 

20%) 

Low Income (More than 

20% Below) 

Income Definition Notes: 
Individual income is for persons  

15 and over, from all sources, before-tax.  

Census tract boundaries correspond to  

those that existed in each census year.  

Income for 2010 is based on all taxfilers  

for 2006 CT boundaries. 

Census Tract Average Income  
compared to the CMA Average 

York Region is a regional municipality 

that includes the local municipalities 

of Markham, Richmond Hill, Vaughan, 

King, Aurora, Newmarket, 

Whitchurch-Stouffville, East 

Gwillimbury and Georgina as well as 

the Chippewas of Georgina Island First 

Nation.  

 

Note: Figures for 1980 include 

the municipal total population for 

Georgina since there was no census 

tract data available in census 1981. To 

produce the chart, it is estimated that 

Georgina would have had 100% of 

their CTs as middle income in 1980. 
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Neighbourhood Income & Population, 
Halton Regional Municipality, 1980-2010 

High Income (More than 
20% Above) 

Middle Income (Within 
20%) 

Low Income (More than 
20% Below) 

Income Definition Notes: 
Individual income is for persons  
15 and over, from all sources, before-tax.  
Census tract boundaries correspond to  
those that existed in each census year.  
Income for 2010 is based on all taxfilers  
for 2006 CT boundaries. 

Census Tract Average Income  
compared to the CMA Average 

Notes: (1) Although Burlington  
is part of the Hamilton Census 
Metropolitan Area, the CT incomes 
are measured relative  
to the Toronto CMA here. 
 
(2) Figures for 1980 include 
the municipal total populations for 
Halton Hills and Milton since there is 
no census tract data available for 
those areas in census 1981. To 
produce the chart, it is estimated that 
Halton Hills and Milton would have 
had 100% of their CTs as middle 
income in 1980. 
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Neighbourhood Income & Population, 
Former City of Scarborough, 1970-2010 

High Income (More than 

20% Above) 

Middle Income (Within 

20%) 

Low Income (More than 

20% Below) 

Income Definition Notes: 
Individual income is for persons  

15 and over, from all sources, before-tax.  

Census tract boundaries correspond to  

those that existed in each census year.  

Income for 2010 is based on all taxfilers  

for 2006 CT boundaries. 

Census Tract Average Income  
compared to the CMA Average 

Middle!Income!
Neighbourhoods!

from!
94%(
To!
13%(

Scarborough!

Toronto!1970,!Average!Individual!Income!
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Toronto!1980,!Average!Individual!Income!

Toronto!1990,!Average!Individual!Income!
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Toronto!2000,!Average!Individual!Income!

Toronto!2010,!Average!Individual!Income!
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Toronto’s!!Segregated!
EthnoACultural!Popula8on,!2006!

32 
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Region!!
of!Peel!
!
Visible!
Minority!
Popula8on!
!

1996!&!2006!

1,500 
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Why!worry!about!more!!
rigid!socioAspa8al!divisions!!
and!greater!inequality?!

Inequality!promotes!strategies!that!are!
more!selfAinterested,!less!affilia8ve,!oden!
highly!an8social,!more!stressful,!and!likely!
to!give!rise!to!higher!levels!of!violence,!
poorer!community!rela8ons,!and!worse!
health. –!Richard!Wilkinson,!The!Impact!of!Inequality,!2005:22!

35 

4.!!What!Can!be!Done?!

Policy!Op8ons:!Income!inequality!&!
polariza8on;!and!the!resul8ng!SocioA
spa8al!and!EthnoAcultural!Divides!
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What!can!be!done?!!
!

Federal!!&!!Provincial(!Policy!!Ac8on!

!

ESSENTIAL!!
Government!
Policy!Ac8ons!

Income!
Support!
Strategy!

Effec8ve!An8A
Discrimina8on!

Strategy!
Affordable!

Housing!Strategy!

Labour!
Market!
Strategy!

37 

There is ... no justification for the level or condition 
of poverty that coexists with this wealth.  

Poverty does not directly cause violence ...  
 

If not ameliorated it can nonetheless play a 
central role in generating  

   alienation,   
   a lack of hope or opportunity,  
   low self-esteem,  
   a sense of having no future and  
   other immediate risk factors  

1.  The level of poverty 
2.  The concentration of poverty 
3.  The circumstances of poverty 

38 
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If City #3 was a separate Census Metropolitan Area (CMA),  
it would be Canada’s 4th largest.  

 

It lacks the rapid transit and many services of a CMA. 
40 
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Policy(Op2ons!
CONTEXT:(((Federal((&((Provincial(!
  INCOME(STRATEGY(
  ANTI/DISCRIMINATION(STRATEGY!
  HOUSING(STRATEGY((!
  LABOUR(MARKET(STRATEGY((!

SPECIFIC(ACTIONS:((City(of(Toronto(!
  (INCLUSIONARY(ZONING(
  (RENTAL(HOUSING(REHABILITATION((
  (TOWER(NEIGHBOURHOOD(RENEWAL(
  (RAPID(TRANSIT(IN(CITY(#3(

Divided!Socie8es:!Inequality!is!a!Choice!
“I!see!us!entering!a!world!divided!not!just!
between!the!haves!and!haveAnots,!but!also!
between!those!countries!that!do!nothing!about!
it,!and!those!that!do.!!

“Some!countries!will!be!successful!in!crea8ng!
shared!prosperity!—!the!only!kind!of!prosperity!
that!I!believe!is!truly!sustainable.!!

“Others!will!let!inequality!run!amok.”!!

– Joseph Stiglitz, 2013 
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1970 - 2025 

1970 - 2005 

2025(if!nothing!changes!
!

City!#1!!=!!30%!
!

City!#3!!=!!60%!

For  fu r ther  in fo rmat ion  

www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca 

Larry Bourne, David Ley, Richard Maaranen, Robert Murdie, Damaris Rose, Alan Walks 
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