
the likelihood of companies, from countries they have business dealings with, to engage in bribery 

when doing business in their country. 

The Bribe Payers Index scores are anchored to the 0 – 10 parameters of the scale. A score 

of 0 corresponds with the perceptions of business people around the world that companies from 

that country always pay bribes when doing business abroad. A score of 10 corresponds with the 

perception that companies from that country never engage in bribery when doing business abroad. 

A score of 10 is therefore the highest that every country should aim for, as anything less than a 10 

is an indication that companies from these countries are perceived to engage in bribery to some 

degree when doing business across borders20. In 2011, Canada scored 8.5 out of 10 maximum 

points, which placed her on the 6th in the Bribe payers index. (See Figure 9 in the chapter Annex). 

 

Chapter 3. Human resources and the social harmony 

Employment and unemployment21. International Picture 

At 7.5%, Canada's unemployment rate was lower, in 2011, than the overall OECD average 

(8.0%). Compared to other G7 countries, Canada had a lower rate than the United Kingdom 

(8.0%) Italy (8.4%), the US (9.0%) and France (9.6%), but a higher rate than Japan (4.6%) and 

Germany (6.0). 

 
Figure 3. Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD).Statistics from A to Z. OECD 

Statistics. Available from: http://www.oecd.org 

Canada–United States comparison 
The number of employed as a percentage of the working-age population in Canada, that 

is the employment rate—when adjusted to U.S. concepts—was markedly lower than that of the 

United States from the early 1990s until 2002. Since 2002, the adjusted employment rate in 

Canada has been higher, with the gap between the two countries widening since late 2006. 
                                                

20 Source: http://www.transparency.org/research/bpi/overview 
21 Data sources for this subchapter: http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/120511/longdesc-cg120511a001-eng.htm 
and http://www4.hrsdc.gc.ca/.3ndic.1t.4r@-eng.jsp?iid=16  
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In April 2012, the employment rate was 62.6% in Canada when adjusted to U.S. 

concepts. This was 4.2 percentage points higher than the comparable rate of 58.4% in the 

United States. The gap in the employment rates between the two countries has been 

around 4 percentage points since June 2010. 

From the early 1980s until 2008, the adjusted Canadian unemployment rate was higher 

than the rate in the United States. However, since that time, the Canadian rate has been lower, 

with a gap of around 2.5 percentage points since late 2009. 

In April, the adjusted unemployment rate in Canada was 6.4%, compared with 8.1% in 

the United States, for a gap of 1.7 percentage points. The gap has narrowed slightly in recent 

months, mainly as a result of a decline in the number of people actively searching for work in 

the United States. 

National Picture 

In the 1976-2012 timeframe, the unemployment rate reached its highest levels in 1983 

(12.0%) and 1993 (11.4%), following two major recessions in Canada. In comparison, the effect 

of the 2008-2009 economic crisis on unemployment was a lot milder. Indeed, even though the 

unemployment rate increased from a decades-low of 6.0% in 2007 to 8.3% in 2009, it never 

came close to the previous highs and decreased to 7.5% in 2011. 

 
Figure 4. Statistics Canada. Labour force survey estimates (LFS), supplementary unemployment rates by sex and 

age group, annual (CANSIM Table 282-0086). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2012 

Thus, in the recent years, for Canada, the problematic year was 2009, when the 

consequences of recession were obvious, including in the employment area (the minimum value 

being recorded in July 2009: 16,743.8 thousands). Afterwards, the employment rate increased 

with some minor exceptions constantly until 2012. For instance, compared with the year before, 

the 2012 employment was up 1.2% (214,000). All of the growth over the 12 months was in full-

time work, up 217,000 (+1.6%), while part-time employment was unchanged. Also, the total 

number of hours worked rose 1.5% over the same period. 



 
Figure 5. Employment 2008-2012. Source: http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/120511/longdesc-

cg120511a001-eng.htm 

 

In 2012, the employment gain was, starting with April, primarily in the goods sector, 

with increases in construction, manufacturing, natural resources and agriculture. Among service 

industries, education employment increased, while public administration declined. 

From a regional point of view, the employment increased in Quebec, British Columbia, 

Alberta, Saskatchewan, New Brunswick, Newfoundland and Labrador, and Prince Edward 

Island. Meanwhile, in the other three provinces there was little change. 

However, employment increased merely among private sector employees. Compared 

with 12 months earlier, the number of private sector employees was up 2.3%, while public 

sector and self-employment were little changed. 

As previously said, although the figures indicate that the unemployment rate was lower 

during the economic crisis than in the 90s, presently, in 2012, it did not yet approach the values 

before 2009 (see tables below). From this perspective, the potential of the work force is still 

undeveloped, a positive aspect for any foreign investor.  

http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/120511/longdesc-cg120511a001-eng.htm
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/120511/longdesc-cg120511a001-eng.htm


 
Figure 6. Source: http://www.tradingeconomics.com/canada/unemployment-rate 

 

Employment up in goods-producing industries and other sectors 

In April 2012, construction employment was up 25,000. Compared with 12 months 

earlier, employment in this industry rose 3.5%, with notable growth since January. 

Although employment in manufacturing increased in 2012 continuing an upward trend 

that started in December 2011, in comparison to the precedent year, little has changed. A 

similar situation was recorded in the educational services. 

Natural resources employment continued on an upward trend that started in 

September 2011. This industry remained the fastest growing of all industries, posting year-

over-year employment growth of 12.5%. 

The sector that little changed over the past two years was the one of the agriculture 

employment. 

http://www.tradingeconomics.com/canada/unemployment-rate


 
Figure 7. Canada: Distribution of the workforce across economic sectors from 1998 to 2008 

 

Tabel 6. Canada: Distribution of the workforce across economic sectors in March-April 2012 

 
March 
2012 

April 
2012 

March to 
April 2012 

April 2011 to 
April 2012 

March to 
April 2012 

April 2011 to 
April 2012 

 thousands change in thousands % change 
Class of worker       

Employees 14,767.5 14,834.1 66.6 237.8 0.5 1.6 
Self-employed 2,669.0 2,660.6 -8.4 -24.0 -0.3 -0.9 

Public/private sector employees 
      Public 3,582.4 3,563.2 -19.2 -12.5 -0.5 -0.3 

Private 11,185.1 11,270.9 85.8 250.3 0.8 2.3 
All industries 17,436.5 17,494.7 58.2 213.8 0.3 1.2 
Goods-producing sector 3,845.9 3,915.9 70.0 91.9 1.8 2.4 
Agriculture 300.3 310.5 10.2 4.3 3.4 1.4 

Natural resources2 372.1 383.1 11.0 42.7 3.0 12.5 
Utilities 137.4 137.7 0.3 -1.4 0.2 -1.0 
Construction 1,273.9 1,298.5 24.6 43.6 1.9 3.5 
Manufacturing 1,762.3 1,786.1 23.8 2.6 1.4 0.1 
Services-producing sector 13,590.6 13,578.8 -11.8 121.9 -0.1 0.9 
Trade 2,625.9 2,607.5 -18.4 -29.7 -0.7 -1.1 
Transportation and warehousing 841.5 853.5 12.0 15.1 1.4 1.8 
Finance, insurance, real estate 
and leasing 1,073.6 1,083.8 10.2 -10.9 1.0 -1.0 

Professional, scientific and 
technical services 

1,313.7 1,311.3 -2.4 13.4 -0.2 1.0 

Business, building and other 
support services 

683.9 681.2 -2.7 3.9 -0.4 0.6 

Educational services 1,235.3 1,252.1 16.8 18.3 1.4 1.5 
Health care and social assistance 2,112.1 2,110.4 -1.7 31.8 -0.1 1.5 
Information, culture and 
recreation 824.8 816.3 -8.5 33.6 -1.0 4.3 

Accommodation and food 
services 

1,105.7 1,110.8 5.1 24.9 0.5 2.3 

Other services 796.7 806.9 10.2 45.6 1.3 6.0 
Public administration 977.4 945.0 -32.4 -24.3 -3.3 -2.5 

1.North American Industry Classification System. 

2.Also referred to as forestry, fishing, mining, quarrying, oil and gas. 

Note(s): Related to CANSIM tables 282-0088 and 282-0089. 

 

http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/120511/t120511a002-eng.htm#t002Note_2


Employment up among people aged 25 and over 

Youth employment has been little changed since July 2009, in 2012 the 

unemployment rate remaining at 13.9%. It is smaller in comparison to both the EU (21,4%22) 

and US (22,8%23). Thus, we can understand that Canada was at shelter in front of the shocks of 

the economic crisis. 

For the next age group, 25-54, comparing to the figures of 2011, employment was 

up only 0.5%, with gains among both men and women. 

An increase, however, can be observed in the case of employment among those 

aged 55 and over, that continued on an upward trend in the last 2 years. Compared 

with 12 months earlier, employment among men and women of this age group 

increased 5.5%, partly the result of population aging. 

In other words, unemployment generally decreases with age. In 2011, the 

unemployment rate ranged from 4.9% for individuals 65 years of age and over who were in 

the labour force to 14.2% for youth aged 15 to 24. 

 
Figure 8. Statistics Canada. Labour force survey estimates (LFS), supplementary unemployment rates by sex and 

age group, annual (Table CANSIM 282-0086). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2012 

Gender 
From the mid-1970s to the late 1980s, the unemployment rate for men was usually lower 

than that for women. However, since 1990, this trend has reversed and the unemployment rate for 

women has been consistently lower than that of their male counterparts. In 2011, the 

unemployment rate for women was 7.0%, while that for men was 7.8%. 

                                                
22http://www.iiea.com/blogosphere/the-eu-unemployment-infographic?gclid=CMeu26_CrrUCFUMV3god60cAzg 
23 http://business.time.com/2012/11/05/why-the-u-s-has-a-worse-youth-employment-problem-than-europe/ 

http://business.time.com/2012/11/05/why-the-u-s-has-a-worse-youth-employment-problem-than-europe/


 
Figure 9. Source: Statistics Canada. Labour force survey estimates (LFS), supplementary unemployment rates by 

sex and age group, annual (CANSIM Table 282-0086). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2012. 
 

Regions 

In 2011, Newfoundland and Labrador had the highest unemployment rate in the country at 

12.7%, 5.2 percentage points higher than the national average of 7.5%. The provinces with the 

next highest unemployment rates were Prince Edward Island at 11.4%, New Brunswick and Nova 

Scotia and at 9.5% and 8.8% respectively. Saskatchewan had the lowest unemployment rate in 

2011 at 5.0%, followed by Manitoba and Alberta at 5.4%.  

 
Figure 10. Source: Statistics Canada. Labour force survey estimates (LFS), supplementary unemployment rates 

by sex and age group, annual (CANSIM Table 282-0086). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2012 

Vulnerable categories and unemployment 

In 2006, the unemployment rate for Aboriginal people was 14.8%, approximately 8.5 

percentage points higher than the national average of 6.3%. People with disabilities (8.6%), lone 

parents (8.1%), and recent immigrants (12.3%) also experienced higher than average 

unemployment rates. 



 
Figure 11. Source: Data for lone parents, recent immigrants and Aboriginal people, HRSDC calculations based on 

Statistics Canada. Census 2006 data (not published); and for people with disabilities, Statistics Canada. Education, 
Employment and Income of Adults wit 

The Index of Human Development24  

Human Development Index: Trends 1980 – present 

 

Each year since 1990, the Human Development Report published the Human Development 

Index (HDI), promoted  as an alternative to conventional measures of national development, such 

as level of income and the rate of economic growth.  

The three main dimensions of human development that compose the HDI are health, 

education and income. Canada's HDI is 0.908, which gives the country a rank of 6 out of 187 

countries with comparable data. The HDI of OECD as a region increased from 0.749 in 1980 to 

0.873 today, placing Canada above the regional average.  

In the last years, Canada’s highest rank was no. 4 in 2009. However, in only one year, after 

the effects of the recession, it registered a significant drop on the 8th place (2010). Now, the last 

                                                
24 Sources for this subchapter: http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/CAN_print.html  

http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/CAN_print.html


available report puts Canada on the 6th place in 2011, a sign of its comeback in socio-economic 

terms. 

Tabel 7. Canada's ranks HDI 2011-2000 
Year Canada Very high human development OECD World 
2011 0.908  0.889  0.873  0.682   
2010 n.a.  n.a.  0.872  0.679   
2009 0.903  0.885  0.869  0.676   
2008 0.903  0.885  0.869  0.674   
2007 0.900  0.882  0.866  0.670   
2006 0.897  0.879  0.863  0.664   
2005 0.892  0.876  0.860  0.660   
2004 n.a.  n.a.  0.859  0.665   
2003 n.a.  n.a.  0.855  0.659   
2002 n.a.  n.a.  0.852  0.654   
2001 n.a.  n.a.  0.848  0.650   
2000 0.879  0.858  0.840  0.634   

 

 
Figure 12. Components of Canada's HDI: Health, Education and Income. 

Source: http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/CAN_print.html 

One may observe that the lowest figures are registered within the income component, a 

fact due to the economical climate that is slowly recovering from the impact of the 2009 economic 

crisis. However, the numbers are still high enough to overcome the emergence of potential 

social unrest phenomena. 

The highest component value within the HDI is education. However, education is a 

factor in income and spending – higher degrees lead to higher median salaries as well as 

increased expenditures. For instance, in Canada, full-time year-round earners with a university 

degree earned substantially more than their counterparts without a degree. Young women with 

university degrees out-earned their counterparts without a high school diploma by over $20,000, a 

sum recorded for the year 200625. 

Labor conflicts and strikes  

This idea of social harmony is also sustained by some other types of indicators that become 

relevant: the number and duration of labor conflicts and strikes. Strikes and lockouts tend to 

reduce earnings and affect the economic and social well-being of the workers and families 

                                                
25 Source: Statistics Canada, "Earnings and Incomes of Canadians Over the Past Quarter Centuary, 2006 Census: 
Earnings" (2009).  



involved. They can also affect other workers indirectly through layoffs or reduced hours in 

associated businesses. 

In 2011, Canadian employees lost an average of about one hour per employee due to 

labour disputes, significantly less than 40 years ago. This amounted to an estimated 1,966,987 

workdays lost in Canada in the year. However, the average number of hours not worked because 

of strikes or lockouts has declined overall since 1976 (when recorded 10.6 hours per year). Given 

this indicator it seems that the quality of life is improving in Canada, despite the increasing in the 

Gini coefficient of inequality (see below). 

 
Figure 13. Source: HRSDC calculations based on Statistics Canada. Labour Force Historical Review 2011  

(Table 221). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2012 (Cat. No. 71F0004XVB). 

 

In the case of gender distribution, the national trend from 1976 to 2011 shows a 

significant decline in the number of hours lost annually to strikes and lockouts for both male and 

female employees. However, this decline was much greater for men (from 14.5 hours on average 

in 1976 to 1.4 hours in 2011), even though the women loose smaller amounts of time (from 4.5 

hours on average in 1976 to 0.8 hours in 2011).  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 14. Source: HRSDC calculations based on Statistics Canada. Labour Force Historical Review 2011 (Table 
221). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2012 (Cat. No. 71F0004XVB). 

Vehicles per capita 
Here, it should be noted that, according to the table of the Rural-Urban distribution in the 

Annex, Canada constantly transformed from a rural country (87% in 1851) to an urban one (20% 

rural). Thus, the entire society has changed its constituency. With the increase of the scale of the 

major cities, the need for transport became obvious. 

Thus, another significant indicator for the social harmony and the quality of life is 

considered to be the one that measures the total number of vehicles per capita registered. The 

World Bank places Canada on the 14th position, with 620 vehicles per 1000 people, a figure 

registered in 2009. 

 
Figure 15. Motor vehicles per 1000 people. The World Bank: 

http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IS.VEH.NVEH.P3 

http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IS.VEH.NVEH.P3


However, if we take into account that the working time to buy a car by the average worker 

can be considered as an indicative of the purchasing power, we may also consider it significant to 

the social harmony. Thus, for the average Canadian worker, it takes 1552 hours (6 months in 

average), 6% more than in comparison to the average US worker that must work 1459 hours 

in order to afford a car, according to the International Metalworkers' Federation, The 

Purchasing Power of Working Time 2002: An International Comparison of Average Net Hourly 

Earnings 2001 (International Metalworkers' Federation, Geneva, 2002). 

Income vs. consumption basket 

Another indicator for the social harmony can be considered the average income compared 

with the estimated cost of the consumption basket per household. Thus, the median total income 

for 2008 is 68,860 $ per person, and the consumption basket for the same year is 28,925 $ (for 2 

adults and 2 children). In 2009 the values are 68,410$ with 30,450$, meanwhile in 2010 it further 

grew to 69,860$ median income and 30,967$ per household. 

Tabel 8. Median total income, by family type, by province and territory. Source: http://www.statcan.gc.ca/tables-
tableaux/sum-som/l01/cst01/famil108a-eng.htm 

 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Median total income All census families1 - $ 

Canada 63,600 66,550 68,860 68,410 69,860 

Newfoundland and Labrador 50,500 55,210 59,320 60,290 62,580 

Prince Edward Island 56,100 58,610 61,010 62,110 63,610 

Nova Scotia 56,400 59,200 61,980 62,550 64,100 

New Brunswick 54,000 56,930 59,790 60,670 62,150 

Quebec 59,000 61,780 63,830 64,420 65,900 

Ontario 66,600 69,190 70,910 69,790 71,540 

Manitoba 58,700 62,070 64,530 65,550 66,530 

Saskatchewan 60,500 65,120 69,800 70,790 72,650 

Alberta 78,400 82,030 86,080 83,560 85,380 

British Columbia 62,600 65,780 67,890 66,700 66,970 

Yukon 76,000 81,080 85,070 84,640 86,930 

Northwest Territories 88,800 94,220 98,530 98,300 101,010 

Nunavut 54,300 56,160 58,590 60,160 62,680 

1. Census families include couple families, with or without children, and lone-parent families. 
Source: Statistics Canada, CANSIM, table 111-0009. 

The Gini Index26 or the Income Inequality 
Canada’s Gini index rose from 0.293 in the mid-1990s to 0.320 in the late 2000s (in 2009 

ranked 12th place with a 0.32 coefficient). During the same period, the United States’ Gini index 

increased from 0.361 to 0.378. 

                                                
26 The Gini coefficient (named after the Italian statistician Corrado Gini) is the most commonly used measure of 
income inequality. It calculates the extent to which the distribution of income among individuals within a 
country deviates from a perfectly equal distribution. A Gini coefficient of 0 represents perfect equality (that is, 
every person in the society has the same amount of income); a Gini coefficient of 1 represents perfect inequality 
(that is, one person has all the income and the rest of the society has none). 

http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/search-recherche?lang=eng&searchTypeByBalue=1&pattern=111-0009&p2=37


 
Figure 16. income inequality in Canada. Source: http://www.conferenceboard.ca/hcp/hot-

topics/caninequality.aspx 

A significant increase in income inequality occurred in Canada between 2000 and 2006. 

 

 . 
The average Canadian is better off than a generation ago. In 1976, average income was 
$51,100; by 2009, it was $59,700—an increase of 17 per cent over 33 years. These figures are in 
real dollars—which means converting the 1976 income figure into 2009 dollars by adjusting for 
inflation. But average income is not necessarily a good measure of how the majority of people 
are doing27. Median income increased from $45,800 in 1976 to $48,300 in 2009. This increase 
has been very modest—just 5.5 per cent over 33 years. Moreover, the gap between average 
and median income has been growing. 

                                                
27 Some analysts suggest using median income instead. Median income is the amount that divides the income 
distribution into two equal groups—half having income above that amount, and half having income below that 
amount. The average income can be distorted by the highest and lowest values. The median—the middle value of the 
group—is not affected by the actual level of the highest or lowest values 



 
After improving to a “B” grade in the mid-1990s, Canada’s grade once again dropped to a 

“C” in the most recent decade. Canada is the only peer country whose relative grade dropped 

between the mid-1990s and the mid-2000s, owing to its significant increase in income 

inequality (the second-largest of all the peer countries).  

How does Canada compare to its peers? Income inequality is higher in Canada than in 11 

of the peer countries. Although Canada’s wealth is distributed more equally than in the U.S., 

Canada’s 12th place ranking suggests it is doing a mediocre job of ensuring income equality. 

Canada gets a “C” grade on this indicator. 

 

 



How do Canadians feel about income inequality? 

A World Values Survey asked people in 13 countries what they felt about income 

inequality. The responses could range from 1 (incomes should be made more equal) to 10 (we 

need larger income differences as incentives). The mean response value in the U.S. was the 

highest among the countries participating in the survey. More than any other country, 

respondents in the U.S. felt that larger income inequality acts as an incentive. Switzerland 

was at the other end of the scale: Swiss respondents, more than those in any other country, felt that 

incomes should be made more equal. The average Canadian response was closer to that of the 

U.S. than that of Switzerland. 

 
Figure 17. World Values Survey, 2009, Online Data Analysis. 

 

The share of population living below the poverty line 

According to the CIA Factbook, Canada’s figure of 9.4 in 2008 is actually the Low Income 

Cut-Off (LICO), a calculation that results in higher figures than found in many comparable 

economies. 

 
Figure 18. Source: http://www.indexmundi.com/g/g.aspx?c=ca&v=69 

Statistics Canada has refused to endorse any metric as a measure of poverty, including the 

low-income cut off it publishes, without a mandate to do so from the federal government. 



But the IndexMundi offers the figures in the table below which show that the population 

below the poverty line is slowly decreasing (from 15.9 in 2006 to 9.4 in 2012). However, other 

research institutes such as the Fraser Institute made its own calculations and got to the figure of 

4.9% for the year of 2004.  

 

Even if the Gini coefficient is increasing, the overall poverty steadily decreases because the 

general welfare is increasing. This is expressed in incomes and the social behavior, as shown 

above. 
 

Chapter 4. External sector of the economy 

 

Canada’s current account  

In 2011, Canada's current account deficit, the third consecutive annual deficit after a 

decade of surpluses, was marked by a slight drop from the deficit record set in 2010, indicating the 

worst of the economic crisis may be over. The deficit for the year fell to $-52,292 million, the 

second highest after the 2010's $-60,175 million. The 2011 deficit represented 2.8% of GDP, 

compared with 3.1% in 2010., A current account deficit shows that Canada has strong imports, a 

low saving rates and high personal consumption rates as a percentage of disposable incomes. 

Even though slightly positive, the goods balance reached in 2011 a $912 million surplus, 

after the lowest value registered in 2010: $-10,776 million (Table 1 Annexes). The 2011 

improvement in the goods balance is consistent with a stronger than expected growth in the US 

economy, Canada’s most important trading partner and is a good sign of economic rebound.  

Canada's balance of international payments  
(Current account) 

 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 

Current account $ millions 

Total receipts 624,347 648,105 510,488 554,817 615,948 

Total payments 612,145 646,197 556,884 614,992 668,240 

Total balance 12,202 1,908 -46,396 -60,175 -52,292 

Source: Statistics Canada 

As 2009 was the first year of current account deficit, hence, we may analyze the evolution 

of imbalances between 2009 and 2011: 
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= -52,292/-46,396*100=113%, which means that the imbalance in 2011 

versus 2009 had widened.  

Comparing the 2011 result with the one in 2008, which was the last year of a decade of 
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IGA=615,948/648,105*646,197/668,240*100=92%. We can again see a negative trend, a 

decrease of the percentage coverage in 2011, against 2008 

 

Canada’s foreign trade in goods and services 

The trade relationship between Canada and the US has been the world’s largest, as there 

have not been, in the past decade, any other two countries to develop trade relationships at the 

existing level between Canada and the US. Canada’s economic progress is closely tied to that of 

the US, as trade and economic integration between the two countries have increased significantly 

following the signing of the 1989 US-Canada Free Trade Agreement (FTA) and the 1994 North 

American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). 

2011 represented for Canada’s trade in goods and services the second consecutive year of 

strong recovery after the 22% loss in 2009 during the global recession. Both exports and imports 

expanded in most sectors, with exports reaching 95% of their pre-recession value and imports 

reaching their highest value on record.  

 

MERCHANDISE EXPORTS 

Total Canadian me rchandise exports rose to $447.8 billion in 2011, while merchandise 

imports increased to $445.9 billion, leading to a positive trade balance after two consecutive years 

of deficits. Exports increased to every partner in Canada’s top 20 export destinations. Considering 

that there has been a similar rise in 2010, we may say that Canada qualifies for a sustained 

recovery of merchandise exports after the major downturn of 2009. Nevertheless, exports to most 

of Canada’s OECD partners have not yet reached the pre-recessionary levels: notably to the 

United States, Japan, Germany, France and Italy. Meanwhile, imports of merchandise reached 

their highest level ever, driven mainly by increased purchases from the United States and China. 

Canada’s trade is generally conduced with very few partners and the US playing the 

biggest role. The exports are particularly concentrated: the most important 10 countries for 

Canada’s exports represented 89.7% of the total merchandise exports, a share which held constant 



from 2010.  With regards to Canadian imports, the 10 main suppliers accounted for 79% of total 

imports, representing a drop from 80.6% in 2010. The US is mainly responsible for this difference, 

as the exports to this country exceeded the imports from it in the value of $109.2 billion.  

Country %  Value of exports ($ billion) Increase from 2010 (%) 

United States 73.71% 329.94 10.40% 
United Kingdom 4.20% 18.8 14.80% 
China 3.75% 16.8 27.10% 
Japan 2.38% 10.7 16.00% 
Mexico 1.22% 5.5 9.30% 
South Korea 1.14% 5.1 37.40% 
Netherlands 1.07% 4.8 46.90% 
Germany 0.88% 4.0 0.50% 
France 0.69% 3.1 31.10% 
Hong Kong 0.66% 3.0 57.80% 

Source: Canada’s state of Trade report 

The Top 10 slightly changed in terms of destinations since 2010, with Brazil and Norway 

not being able to maintain their ranks and being replaced by France and Hong Kong. 

Exports to the United States 

The exports to this country increased from the previous year by 10.4%, despite the slow 

economic recovery in this country. The biggest share in the Canadian Exports to the US is 

represented by mineral fuels and oils, reaching in 2011 31.6% ($104.3 billion). The increase was 

generated by the increase of prices, as the export volumes actually decreased. Recovery was also 

noticed in the automotive exports to the US, reaching its pre-recession level. The increase in 

exports of precious metals and stones joined the general evolution, amounting $1.6 billion. 

Exports to the United Kingdom: 

The UK continued to hold the second place in 2011, with an overall value of exports 

reaching $18.8 billion, due to an increase of 14.8% from the 2010 value. The gain comes from the 

export of precious metals and stones. 

Exports to China: 

The growth in exports to this country amounted $3.6 billion (27.1% from the previous 

year). China is the top destination of Canada’s ores (iron ore and copper ore – $1.3 billion versus 

2010). Significant gains in export value were identified in wood pulp, gold and aircraft and parts.  

Exports to Japan: 

Canada’s exports to Japan had an increase of 16% from 2010, up with $1.5 billion. Most of 

the increase came from canola seeds (Japan is Canada’s top importer of canola seeds) and ores, 

closely followed by fuels and oils.  

Exports to Mexico: 

The 5th ranked destination for Canadian merchandise exports is represented by Mexico. 

Canola seeds grew significantly for the second consecutive year, representing the main export 



commodity to Mexico. Exports of cereals expanded by $112 million while exports of cars, meat 

and electrical machinery lost registered decreases. Canada also exports to Mexico iron and steel, 

aluminum, aircraft, and mineral fuels and oil.  

Exports to South Korea: 

The increase in exports to South Korea is mainly due to the growth in the exports of 

mineral fuels and oil (by $783 million, all in coal). Cereals and meat exports more than doubled, 

aircraft exports jumped from $149 million to $166 million, their highest level since 2006, other 

increases were recorded in ores and wood products. Decreases were recorded in machinery 

exports, aluminum and electrical equipment. 

Exports to the Netherlands:  

The Netherlands improved its ranking to 7th in 2011 among the top destinations for 

Canadian merchandise exports, passing Germany. Exports grew 46.9 percent ($1.5 billion) to 

reach $4.8 billion. Most of the increase was due to mineral fuels and oils, canola,metals and ores. 

Exports to Germany: 

The slowest growth in the top 10 destinations for Canadian merchandise exports was 

represented by Germany gaining only 0.5%. Changes in the commodity exports to this country 

were recorded: ores, one of Canada’s top export commodities to Germany, nearly halved (iron was 

the main decrease factor), aircraft exports compensated somewhat as well as and exports of 

precious stones and metals which also went up.Machinery became the top export item to 

Germany, with a $15-million growth. 

Exports to France: 

France recorded an impressive increase in export growth – more than 31%, due to major 

inputs from several items: aircraft and parts, mineral fuels and oil, ores (predominantly iron), 

machinery exports, canola oil and seeds, as well as inorganic chemicals (predominantly uranium).   

Exports to Hong Kong: 

One of the new entries in the top 10 was represented by Hong Kong, which lead the growth 

in this group of countries: 57.8%. The increase was mostly due to higher exports of precious 

metals and stones, which gained $854 million in value (all of which was gold). Aircraft exports 

grew as well, next to a positive evolution on electric machinery. Decreases were also recorded: 

canola seed exports lost a third of their value and meat exports decreased as well. Iron ores 

contributed to the increase, a commodity which was not exported in the previous year. 

MERCHANDISE IMPORTS 

2011 continued on the path on which imports have settled in 2010: a rebound of imports 

due to a strong domestic demand in Canada, reaching a similar growth level as in the previous 



year: 10.5%. This gain of $42.2 billion brought imports in 2011 to the new record of $446.0 

billion. The top 10 suppliers to Canada, which accounted for 79% of the total value of imports, 

contributed to the imports growth with only $27.2 billion (64.5%).  The composition of the 10 

countries remained relatively stable, but unlike with exports, not all of Canada’s top 10 sources 

recorded growth. 

Canada’s Top 10 Import Sources  
Rank Country % Value of imports ($ billion) Increase from 2010 (%) 
1 United States 49.52% 220.9 8.60% 
2 China 10.80% 48.2 8.10% 
3 Mexico 5.51% 24.6 11.10% 
4 Japan 2.93% 13.1 -2.90% 
5 Germany 2.87% 12.8 13.30% 
6 United Kingdom 2.32% 10.3 -3.60% 

7 Korea, South 1.48% 6.6 7.40% 
8 France 1.24% 5.5 2.10% 
9 Algeria 1.23% 5.5 53.30% 
10 Italy 1.14% 5.1 9.50% 

Source: Canada’s state of Trade report 

Imports from the US: 

For the first time since World War II, the United States accounted for less than half of 

Canada’s imports (49.5%). Actual imports rose by $17.5 billion due to multiple achievements: the 

most sizeable increases were in mineral fuels and oil (34.2%), followed by increase in vehicles 

imports (tractors and motor vehicles parts) and machinery (bulldozers, computers and pumps). 

Other increases were encountered in plastics, precious stones and metals (mostly silver), articles of 

iron and steel, raw iron and steel, precision instruments, pharmaceutical products, chemicals and 

rubber products, fertilizers, coffee and tea and beverages. Negative evolution was accounted for 

books and newspapers, toys, games and sports equipment. 

Imports from China: 

China, second on the top 10 suppliers to Canada, has a major lead versus Mexico, the third 

ranked. Total merchandise imports from China reached $48.2 billion in 2011, double the 2004 

value. Growth mainly came from electrical machinery (mostly mobile phones), which was 

seconded by growth in machinery imports (mainly laptops). The imports of furniture, Canada’s 

third-largest import category, stagnated, while imports of toys, games and sports equipment 

decreased. Sizeable growth also took place in imports of articles of iron and steel, apparel, rubber 

and vehicles. 

Imports from Mexico: 

Mexico occupies the 3rd place in the ranking, with a stable 5.5% market share and total 

imports of $24.6 billion. Increase came from vehicles, mineral fuels and oils, electrical machinery 

and mechanical machinery. Precious stones and metals gained $209 million, with gold and silver 

contributing almost equally. 



Imports from Japan: 

Imports from Japan contracted to $13.1 billion in 2011, as a consequence of Japan’s weak 

economy and several natural disasters. Hence, imports of vehicles and electrical machinery 

contracted, while, a partly compensation for these decreases came mechanical machinery and 

aircraft imports. 

Imports from Germany: 

Germany encountered a strong increase in 2011 exports to Canada, reaching $12.8 billion. 

One third of the growth ($488 million) came from mechanical machinery imports; another third 

was split between imports of vehicles, precision instruments, and precious stones and metals 

(predominantly silver). 

Imports from the United Kingdom: 

The weakest-performing import source in the top 10 last year was the United Kingdom, 

with imports down 3.6 percent to $10.3 billion in value. The decline came mainly from the 

contraction in imports of mineral fuels and oil (with crude oil down and non-crude oil up), decline 

in the imports of organic chemicals. This was partly offset by a modest growth in mechanical 

machinery imports, vehicles, precious stones and metals, precision instruments and electrical 

machinery. 

Imports from Korea 

Korea maintained its seventh place in Canada’s top 10 merchandise import sources, with 

an import value increase of 7.4 percent in 2011. Growth was led by mechanical machinery (an 

important part represented by laptops). Increase also came from imports of precious stones and 

metals, iron and steel products, iron and steel, as well as rubber. Decrease was recorded by a 

contraction in imports of electrical machinery (largely electronic integrated circuits and mobile 

phones) and in imports of vehicles. 

Imports from France 

France was ranked 8th, with $5.5 billion in imports. Increase came from mechanical 

machinery imports, electrical machinery, beverages and mineral fuels and oil, but it was 

counteracted by a significant drop in aircraft imports pharmaceuticals. 

Imports from Algeria 

Algeria, which ranked ninth, was a newest entry into the top 10, with imports into Canada 

valued at $5.5 billion. Imports grew by 53.3%, which was by far the largest gain among the top 

10. Crude oil accounted for 99.9 percent of these imports. 

Imports from Italy 

Italy, the 10th in the top reached a total of $5.1 billion in total import value. The growth 

was generated by: 50%from mechanical machinery and parts, while the remaining 50% were 



accounted by imports of pharmaceuticals, iron and steel, electrical machinery and beverages. A 

negative result came from mineral fuels and oil as well as aircraft imports. 

Merchandise trade by major product groups 

In this section, Canada’s 2011 trade performance by commodity groupings is presented as 

an aggregated version of the 2-digit level HS chapters. These major groups, 12 in all, are defined 

as follows: energy; vehicles and parts; mechanical machinery and appliances; electrical and 

electronic machinery; technical and scientific equipment; agricultural and agri-food products; 

metals and minerals; chemicals, plastics and rubber products; wood, pulp and paper; textiles, 

clothing and leather; consumer goods and miscellaneous manufactured products; and other 

transportation equipment. 

Merchandise Trade by Major Product Groups in 2011 
  Export value  

($ billion) 
Export 
evolution (%) 

Import value  
($ billion) 

Import evolution 
(%) 

Agri-food 44.1 12.60% 33 10.70% 
Chemicals, Plastics and Rubber 47 12.90% 58.8 6.50% 
Consumer and Misc. Mfg. Products 19.6 4.30% 21.6 3.40% 
Electric Machinery 15.2 1.10% 45 5.50% 
Energy products 114.9 21.20% 52.7 29.40% 
Mechanical Machinery 31.1 8.20% 63.6 11.60% 
Minerals and Metals 75.3 18.70% 57.2 16.70% 
Other Transportation Equipment 10.5 -2.50% 8.1 8.20% 
Technical and Scient equipment 5.9 8.30% 12.5 7.80% 
Textiles, Clothing and Leather 4.6 5.80% 17.3 8.30% 
Vehicles and parts 52.3 4.30% 63.6 5.30% 
Wood, Pulp, Paper 27.4 1.40% 12.4 -3.60% 

Source: Canada’s state of Trade report 

Significant evolutions of these product groups trade was encountered for: 

 Energy products, which, for the 2nd time, (the first was in 2008), exports of this group 
accounted for over a quarter of all Canadian merchandise exports, with a major impact of 
increased volumes and prices of crude oil exports. 

 Agricultural and agri-food products, which is one of the mainstays of Canadian exports 
and trade balance. The 2011 level in export, $44.1 billion, was the highest ever level. 

 Wood, pulp and paper, which, after a long period registered declines, changed the tide for 
an increase in 2010 and continued on this path in 2011 as well. 

Evolution of Canadian merchandise exports by sector, 2001-2011 
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Source: Canada’s state of Trade report 

Canada’s investment 

During 2011, FDI in Canada succeeded a strong rebound both for stocks and flows. 

Increased European investment had a strong impact in the inward flows growth, with a focus in 

the manufacturing sector.  

Canada’s FDI abroad was also marked by a strong increase, this time, the focus being on 

two sectors of tradition with regards to Canada’s FDI in foreign countries: finance and insurance 

and mining and oil and gas extraction. The US and the EU are the ones the benefited from this 

increase in 2011.  

Inward FDI flows 
After a sharp decrease in FDI inflows into Canada during 2008 and 2009 and the slight 

growth registered in 2010, 2011 came with a powerful rebound. The inward FDI flows reached to 

$40.3 billion in 2011, registering an increase of almost two thirds from the previous year. 

However, such a result, even though a great improvement, represents only a third of the 2007 

result, of $123.1 billion. 

FDI flows into Canada by Region ($ millions and %) 

Source 2010 ($) 2011 ($) Change ($) Growth  (%) 

World 24,119 40,345 16,226 67.3 

US 17,312 19,047 1,735 10.0 

EU 1,475 13,921 12,446 843.8 

Japan 1,781 221 -1,56 -87.6 

Other OECD -3,128 446 3,574 -114.3 
Rest of the World 6,679 6,71 31 0.5 

Figure 19 Statistics Canada 

Inward FDI Stock 

In 2011, the evolution of foreign investment stocks in Canada moved at the same pace as 

FDI inflows, reaching $607.5 billion (3.8% increase versus 2010). The European investors 

increased their holdings in Canada with $10.0 billion, accounting for almost half of the inward 

FDI stock increase. The US also had a big impact in this evolution, with $7.6 billion increase, 

accounting for the biggest part of the remaining growth.  

With regards to distribution by sector, $15.3 billion, representing more than two thirds of 

the FDI stock in Canada increase in 2011 had as a destination the manufacturing sector. FDI stock 
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in manufacturing reached $192.7 billion in 2011, accounting for 31.7 percent of the whole FDI 

stock in Canada. Another sector of major interest for the investors was mining, oil and gas 

extraction. Among the service sector, the largest share in the FDI stock increase was in the 

services related to professional, scientific and technical activities, with an increase of $1.9 billion. 

Other sectors which encountered increase were retail trade, finance and insurance as well as real 

estate. (Table 2) 

Outward FDI Flows 

Outflows of FDI from Canada had a positive evolution as well, reaching $45.2 billion in 

2011 (increase of 13.8%). This evolution changed the trend set by the two previous years, which 

were marked by a decrease. The change was ensured by the major increases in investment flows to 

the US and the EU. Outflows to the European Union grew to $11.0 billion. FDI outflows to the 

US reached $23.6 billion, marked by an increase of up to 79.2%.  

FDI outflows from Canada by Region ($ millions and %) 
Source 2010 ($) 2011 ($) Change 

($) 
Growth 
(%) 

World 39,749 45,215 5,466 13.aug 
US 13,163 23,584 10,421 79.2 
EU -6,101 4,868 10,969 - 
Japan 6 268 262 4366.7 
Other 
OECD 11,738 2,273 -9,465 -80.6 
Rest of 
the 
World 20,943 14,222 -6,721 -32.1 

Source: Statistics Canada 

Outward FDI Stock 

The Stock of Canada’s FDI abroad increased in 2011 to reach $684.5 billion (7% increase). 

Combined with the change in inward FDI stock, Canada’s net direct investment asset position 

expanded to $77.0 billion in 2011. 

External debt 

In the world ranking of external debt for 2011 (June 2011), Canada occupied the 13th 

position due to the absolute value of the external debt of $1.181 trillion. However, compared to its 

neighbour to the south, the US, which leads the ranking, Canada scores considerable lower in 

terms of % of GDP (64%) as well as external debt per capita $29,625. (www.indexmundi). 

Chapter 5. Conclusion and recommendations: 

Regarding the attractiveness of the investment climate, that is determined by factors such 

as: access to large markets, labor force quality and availability, regulatory environment and 

business infrastructure, Canada should certainly be seen as being among the world’s main 

destinations. 



As previously presented, the country has a fairly affluent domestic market and strong 

economic ties with the world’s largest economies, among which, the US represents its largest 

business partner. The evolution in the recent years regarding foreign trade and foreign investment 

show a rebound of the country after the strong hit in 2009, during the world economic crisis. The 

country’s plenty natural resources (including arable crops, timber, crude oil and natural gas, 

copper, zinc, iron ore, and fish)as well as developed and efficient transportation infrastructure 

offer support to the business community. The country ranks high in Global Competitiveness 

Reports in terms of information technology and communications infrastructure. 

Labour force quality is also a positive aspect, according to the Human Development Index 

on health, education and income the values rank very high. Decreasing hours spent in labour 

disputes over the past decade, as well as continually decreasing unemployment rate (7.5% for the 

entire population in 2011 and even lower, of 6.8% for the population between 25-54 years) show 

the resilience of the Canadian society during the current crisis. Although the GINI index shows a 

larger inequality, this thing is regarded by the population rather as a positive aspect as it stimulates 

competitiveness. 

In terms of business infrastructure, business is fairly easy to be set up and the state protects 

the investors (in terms of state protection, Canada ranks the 5th among 144 countries). Unlike the 

neighbor to the south, the banking system is solid and conservatory. 

But there are other factors to be considered: as the level of incomes has slightly decreased 

even throughout the economic crisis which most severely hit the country during 2009, we may 

conclude that even though of good quality and available, the labour force is rather expensive. 

Added to this, high level of taxation in Canada (total tax rate as percentage of profit is of 28.8%) 

may discourage foreign investors. 

Given the climate of Canada and its abundant precipitations, increased level salinity, as 

well increased number of vehicles (rank 14 worldwide for the number of vehicles per 1000 

inhabitants), one finds the great opportunity of setting up a business in the service level: opening a 

car maintenance facility to prevent and treat the body and the chassis of the vehicle against the 

negative influence of the rust. As the population density is higher in the area Ontario-Toronto, one 

recommends the opening of the business in that region. At the same time, the sheer space of the 

country with very sparse communities, gives a good opportunity for communication and transport 

services: postal, freight and any kind of mobile service. 

Canada's balance of international payments 

(Current account) - $ millions 

  2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 

Current account           



Total receipts 624,347 648,105 510,488 554,817 615,948 

Goods and services 537,413 567,337 445,655 482,335 539,289 

Goods 461,385 487,262 367,43 403,071 456,518 

Services 76,027 80,075 78,226 79,264 82,771 

Travel 16,618 16,544 15,547 16,234 16,624 

Transportation 12,814 13,246 11,624 12,807 14,294 

Other services 46,595 50,285 51,055 50,223 51,853 

Primary income 77,422 69,67 56,095 62,864 67,837 

Compensation of employees 1,234 1,271 1,322 1,259 1,154 

Investment income 76,188 68,399 54,774 61,606 66,683 

Direct investments 42,791 35,771 28,901 38,514 42,48 

Portfolio investments 22,082 22,272 19,887 18,007 18,975 

Other investments 11,315 10,356 5,986 5,084 5,228 

Secondary income 9,513 11,099 8,737 9,617 8,822 

Private transfers 2,06 2,673 2,395 2,706 2,18 

Government transfers 7,453 8,426 6,342 6,911 6,642 

Total payments 612,145 646,197 556,884 614,992 668,24 

Goods and services 504,142 538,871 468,601 514,234 561,399 

Goods 415,791 443,592 373,984 413,847 455,606 

Services 88,351 95,279 94,617 100,387 105,793 

Travel 26,422 28,645 27,544 30,465 32,974 

Transportation 20,643 22,682 20,076 22,233 23,912 

Other services 41,287 43,952 46,996 47,688 48,906 

Primary income 96,271 95,614 76,707 88,591 94,56 

Compensation of employees 2,626 3 2,878 2,977 3,062 

Investment income 93,645 92,614 73,83 85,614 91,498 

Direct investments 43,958 43,998 30,891 42,588 47,093 

Portfolio investments 31,319 32,802 34,011 36,293 37,832 

Other investments 18,368 15,814 8,928 6,733 6,572 

Secondary income 11,732 11,712 11,576 12,167 12,282 

Private transfers 7,17 6,65 6,368 6,6 6,746 

Government transfers 4,562 5,062 5,208 5,567 5,536 

Total balance 12,202 1,908 -46,396 -60,175 -52,292 

Goods and services 33,271 28,466 -22,946 -31,899 -22,11 

Goods 45,595 43,67 -6,555 -10,776 912 

Services -12,324 -15,204 -16,391 -21,123 -23,022 

Travel -9,804 -12,101 -11,998 -14,231 -16,35 

Transportation -7,828 -9,436 -8,452 -9,427 -9,618 

Other services 5,308 6,333 4,059 2,534 2,947 

Primary income -18,849 -25,944 -20,612 -25,727 -26,723 

Compensation of employees -1,392 -1,73 -1,556 -1,718 -1,908 

Investment income -17,457 -24,215 -19,056 -24,008 -24,815 

Direct investments -1,167 -8,227 -1,99 -4,074 -4,613 

Portfolio investments -9,237 -10,53 -14,124 -18,285 -18,857 

Other investments -7,053 -5,458 -2,942 -1,649 -1,345 

Secondary income -2,219 -613 -2,839 -2,549 -3,459 

Private transfers -5,11 -3,977 -3,973 -3,893 -4,566 

Government transfers 2,89 3,364 1,134 1,344 1,106 



Source: Statistics Canada, CANSIM 

Table 2 

Stock of Foreign Direct Investment into Canada by Major Sector  
$ millions and % 

  2010 2011 Change Growth 

Total, all industries 585,107 607,497 22,39 03.aug 

Agric., forestry, fishing & 
hunting 

1,253 1,289 36 02.sep 

Mining and oil and gas 
extraction 

112,021 115,929 3,908 03.mai 

Utilities 5,38 5,33 -50 -0.9 

Construction 3,359 3,384 25 0.7 

Manufacturing 177,391 192,707 15,316 08.iun 

Wholesale trade 37,911 37,641 -270 -0.7 

Retail trade 18,536 19,222 686 03.iul 

Transportation and 
warehousing 

3,98 3,563 -417 -10.5 

Information & cultural 
industries 

8,673 8,755 82 0.9 

Finance and insurance 77,782 78,478 696 0.9 

Real estate & rental and 
leasing 5,009 5,678 669 13.apr 

Prof.l, scientific and tech. 
services 

12,238 14,096 1,858 15.feb 

Mgm’t of companies & 
enterprises 

110,427 109,743 -684 -0.6 

Accommodation & food 
services 

4,221 4,254 33 0.8 

All other industries 6,925 7,429 504 07.mar 

Information and 
communication technologies 

19,793 19,942 149 0.8 

Source: Statistics Canada 
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Annex 1 

Map of Canada 

 
Annex 1. Fig 2. Overview of Canada and its provinces. Source: http://members.shaw.ca/kcic1/maps/canada.jpg 

(available February 2013). 
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Population of Canada, 1867-2011 

 
Annex 1. Fig 3. Source: Statistics Canada. Historical statistics, estimated population and immigrant arrivals, 

annual (CANSIM Table 075-0001). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2010; and Statistics Canada. Estimates of population, by age 
group and sex for July 1, Canada, pro vinces and territories, annual (CANSIM Table 051-0001). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 

2011. 

Average annual pop. growth rate (1867-2010) and projection to 2060 

 
Annex 1. Fig 4. Source: Statistics Canada. Historical Statistics, Estimated Population and Immigration Arrivals 

(CANSIM Table 75-0001). Ottawa, Statistics Canada, 2010; and Statistics Canada. Estimates of Population, Canada, the 
Provinces and Territories (CANSIM Table 051-0001). Ottawa: and Statistics Canada, 2010; Statistics Canada. Projected 
population, by projection scenario, sex and age group as of July 1, Canada, provinces and territories, annual (CANSIM 

Table 052-0005). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2010. 



Life expectancy at birth Canada, by province, by sex 

 
Annex 1. Fig 5. 2007 to 2009 life expectancy, by sex, province and general (Canada). Data taken from Statistics 

Canada, CANSIM, table 102-0512 and Catalogue no. 84-537-XIE (available February 2013 at 
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/tables-tableaux/sum-som/l01/cst01/health26- eng.htm) 

Immigration from 1867-2011 

 
Annex 1. Fig 6. Source: For 1867 to 1971 data, Statistics Canada. Historical Statistics, Estimated Population and 

Immigration Arrivals (CANSIM Table 75-0001). Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 2010; and for 1972 to 2010 data, Statistics 
Canada. Components of population growth, Canada, provinces and territories, annual (CANSIM Table 051-0004). Ottawa: 

Statistics Canada, 2011. 
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Urban and rural population (1851-2006) 

 
Annex 1. Fig 7. Urban and rural population. Chart consolidated from the data of Statistics Canada, Census of 

Population, 1851 to 2006. 

Population density 

 
Annex 1. Fig 8. Canada 2006 population density. Source: http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2006/as-

sa/97-550/vignettes/img/map-2006-pop-density-canada-sz01-en.gif (available February 2013) 
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Education. Weakness PhD students; strengths high-school and college 

completion 

 
Annex 1. Fig 9. The Conference Board of Canada, How Canada performs. Education and skills, available 

February 2013 at the internet address: http://www.conferenceboard.ca/hcp/details/education.aspx. 
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Canada GDP  

 
Annex 2. Fig. 1. Source: http://data.worldbank.org 

 



GDP Real Growth Rate 

 
Annex 2. Fig. 2. Source: http://www.indexmundi.com 

The evolution of GDP (PPP) 

 
Annex 2. Fig. 3. Source: http://www.indexmundi.com 

Evolution of GDP per capita 

 
Annex 2. Fig. 4. Source: http://www.indexmundi.com 

 



Government Debt to GDP  

 
Annex 2. Fig. 5. Source: www.trading economics.com 

Canada consumer price index  

 
Annex 2. Fig. 6. Source: www.trading economics.com 

Overall Freedom Index of Canada 

 
Annex 2. Fig. 7. Source: http://www.transparency.org/) 



Bribe Payers Index  

 
Annex 2. Fig. 8. Source: http://www.transparency.org/) 

Annex 3 

Canada's Human Development Indicators.  

Health   

Indicator Value 

Expenditure on health, 
public (% of GDP) (%) 

07.ian 

Under-five mortality (per 
1,000 live births) 

6 

Life expectancy at birth 
(years) 

81.0 

Health index 0.962 

Education   

Indicator Value 

Public expenditure on 
education (% of GDP) (%) 04.sep 

Expected Years of 
Schooling (of children) 
(years) 

16.0 

Adult literacy rate, both 
sexes (% aged 15 and 
above) 

n.a. 

Mean years of schooling 
(of adults) (years) 

12.ian 

Education index 0.927 

Combined gross enrolment 
in education (both sexes) 
(%) 

93.4 

Income   

Indicator Value 

GDP per capita (2005 PPP 
$) 

34,567 

GNI per capita in PPP 
terms (constant 2005 
international $) (Constant 
2005 international $) 

35,166 

Income index 0.840 

Inequality   

Indicator Value 

Income Gini coefficient 32.6 

Loss due to inequality in 
life expectancy (%) 

5.0 

Loss due to inequality in 
education (%) 03.feb 

Loss due to inequality in 
income (%) 

17.ian 

Inequality-adjusted 
education index 

0.897 

Inequality-adjusted life 
expectancy index 

0.914 

Inequality-adjusted income 
index 

0.696 

Inequality-adjusted HDI 
value 

0.829 

Poverty   

Indicator Value 

MPI: Multidimensional 
poverty index (k greater 
than or equal to 3) (%) 

n.a. 

MPI: Intensity of 
deprivation n.a. 

MPI: Headcount ( k greater 
than or equal to 3), 
percentage population in 
poverty (% of population) 

n.a. 

MPI: Population living 
below $1.25 PPP per day 
(%) 

n.a. 

Gender   

Indicator Value 

Population with at least 
secondary education, 
female/male ratio (Ratio of 
female to male rates) 

0.993 

Adolescent fertility rate 
(women aged 15-19 years) 
(births per 1,000 women 
aged 15-19) 

12.aug 



Labour force participation 
rate, female-male ratio 
(Ratio of female to male 
shares) 

0.859 

GII: Gender Inequality 
Index, value 

0.147 

Shares in parliament, 
female-male ratio 

0.332 

Maternal mortality ratio 
(deaths of women 
per100,000 live births) 

12 

Sustainability   

Indicator Value 

Carbon dioxide emissions 
per capita for calc (tonnes 
per carbon) 

04.mai 

Endangered species (% of 
all species) 7 

Ecological footprint of 
consumption (global 
hectares per capita) 

7.0 

Adjusted net savings (% of 
GNI) 05.aug 

Greenhouse gases per 
capita (tonnes of CO2 
equivalent) 

04.iul 

Fresh water withdrawals 
(% of actual total 
renewable water resources) 

n.a. 

Natural resource depletion 
(% of GNI) 

02.mar 

Carbon dioxide per capita 
emission (growth 1970-
2008) (%) 

0.1 

Forest area (thousand ha) 310,134 

Change in forest area (%) 0.0 

Impact of natural disasters: 
number of deaths (average 
per year/million) (average 
per year per million 
people) 

n.a. 

Impact of natural disasters: 
population affected 
(average per year/million) 
(average per year per 
million people) 

n.a. 

Environmental 
performance index (EPI) 

n.a. 

Forest area (% of total land 
area) 

34.1 

Demography   

Indicator Value 

Population, total both sexes 
(thousands) 34,349.6 

Population, urban (%) (% 
of population) 80.7 

Population, female 
(thousands) 17,307.74 

Population, male 
(thousands) 17,041.82 

Composite indices   

Indicator Value 

Nonincome HDI value 0.944 

Annex 3. Fig. 1. Country Profile: Canada's 
Human Development Indicators. 
http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/CAN_p
rint.htm

 

Market Basket Measure thresholds for reference family of two adults and 

two children, by MBM region. 

MBM Region3 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Current dollars 

Newfoundland and Labrador 

Rural 23,884 24,365 24,760 24,938 25,730 26,569 27,621 28,356 29,978 31,137 32,602 

Less than 30,000 25,177 25,664 26,071 26,258 27,026 27,854 28,882 29,614 31,205 32,382 33,919 

St. John's 23,514 24,169 24,640 25,086 25,601 26,354 27,782 28,245 29,753 31,665 32,319 

Prince Edward Island 

Rural 22,641 23,387 23,832 24,090 24,969 26,026 27,229 27,582 28,947 30,391 31,419 

Less than 30,000 24,422 25,181 25,671 25,970 26,828 27,879 29,108 29,477 30,826 32,353 33,469 

Charlottetown 25,312 26,081 26,545 26,827 27,657 28,690 29,923 30,301 31,649 31,470 32,244 

Nova Scotia 

Rural 23,086 23,780 24,030 24,326 24,885 26,033 27,054 27,980 29,655 30,850 31,826 

Less than 30,000 24,785 25,490 25,818 26,192 26,793 28,009 29,073 29,991 31,637 32,862 33,887 

30,000 - 99,999 22,440 23,060 23,417 23,761 24,213 25,186 26,464 27,187 28,798 30,567 31,238 

Halifax 24,002 24,745 25,188 25,585 26,179 26,963 28,092 28,756 30,062 31,815 32,303 

Cape Breton 22,152 22,887 23,317 23,597 24,091 24,836 25,975 26,673 28,123 29,847 30,808 

New Brunswick 

Rural 23,350 24,004 24,532 25,063 25,518 26,371 27,539 27,691 29,102 30,638 31,808 

http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/75f0002m/2012002/tbl/75-line-eng.htm#n_3


Less than 30,000 24,652 25,322 25,847 26,376 26,798 27,723 28,873 29,037 30,451 32,005 33,204 

30,000 - 99,999 .. .. .. .. .. 27,260 28,399 28,560 29,971 31,518 32,710 

Fredericton 22,962 23,629 24,314 24,869 25,420 26,494 27,932 28,515 30,042 31,752 32,381 

Saint John 22,435 23,317 23,829 24,076 24,618 25,491 27,010 27,109 28,619 30,512 31,168 

Moncton 22,816 23,689 23,957 24,193 24,642 25,472 27,012 27,388 28,854 30,425 30,872 

Québec 

Rural 21,391 22,398 22,350 22,307 22,868 23,858 24,746 25,205 26,915 28,321 28,944 

Less than 30,000 22,413 23,420 23,372 23,319 23,869 24,850 25,733 26,186 27,881 29,290 29,935 

30,000 - 99,999 20,500 21,488 21,703 21,692 22,105 22,901 24,025 24,403 26,017 27,874 28,197 

100,000 – 499,999 21,052 22,102 22,224 22,262 22,794 23,642 24,749 25,154 26,743 28,597 28,944 

Québec City 21,385 22,491 22,805 23,009 23,473 24,212 25,362 25,798 27,349 28,946 29,274 

Montréal 21,641 22,699 22,943 23,267 23,980 24,808 26,041 26,537 28,091 29,869 30,417 

Ontario 

Rural 22,109 22,920 23,082 23,349 24,326 25,492 26,314 26,326 27,756 28,775 29,221 

Less than 30,000 23,216 24,042 24,244 24,534 25,500 26,668 27,486 27,499 28,904 29,935 30,402 

30,000 - 99,999 21,244 22,145 22,538 22,772 23,708 25,007 26,029 25,636 26,620 27,941 28,256 

100,000 – 499,999 22,449 23,360 23,764 24,087 24,741 25,535 26,560 26,591 28,044 29,303 29,510 

Ottawa 24,829 25,786 26,116 26,224 26,742 27,592 28,449 28,432 29,797 31,412 32,155 

Hamilton/ Burlington 21,654 22,362 23,087 23,442 24,106 24,841 26,068 26,000 27,907 29,252 30,014 

Toronto 24,802 25,792 26,420 26,782 27,326 28,047 29,163 29,509 31,129 32,503 33,177 

Manitoba 

Rural 21,253 22,164 22,419 22,987 23,478 24,411 25,043 25,855 27,246 28,745 28,740 

Less than 30,000 22,473 23,407 23,727 24,353 24,877 25,863 26,544 27,375 28,779 30,327 30,387 

Brandon 20,602 21,534 22,168 22,940 23,393 24,115 25,029 25,870 26,936 28,884 28,824 

Winnipeg 21,379 22,291 22,765 23,167 23,741 24,415 25,514 26,126 27,444 29,333 29,357 

Saskatchewan 

Rural 21,882 22,601 22,505 23,146 23,921 24,516 25,520 26,558 28,562 30,162 30,309 

Less than 30,000 22,795 23,524 23,467 24,137 24,917 25,533 26,554 27,550 29,545 31,247 31,498 

30,000 - 99,999 20,953 21,607 21,728 22,453 23,224 23,606 24,754 25,551 27,306 29,402 29,494 

Saskatoon 22,188 23,279 23,549 24,018 24,552 24,867 26,071 26,750 28,469 30,689 31,072 

Regina 21,613 22,243 22,752 23,194 23,789 24,226 25,406 26,270 27,975 29,778 29,875 

Alberta 

Rural 22,647 23,625 23,693 24,300 24,534 24,705 25,960 27,332 29,228 30,602 30,912 

Less than 30,000 24,058 25,081 25,247 25,934 26,200 26,422 27,666 29,078 31,083 32,551 32,851 

30,000 - 99,999 22,809 23,777 24,080 24,716 24,865 24,862 26,192 27,455 29,386 31,225 31,356 

Edmonton 22,781 23,627 24,022 24,569 24,974 25,606 26,967 27,759 29,685 31,498 31,120 

Calgary 23,468 24,517 25,140 25,839 26,042 26,774 28,068 29,281 31,007 32,783 32,502 

British Columbia 

Rural 25,070 24,520 24,121 23,900 25,101 25,692 26,329 26,886 28,217 29,374 29,849 

Less than 30,000 25,998 25,461 25,114 24,943 26,177 26,808 27,482 28,056 29,409 30,602 31,107 

30,000 - 99,999 23,960 23,335 23,191 23,139 24,297 24,732 25,640 26,011 27,241 28,748 28,973 

100,000 – 499,999 22,805 23,690 23,994 24,662 25,163 25,663 26,963 27,596 28,937 30,501 30,711 

Vancouver 24,167 24,955 25,332 25,738 26,209 26,823 28,002 28,418 30,038 31,414 31,789 
1 To convert to other family sizes, divide these values by 2 (the square root of the reference family size of four persons) 
and then multiply by the square root of the desired family size.  
2 The shelter component of the MBM thresholds is being reviewed by HRSDC. 
3 Rural: rural areas located outside a Census Metropolitan Area or Census Agglomeration. Can include some small 
population centres. 
Less than 30,000: Census Agglomeration or population centres less than 10,000 inhabitants. 
30,000 - 99,999: Census Agglomeration between 30,000 - 99,999 inhabitants. 
100,000 – 499,999: Census Metropolitan Area between 100,000 – 499,999 inhabitants. 
Specific city name refers to the population within the CMA or CA. 

Annex 3. Fig. 2. Market Basket Measure thresholds for reference family of two adults and two children1, 2, 
by MBM region. Source: http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/75f0002m/2012002/tbl/tbl04-eng.htm 

 

Canadian Urban and Rural Population by Year 

Year Total Population Urban Rural Urban (%) Rural (%) 

1851 2436297 318079 2118218 13 87 

1861 3229633 527220 2702413 16 84 

1871 3737257 722343 3014914 19 81 



Year Total Population Urban Rural Urban (%) Rural (%) 

1881 4381256 1109507 3271749 25 75 

1891 4932206 1537098 3395108 31 69 

1901 5418663 2023364 3395299 37 63 

1911 7221662 3276812 3944850 45 55 

1921 8800249 4353428 4446821 49 51 

1931 10376379 5572058 4804321 54 46 

1941 11506655 6252416 5254239 54 46 

1951 14009429 8628253 5381176 62 38 

1956 16080791 10714855 5365936 67 33 

1961 18238247 12700390 5537857 70 30 

1966 20014880 14726759 5288121 74 26 

1971 21568305 16410785 5157520 76 24 

1976 22992595 17366970 5625625 76 24 

1981 24343177 18435923 5907254 76 24 

1986 25309330 19352080 5957250 76 24 

1991 27296856 20906872 6389984 77 23 

1996 28846758 22461207 6385551 78 22 

2001 30007094 23908211 6098883 80 20 

2006 31612897 25350743 6262154 80 20 

Annex 3. Fig. 3. Canadian Urban and Rural Population by Year 


