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When th* denMty of p«>pulation per acrr in « itii* <tui h 4* Ottaw.i

v«rie« from 10 to 45 per arrr. it t .in Ik* trrn hnw thf roin(»leKiiy of fh«

public health protdpm varu-*. hut when, even in Ontario, there are

but 20 citie« of ovrr 10,000 {wpul-iiion, 20 town* of over 4.(K)(), lM>«icie«

267 •mailer vilUget and town* .»n«l 542 rural town^hifM. it is evident

that, if den»ity of jxjpulation h.i* a definite sanitary meaning, then

the problemi in our leveral provinre* mu«t vary greatly. Thi» it

•hown by the followinn table, which include* the pert entage* of the

otal population in the oeveral clawe* of municipalit e* of Ontario:

Table J.—Population in DirPBUKNT Clas«»es or MtrNicirALtTiKS
IN Ontario

X**** IMi.lU"
I.OOi.iM 40%

• I60.4'»J 7%
. 2ftA.4<6 lt%

I.OH.S59 41%

The aggregate proportion of population in the l.irge urban com-
munities i* given in lable 4, which show* th«' citiis in the ditlercnt
province* of Canada of 10,000 population or over.

CitlM (20)

Town* (20)

VilU(M(2»7) ...

Townihip* (S42)

Table 4. ITIES IN Canada or 10,000 Population and Over,
IN 1911. BY PbOVISCKS

Ontario IS citin
Princ* Edward Island . . I "

QucbK « ••

Saukatictwwta 3 '

Alberta Jciii**
BritUh Columbia .J "

Manitoba 2 "

New BruiMwlck 2 "

Nwv«Son«k 3 "


