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not offset by construction of new units, and continuing population increases in less sustainable exurban 

and automobile-dependent suburbs.  

Primary Limitations and Future Considerations 
The trends outlined in this report are based on two 10-year time intervals only: Caution should 

therefore be used in interpreting the temporal trends revealed through this study, as due to the limited 

data points the trends could simply represent temporal anomalies.  

Further research should be done to extend the analysis of census data further into the past, and this 

study should be repeated in the future. This will allow for verification of the existence of trends, and will 

allow �(�}�Œ���š�Z�������v���o�Ç�•�]�•���}�(���š�Z�������(�(�����š�•���}�(���u���i�}�Œ���]�v�À���•�š�u���v�š�•���o�]�l�����K�š�š���Á���[�•���>�]�P�Z�š���Z���]�o���d�Œ���v�•�]�š���~�>�Z�d�•�X���&�µ�š�µ�Œ����

projects may also wish to conduct an additional level of analysis by compare results to those of Canadian 

CMAs 

The definition of suburbs used for this report is meant to be a working definition only.  Care must be 

taken when interpreting the results of this study to be aware of how suburb was defined for the 

�‰�µ�Œ�‰�}�•���•���}�(���š�Z�]�•���‰�Œ�}�i�����š�U�����•���š�Z�����š���Œ�u���Z�•�µ���µ�Œ���[�������Œ�Œ�]���•���u���v�Ç�����]�(�(���Œ���v�š���u�����v�]�v�P�•�X���d�Z�]�•���Á�]�o�o�����À�}�]����

misinterpretation of results based on a different perception of what constitutes a suburb.  

 


