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NOTE 

For users of the Low-Income CPI that had previously 
been re1eased in the supplement to the first quarter 
publication of each year, 1981 = 100 indexes for 
1905 can be obtained from Table 1 of this study by 
multiplying the March 1982 = 100 indexes by the 
conversion factors contained in the table. Histor-
ical data for both the Low-Income CPI and the Low-
Income Senior-Citizens CPI for the series in Table 1 
that begin in January 1985 can be obtained by con-
tacting the authors. Also, it is recommended that 
users refer to the earlier supplements for informa-
tion about the appropriate methodology for analyzing 
the differences between apecial-group indexes and 
the Consumer Price Index. 
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NOTE 

Lea utilisste'jrs des WE pour lea ménaqea A faible revenu 
qui cot éte publiés dana le supplement annuel A is publica-
tion du premier trimestre de chaque année, peuvent obtenir 
les indices (1981 = 100) pour 1985 en multipliant les indices 
de base mars 1982 = 100 par les facteurs de conversion mdi-
qués dana le tableau 1 de Is présente étude. On peut, en 
sadressant sos auteurs, obtenir les donnCes chronolnqiques 
aur lIPE pour les ménages A faible revenu et lIPC pour les 
personnes Aqées A faihie revenu pour Is série du tableau 1 
corixnençant en janvier 1985. Lea utilisateurs sont également 
priéa de consulter lea supplements sntCrieurs pour savoir 
coment analyser lea diffCrencea entre les indices pour des 
groupes particuliera et lindice des prix A la conao.mnation. 
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lot roduct ion 

In 1978, Statistics Canada released its first study on 
the subject of price indexes for special groups 
contained within the population to which the Consumer 
Price Index applies. This Study related to low-income 
families, because of a desire to determine whether or 
not a group with relatively low incomes was affected 
more by inflation than was the general public. It 
contained quarterly low-income indexes for families, 
from June 1973 to June 1977. 

In 3980, as a supplement to the January-March issue of 
Consu.er Prices and Price Indexes (Cataloque 62-0113), 
"A Consumer Price Index for Low-Income Families and 
Unattached Individuals" was released, based on 1974 
expenditure patterns. 	This release contained monthly 
indexes from September 1978 to December 1979. 	Those 
indexes were of a better quality than the previously-
published quarterly indexes, because they included 
unattached individuals in their coverage (as does the 
Official CPI'T) and because the income definitions 

were derived from the low-income cut-offs produced by 
Statistics Canada. Each year since its first release, 
the monthly CPI for Low-Income Families and Unattached 
Individuals for the previous year have continued to be 
published in the supplement to the January-March issue 
of Conaijuer Prices and Price Indexes. 

When new "baskets" of goods and services are incor-
porated into the Official CPI, they are also intro-
duced into the low-income indexes and published in the 
next supplement. For example, the supplement to the 
January-March 1983 issue of Conser Prices and Price 
Indexes contained low-income data for the year 1982. 

100 

1984 	 1985 

Introduction 

En 1978, Statist iqije Canada publiait ma premiere étude sur Ins 
indices de prix pour des groupos part iculiers do Is population 
visée par l'xndice des prix 8 Is consormnat ion. Cette étude 
portait sur los familIes 8 faible revenu parce qu'on voulait 
ssvoir si lea groupea 8 revenu relativement faible souffratent 
plus de l'inflation que le grand public. létude contenait 
lea indices trimestriels pour los familles 8 faible revenu 
flour Is période do jurn 1973 8 juin 1977. 

En 1980, Statistique Canada publialt 'Un indice des pris 8 Is 
consommation pour los familIes et lem personnes seules 8 
faihie revenu" comme supplement au numéro do jancier-mars 
cia Prim 8 is consoimiation et indices des prim (n° 62-010 au 
catalogue); cot indiri' Ctail fondC sur Is dépenses do 1974. 
Le supplement contenart des indices mensumlx pour lx pCriodo 
de septembre 1978 8 décembre 1979. Cex indices étaient do 
meilleure qualité quo los indices trisestriels puhliés ante-
rieurement puisqu'cls couvraient lea personnes seules (corrine 
l'LPC offcciel 1 ) et gum los nieaux do revera, Ctaieot deNnis 
en fonct ion des aeuils do fsible revenu déterminCs par Stat is-
tique Canada. Depuis 1980, Ins IPC mensuels pour lox families 
et los personnes seules 8 faible revenu pars issent annuelle-
meni dans le supplement ixu numéro do janvier-mars do l'annCe 
suivante de Prim 8 is conso,unuat ion ct indices des prim. 

Lorsque do nouveaux "paniers" do biere et services sont incor-
pores dans l'IPC officiel, its Ic mont Cqalernent clans lea 
indices pour los mCnaqea 8 faible revenu, et leur composition 
eat indiquée dana Ic supplement suivant. Par exemple, le 
supplement au numéro do janvier-mars 1983 de Prim 8 Ia consos-
nation et indices des prim contenait des données pour 1982. 

1 The term "Official CPI" is not meant to imply that 
other CPla produced by Statistics Canada are 
unofficial, but is meant to refer to the CPI for all 
families and unattached individuals in urban centres 
with 30,000 or more inhabitants. 

L'esprossion IPC officiel" no veut pas dire que les autres 
IPC que produit Statiatique Canada no mont pea officiels; 
dIe riésiqne tout sieplement l'IPC a'appiiquant 8 l'ensemble 
des families et des personnes seulea qur vivent dana des 
centres urbainm do 30,000 habitants ou plus. 



Consistent with the Official CPI, the low-income 
indexes were based on 1978 expenditure patterns 
subsequent to March 1982. The quality of the indexes 
was further improved at that time by broadening their 
coverage from the previous fourteen urban centres to 
the same coveraqe as the Official CPI - all urban 
centres with 30,000 or more inhabitants. To incor-
porate the latest basket, Table 1 of this study 
contains low-income indexes based on 1982 expenditure 
patterns subsequent to December 1984. 

This study introduces another special-group CPI - a 
CPI for Low-Income Senior Citizens. The period 
covered by this index is March 1982 to December 1985. 
It can be compared to the Official CPI, because it was 
constructed as a sub-index, 2  in the same manner as the 
Consumer Price Index for Low-Income Families and 
Unattached Individuals (i.e. the Low-Income CPI). 

Reasons for Develop.ent of the CPI for Low-Inco.e 
Senior Citizens 

von Lhivjqli t,hp rate of inflation as measured by the 
CPI dropped considerably in 1983 and slowed even more 
in 1984 and 1985, the impact of price change on spe-
cial groups, particularly older Canadians, continues 
to be a concern. The relative size of the group of 
older Canadians is growing. Of this group, it is 
those with relatively low incomes that are of the 
greatest concern. Despite the increase in the rela-
tive size of the group, however, the incidence of low 
income for the group decreased substantially in the 
last few years. 3  

The first aim of this study is to demonstrate to what 
extent a low-income senior-citizens CPI would be 
similar to both the Official CPI and the Low-Income 
CPI. If the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI is similar 
to the Official CPJ, this will show that use of the 
Official CPI as an adjustment for payments received by 
senior citizens is appropriate. 

The second aim of this study is to show that, as long 
as the CPls for special groups move similarly to the 
Official CPI and as long as the general population 
also receives protection from over-all price change, 
indexstion maintains relative income differences, 
rather than eliminates or increases them. 

In addition, this study provides an opportunity to 
demonstrate the problems involved in the construction 
of special-group indexes. In particular, this study 
highlights the necessity to construct special-group 
indexes using the same methodologies as the Official 
CPI, if the purpose is to compare them to this index. 

The Official CPI is used to adjust Old Age Security 
(OAS) payments, Guaranteed Income Supplement (GIS) 
benefits, and the payment of pension and other bene-
fits under the Canada/Québec Pension Plsn (C/QPP). 
This use of the CPI has been questioned by those who 
feel that, at times when prices of one or both of the 

2 A sub-index is a CPI for a giemi population group 
that is constructed using the same methodologies as 
the Official CPI and which would yield the Official 
CPI if weighted together with sub-indexes for the 
remaining groups in the population. 

3 In 1979, 66.3% of unattached individuals in Canada 
who were at least 65 years of age reported incomes 
that were below the low-income cut-offs, compared to 
21.9% of families whose head was at least 65 years 
of age see page 137 of lnco,ue Distributions by Size 
in Canada, 1900, Statistics Canada, Catalogue No. 
13-207, Annual, June 1982). In 1984 the correspon-
ding incidences were 49.6% and 11.4%, respectively 
vee page 173 of Income Distributions by Size in 

Canada, 1984, Statistics Canada, Catalogue No. 
13-207, Annual, April 1986). As detailed on page 8 
of this study, individuals are predominant in the 
group of low-income senior citizens. 

Conformément A I'IPC officiel, lea indices pour les menages A 
fsible revenu ont Cté fondCa mur Ic régime de dépenses de 1978 
A partir davril 1902. En méme tampa, on a encore aeClioré Is 
qualité de ces indices an Clsrgissant son champ, qui devenait 
shore identique a ceiui de l'IPC officiel: ii ne s'aqissait 
plus de quatorze centres urbains asic de tous lee centres 
urbains de 30,000 habitants ou plus. Aux fins de lintroduc-
tion du panier de 1982, le tableau 1 dm is présente étude 
contient lea indices pour lea menaqea A faible revenu qui, 
depuis janvier 1985, sont Fondés cur lee dCpenses de 1982. 

Cette étude définit un eutre indice pour un groupe particu-
her, soit l'IPC pour lea personnes ag6es A faible revenu. 

Cet indice mesure lee variations mensuelles de prix pour Is 
période de mars 1982 A décembre 1985. 11 peut se comparer A 
1IPC oficie1 parce quiI a été construit comae un sous-
indice, de sAme que l's été i'IPC pour des familles at des 
personnes seules A faible revenu (c'est-A-dire l'IPC pour lea 
mériaqes A faihle revenu). 

Raisons de 1 éiaboration d'un IPC pour lea personnea fig6es A 
faible revenu 

MAine Si lv t.eux d'inflation assure par l'IPC a considerable-
sent diminué en 1983 at que cette chute sest accentuée an 
1984 et an 1985, on continue de s'intéresser A l'incidence des 
variations de pric cur des groupes particuliers de is sociétC 
canadienne, notasment lea personnex Aqées. Le groups des 
personnes Aqéem reprAsente une proportion croissante de Ia 
population csnadienne. Les pereonnes gui méritent Ic plus 
dattention parmi ces qens sont celles qui ant un revenu rela-
tivement faible. Toutefois, sAme si Is tailte relative du 
groupe a augmenté, Is proportion des pereonnes A foible revenu 
dane le groupe a sensiblement diminuA au cours des detniArea 
annCes. 3  

Cette étude vise principalement A verifier dane quelle secure 

un IPC pour lee personnea Aqées A foible revenu so rapproche-
rait de lIPC official at de lIPC pour lee ménaqes A faible 
revenu. SiT ssvBre gum l'IPC pour lee personnes AgCes A 
foible revenu est comparable A lIPC officiel, ii eers donc 
juetifiC de se servir do cm dernier indice pour rajuster lea 
paiements que recoivent lea peraonnes Agees. 

Cette étude vise en deuxiAme lieu A montrer gue dane is mesure 
oil les IPC pour des groupee particuliera suivent Is mAma 
tendance que l'IPC officiel et oi ls population an general 
hCnCficie également d'une protection contre les variations 
gAnérales de prix, lindenation maintient lea differences re-
latives de revenu su lieu de les éliminer ou de les accroltre. 

Cette étude met aussi une occasion d'exposer lee problAmea 
hAs A la construction d'indices pour dee groupee particu-
hero. Plus précisémeot, ella fait reseortir La néceseité de 
constnutre lee indices pour des groupes particuhiers sijivant 
les mAthodea utilisées pour l'IPC officiel 51, effectivement, 
ces indices sont censés Atre compares a 1IPC officiel. 

L'IPC officieh sert A rajuater lea prestations de sécurité de 
Is vieillesse at do supplement de revenu qaranti (SRG) de mAine 
que les prestations dx rxraite et lea autres prestations 
verséee an vertu du Régime de pensions di Canada on du Régime 

de rentes dii Québec (RPC/RRQ). Cintte application de l'IPC est 
contestée par ceus qui croient quA une période Oil leo pric de 

2 Un sous-indice est in IPC propre A in groupe de Ia popula-

tion, qui eat construit muivant lea mgme3 rAgles que 1'IPC 
officiel et qui, multipliC par lee eous-indices proprea aux 
autres groupes de Ia population, danny VIPC officiel. 

3 En 1979, 66.3% des personnes seules aqees d'au moms 65 ans 
au Canada dAclaraient in revenu infCrieur au seujI de 
fajhles revenus tonlis gum 21.9% des familIes dont le chef 
svait su moms 65 one Ctaient dane is mAme situation (voir 
page 137 de Repartition ô.i revenu au Canada aelon ha taillo 
dii revenu, 1980, no 13-207 su catalogue de Statistique 
Canada, snnuel, jun 1982). En 1984, las proportions 
ci-deasus Ctaient tombées respectivement A 49.6 Pt 11.4% 

(voir page 173 de Repartition dii revenu au Canada selon Is 
taille dii revenu, 1984, no 13-207 su catalogue de Static-
tigue Canada, annuel, avril 1986). Comes on lindique A Is 
page 8 de cette étude, Ic groupe des personrnes agees A fai-
ble revenu eat surtout compose de personnes seuhes. 



two most important elements of senior citizens 
budgets (food and shelter) rise faster than other 
prices, a CR! for senior citizens weuld be higher than 
the Official CR!. Contrary to this expectation, when 
these conditions prevailed in the last nine months of 
1962, when shelter prices rose faster than prices of 
all-items cx shelter, the Low-Income Senior-Citizens 
CR1 was lower than the Official CR1. The reason why 
these particular conditions do not necessarily result 
in a higher index for a special group is because there 
are a large number of price and weight relationships 
In effect at any given time, and they usually tend to 
be offsetting. The reason they tend to be offsetting 
is because it is not likely that price increases would 
be consistently and substantially larger for the most 
important purchases by one group in the CPI population 
while at the same time they are consistently and 
substantially smaller for the most important purchases 
by the remainder of the CR1 population. 4  

Is8ueB such as income adequacy and measurement of the 
impact of price change on maintenance of a given 
life-style are not covered in this study, nor is the 
issue of whether or not assets should be included in 
the measure of relative well-being. There is no 
doubt, however, that the behaviour of income compared 
to prices is a major factor in determining whether 
tow-income senior citizens (or any group, for that 
matter) are adversely affected during inflationary 
periods. If incomes rise at about the same rate as 
prices, there will be no significant changes in the 
well-being of a given group. 

Context of the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI 

The Low-Income Senior-Citizens CR1 is a sub-index of 
the Low-Income CR1, which in turn is a sub-index of 
the Official CR!, because the same mthodologies are 
used to calculate each of these CP!s. Both the Low-
Income Senior-Citizens CPI and the Low-Income CR! are 
constructed using weights that represent alternative 
baskets drawn from the same basket reference period. 
A 1918 basket, for example, was used in the Official 
CR! for the April 1982 to December 1984 period, as was 
an alternative 1978 basket for the low-income index; 
another 1978 basket was used for the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CR1 for the same period. Similarly, 
alternative 1982 baskets were introduced into the 
respective indexes as of January 1985. As well, all 
three indexes are derived from the same prices - those 
collected for the Official CR!. 

Definition of Low-Income Senior Citizens 

For the purpose of this sludy, low-income senior 
citizens who live in urban centres with 30,000 or more 
inhabitants are defined as both: (a) married 
coupe9 6  with no others in their spending unit 7  whose 
head is at least 65 years old and whose combined 

For further information on the subject of compa-
rison of special-group indexes, see Section 8.1 of 
The Consu.er Price Index Reference Per, Ldatinq 
Based on 1982 Expenditures, Statistics Canada, 
Catalogue No. 62-553, Occasional, February 1985. 

5 For a description of the methodologies used in the 
calculation of the Official CR!, see The Consumer 
Price Index Reference Paper, tdatirig Based on 1982 
Expenditures, Statistics Canada, Catalogue No. 
62-553, Occasional, February 1985. 

6 Married couples consist of couples who report that 
they were married as of the end of the survey year. 

7 A spending unit is a group of persons dependent on 
a common or pooled income for the major items of 
expense and living in the same dwelling, or one 
financially independent individual living alone. 

8 A spending nit head is the member of the spending 
unit who is mainly responsible for the financial 
maintenance of the unit. 

lun ou lautre des deux principaux éléments du budget des 
personnes âgées (aliments et loqement) augmenteraient plus 
rapidement qua las prix des autres biens at services, on IPC 
pour lea personnes açjées serait supérleur 8 l'IPC officiel. 
Pourtant, lorsqu'une teile situation seat produite dana lea 
nouf derniers mois de 1982, c'est-à-dire quand las prix du 
logement augeentaient plus vite que leo prix de lensomble des 
biens et services (8 l'exclusion du logement), I'IPC pour les 
peroonnes agéea 8 foible revenu a été inférieur I l'IPC 
officiel. Si catte situation particuliIre no as traduit pas 
néceasairement par un indice plus dlevé pour un groupe donné 
de is population, c'eat I cause des nombreux rapports prix/ 
pondérstions qui existent sieultenémant sur le msrché at qui 
tendent normaleinent I se faire contrepoids. Cam rapports 
tendent I se contrebalancer parce qu'il n'ast pam probable qua 
las principaux éléeents do budget d'un qroupe de is population 
visé par l'IPC enreqistrent systématiquoment do fortes hausses 
de prix tandis que las principaux éléments du budget du raste 
de la population subissent systématiquoment des hausses plus 
faibl 

Cette étude ne vise pas I determiner Si lea personnes agées 
ont un revenu suffisant ni I mesurer leffet des variations de 
prix our le maintien dun niveau de vie donné; ella ne vise 
pas non plus I determiner si leo dl6ments dactif devraient 
êtra inclus dana Is mesure du bien-être relstif. Ii ne fait 
cependant aucun doute que l'Ctude do lévolution des revenus 
par rapport I l'évolution des prix eat easentielle pour savoir 
si lee personnos âgCes I faible revenu (comma, dailleura, 
&importe quel autre groupe) sont dCfavorisées an période 
d'inflat ion. Si los revenus augmentent I peu prAm au mesa 
rythme que leo prim, ii n'y aura aucun changement appreciable 
dana le bien-étre dun groupe donné. 

Definition do 1 • IPC pour lea peraonnem Agdes I faible revenu 

L'!PC pour leo personnes agées I foible revenu eat on sotjs-
indice da lIPC pour leo menoges I faible revenu, lequel eat 
lui-méme un sous-indice do 1IPC official, puisque ces trois 
indices sont calculés do Ia memo façon. 5  LIPC pour les 
personnes Agees I faible rovenu at 1IPC pour lea ménages I 
faible revenu aont tous deus construita avec des ponderations 
correspondent I des paniers différenta tires do Ia memo p4-
node de référence. Par example, on a utilisé un panier do 
1978 pour caiculer l'IPC officiel pour is période d'avril 1982 
I déceebre 1984 at Un autre panier de 1978 pour caiculer l'in-
dice pour lea nenages I foible revenu; un troisiène panier de 
1978 a aervi a calculer l'IPC pour lee per500nas Agées I 
faible revenu pour la mAne période. Do sAme, depuis janvier 
1985, lea trais indices sont calculCa melon trois paniers 
diffCrenta do 1962. En outre, ils soot calculCs I partir des 
mAmas prix, c'est-I-dire de ceux recueillis pour l'IPC 
officiel. 

Definition des personnes AgCes I faibie revenu 

Aux fins do is présente étude, les personnos Aqées I faihie 
revenu qui vivent dons lea centres urbairis do 30,000 habitants 
ou plus comprennent: a) leo unites de d6pense 6  formées uni-
quement dun couple mane, 7  dont le chef8  est égé d'au moms 
65 ana at dent Ic total des revenus eat infCriour su seuil do 

4 Pour plus tie renseignements our is comparaison des indices 
pour des groupes particuliers, voir Ia section 8.1 du 
Document do réfCrence do 1 indice des prix A la conms-
tion, misc A jour fondCe our lea dépenses do 1982, no 
62-553 au catalogue de Statistique Canada, hors serb, 
fCvrier 1l15. 
Pour une description des méthodes de caicul tie lIPC offi-
ciel, voir Document tie rCférence tie l'indice ties pnix A is 
consonruation, mise A jour fondée sun lea dépenses do 1982, 
no  62-553 au catalogue do Statiatique Canada, hors série, 
févnier 1985. 

6 Lea couples manes comprennent les couples qui oiL déclorC 
Atre manes au 31 déceebre de l'année denquAte. 

7 Une unite He dépense cot un groupe do personnes qui dCper-
dent dun revenu common ou mis en cossun pour lea 
principaux postes do déponse et gui vivent dana le nAme 
loqotsont, ou encore one personne finonciArement autonooie 
qui vit seulo. 

8 Le chef dune unite de dépenae eat Is personne gui en eat 
le principal soutien financier. 



income falls below the low-income cut-offa 9  for two 
persons, and (b) unattached individuals 10  who are at 
least 65 years old and whose income is below the low-
income cut-off's for individuals. This definition was 
applied to the 1978 and 1982 expenditure survey 
results to obtain data from which to derive weiqhtinq 
petterns for low-income senior-citizens indexes. The 
expenditure survey results do not include those living 
in institutions (e.g. nursing-cafe homes and heap!- 
tals) and on Indian reservations. 1 

As defined, the low-income senior-citizens grouping 
excludes other combinations of senior citizens whose 
aggregate income falls below the low-income cut-off's. 
Excluded, for example, would he a family composed of a 
married couple and a never-married son or daughter, 
whose combined income is considered to be low-income 
and whose head is at least sixty-five years old. Also 
excluded would be elderly relatives (other than a 
husband and a wife) living together as a unit whose 
combined income is below the cut-off's, as would be 
unmarried couples. These exclusions, however, are 
considered to be of relatively limited importance in 
determining the essential characteristics of low-
income senior citizens living in separate households. 
The most typical spending units in the low-income 
senior-citizens grow are married couples and unat-
tached individuals. 1 ' It would have been preferable 
to calculate separate consumer price indexes for 
married couples and for unattached individuals, but 
the sample sizes would have been too small. The 
effect of doing this, however, would have been relsti-
vmly limited, as explained in the third paragraph on 
page B. 

Analysis of Data 

Table 1 contains three indexes whose base period is 
March 1982. The Official CPI and the Low-Income CPI, 
which have been previously published on a 1981 = 100 
time base, have been rebaaed. 13  The Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CR1, based on unpublished expenditure 
data, is calculated in terms of March 1982 = 100, to 
coincide with the introduction of the 1978 basket into 
the Official CR1. It was decided to calculate indexes 
for the low-income senior-citizens group for the 1978 
basket, in order to provide a longer period of compa-
rison, as well as for the first year of the 1982 
basket, for all three series, indexes for the 1982 
basket have been linked (see page 18) to indexes for 
the 1978 basket. 

Table 1 shows that from March 1982 to December 1985 
there was only a small difference between the All-
items indexes for the three CPIs - the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CR1 had increased by 19.4%; the Low-
Income CR1, by 20.4%; and the Official CR1, by 19.9%. 
During the period of this study, the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens index was generally lower than the 
Official CR1 for all but a few months in 1986. From 
about mid-1985 onwards, the Low-Income CPI was 
slightly higher than the Official CPI. 

For an explanation of low-income cut-off's, see the 
later section in this study entitled 'Definition of 
Low Income". 

10 An unattached individual is one financially inde-
pendent individual living alone. 

11 In this regard, the 1981 Census showed that 6.5% of 
elderly men and 10.5% of elderly women did not live 
in private households (see The Elderly in Canada, 
1981 Census of Canada, Statistics Canada, Catalogue 
No. 99-932, April 1984). 

12 For Canada as a whole, in 1982, married couples and 
unattached individuals accounted for 82,2% of all 
spending units whose head was at least 65 yeArs 
old. 
For information on rebasing of index series, aee 
Section 6.1 of The ConaLliler Price Index Reference 
Paper, tdating Besed an 1982 Expenditures, Statis-
tics Canada, Catalogue No. 62-553, Occasional, 
February 1985. 

faihle revenu 9  Atahli pour une famille de deux peraonnes, at 
b) lea personnes seulem 10  agees dau moms 65 ans et dont le 
revenu est infCrieur mu aeuil do faible revenu des personnes 
seules. Cette dAfinition des personnes 8gAes 8 faihie revenu 
a Ate utiiisAe dana l'enquAte sur lea dApenses des families de 
1978 et de 1982 pour obtenir des donnAes gui allaient permet-
tre d'Ctablir des pondArations pour lea indices relatifs aus 
personnes AgAes 8 faible revenu. L'enquete sur lea dApenses 
des familles ne couvre pam lea personrien qui vivent dana des 
Institutions (par exemple, dana des maisons de rapes et des 
hOpjtaus) et dans des reserves lndiennas. 

La definition ci-deagus nenglobe pea tous lea mAnages de 
personnes agAes dont Is revenu global est inférieur aux seuils 
de faible revenu. Est exclue, per example, uie fenille 8 
faible revenu composAe d'un couple mariA 0t dun fils nu dune 
fille cAlibataire, et dont le chef est age dau mains 65 ens. 
De même, sent escius los couples non manes ainsi qua las 
pensonnes qui ont un lien de parentA entre elles (autre que 
matrimonial) et qui forment une unite familiale dont le revenu 
global eat infAnieur aux seuils de foible revenu. Toutefois, 
cam cam d'exclusion pèsent relativement peu dana Is definition 
des caractAnistiques essentiellea des personnes agAea 8 faible 
revenu gui forment un mAnage distinct. Lea couples mariCs et 
los personnes saules constituent lea unites de dApense gui 
caractArisent Is plus le groupe des personnes AgAes 8 faible 
revenu. 12  II aurait Ate preferable de calculer des indices do 
pnix 8 is consommation distincts pour lea couples manes at 
pour les personnes seules, maim is taille des Achantillons 
aurait alors Ate trop faible. Do toute facon, cette dimtinc-
tion naurait p55 AtA vraiment utile, comme l'oxplique le 
troiaième paragraphe de is page 8. 

Anal yea des dorwiAes 

Le tableau 1 contient trois indices dont is pAriode de base 
est mars 1982. On a en effet modifiA Is base des series do 
l'IPC official at de lIPC pour les mAnages 8 faible revenu, 
laqijeile Atait auparavant 1981 = 100.13 Quant A lIPC pour 
lea personnes aqAes 8 foible revenu, fondA sur des donnAcs non 
publiAcs, 11 eat calculé sur Is base da mars 1982 = 100, pé-
node ol le panier do 1978 a Ate introluit dana lIPC offi-
ciel. Lea indices pour lea peraonnes §gAes A faible revenu 
ont Ate calculAs en fonction lu panier do 1978 ofin do pouvoir 
disposer dune plus lonque péniode do comparaison; des indices 
ont ausai etA cslculAs pour is premiAre annAe dspplication du 
paniar do 1982. Dana lea trois cas, lea indices calculAs an 
fonction do panier do 1982 ant Ate enchalnés (voir page 18) 
Bus indices fondAs aur le psnier do 1978. 

La tableau 1 indique qu'il y a eu trAs peu de difference entre 
lea trois indices d'enaeoible do mars 1982 8 dAceebre 1985: 
l'IPC pour les personnes Aqees A faible revenu a augmentA do 
19.4%, l'IPC pour lea mAnages 8 foible revenu, de 20.4%, at 
lIPC officiel, de 19.9%. Au cours do Ia pAriode AtudiAe, 
l'indice pour lea personnes agAes 8 faible revenu a toujours 
Ate lnfArieur 8 lIPC officio!, sauf pendant quelgues maim en 
1984. A partir do milieu do 1983, l'IPC pour lea mAnages A 
faible revenu seat maintenu lAgerement au-dessus do l'IPC 
officiel. 

Pour une explication des seuils de faible revenu, voir plus 
loin dana cotta étude Is section intitulAa "Definition du 
faible revenu". 

10  Une parsonne seule eat une personna financièrament autonome 
gui vjt seule. 

11 A cc sujet, le recensement de 1981 a montrA qua 6.5% des 
homes Ages at 10.5% des femmea AgAes ne vivaient pas dens 
des mAnages privAs (vain Les permonnes AgAem ei Canada, 
Recensement lu Canada do 1981, no 99-932 au catalogue de 
Statistiqua Canada, avril 1984). 

12 Pour lensemble du Canada, tea couples msriAa et las per-
sonnea saulea raprAsentaient, en 1982, 82.2% do toutes las 
unites do dépansa dont le chef Atait Age do 65 one et plus. 

13 Pour plus do renseignements our Ia changement de is base 
des series d'indices, vein Is section 6.1 du 1ctent do 
nAfArence do l'indice des prix A is conmaLion, .iae A 
jir fondAe our lea dApensem do 1982, no 62-553 su cata-
logue do Statistique Canada, hors sAne, fAvrier 1985. 



For the other two major components, the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens indexes were lower than the Official 
[RI, but the Low-Income indexes were hiqher. For 
Health and personal care, the Low-Iricoae Senior-
Citizena index was lower than the Official index, by 
0.1%, but the Low-Income index was higher, by 0.4%. 
For Recreation, reading and education, the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CPI was lower than the Official CI'!, 
by 2.2%, but the Low-Income CR1 was higher, by 1.2%. 

MAme si lea trois indices denaemble ant été très semblables 
au cours de Is priode 4tudie, des dxffrences appréciablea 
sont apparues 8 des niveaux dagreqat ion inférveurs. A Is fin 
de Is période étudiée, l'lPC pour lea personnes Aqt5es 8 faihle 
revenu était inférieur 8 lIPC officiel pour troix composantes 
prncipales sur sept. Par corctre, en décembre 1985, l'IPC 
pour lea ménages 8 faihie revenu nétsit inférieui 8 l'!PC 
officiel que pour une saute composante princvpale, lea aIr-
ments. Comae Ic montrent lea trois indices pendant Is période 
étudée, même si l'IPC pour les personnex 8gées 8 Foible 
revenu représente ,ne forte proportion cia l'IPC pour lea 
ménagea 8 faible revenu, it y a plus cia difference entre cea 
deuv indices quit ny en a entre l'IPC pour lea personnes 
âgéea 8 faible revenu et lIPC official. 

C'est su chapitre des sliments qu'on observe lea plus grands 
Ccsrts entre lea trois indices pour Is périocie 8 lCtude. Si 
lon tient compte des aliments, l'IPC pour lea personnes âgées 
8 faible revenu pour décembre 1985 ext de 0.41. inférieur 8 
lIPC officiel tandis qua lIPC pour lea ménages 8 faible 
revenu est, lui, de 0.4% xupériaur. Si I'on ne tient pas 
compte des alimenta, lIPC pour lea personnes êgées 8 fsihle 
revenu deviant supérieur 8 lIPC official cia 0.3% tandis que 
l'IPC pour lea ménages 8 faible revenu dépamse ce même indice 
de 1.2%. La cosposante du loqetsent a moms d'effet sur lee 
écarts entre lea trois indices. Si ion eaclut le logement, 
lIPC pour lea personnes 8gees 8 Faible revenu et I'lPC offi-
ciel pour ctécembre 1985 augmentent toua deus da 0.1%, ce qui 
canti ibue 8 maintenir l'écart de 0.4% entre ces deux indices, 
tandis que l'It'C pour lea ménages 8 faible revenu augmente 
encore par rapport 8 lIPC officiel, lécart passant de 0.4 8 
0.6%. 

Lea indices cia décembre 1985 indiquent que lea ailments cons-
tituent to seule composante principale pour laquelle 1IPC 
pour lea personnes aqées 8 faible revenu at l'IPC pour lam 
ménagea 8 faible revenu aont toua deux inférieura 8 lIPC 
official. En loccurrence, lircdice pour lea personnes Agées 
et linctice pour les menaqes 8 laible revenu étaient reapecti-
vement vie 1.0 et 0.6% mnfCrjeurs 8 lindice official. 

En décembre 1985, lea indices pour des groupea particuliers 
étaient supérieurs 8 lIPC official pour quatre compoaantes 
xur sept (habitation, habillement, transports et produits du 
tabac at boissons alcoolisées). En ca qui a trait 8 Ihabita-
tion, lea daus indices pour des groupea part iculiers étaient 
sensiblement plus élevés qua lIPC official: da 0.8% dana le 
cax vie I'IPC pour lea perxonnes Agées 8 faible revenu at de 
0.9% dana Ia cam via l'IPC pour tes ménagea 8 faible revanu. 
Les claus indices pour des groupes particuliars Ctaient égale-
sent plus élevés qua l'IPC official pour deux anus-categories 
da Ihahitation, soit le logemerrt at lea articles d'ameuble-
ment, equipemarct ménagar at services connexes. Au chapitre de 
l'habillement, lIPC pour lax personnes Aqéea 8 faible revenu 
et lIPC pour lea ménoges 8 foible revanu dépaaaaient l'IPC 
officiel de 0.9 at de 0.5% respectivamant. En cm gui a trait 
su transport, lea deux indices pour des groupes part icoliers 
Ctaient égalernent plus ClevCs qua l'IPC official, de 0.3% dana 
le caa vie l'IPC pour lea personnea §gées 8 foible revenu at de 
0.4% dons le cas de lIPC pour lea ménages 4 faible ravenu. 
En ca gui concerne produits du tabac et boissons alcooliséea, 
toutefoja, lea écarts étaient beaucoup plus marques (lea plus 
importants parmi las sept composantes principales), les in-
dices pour las personnes âgCea et lea mCnagea 8 faible revenu 
excCdant 1IPC officiel reapectivemant cia 3.6 at. 54%. 

Enfin, pour las claus autrem composantes principalea, lindice 
pour lea personnes 89ees 8 faible revenu étsit inférieur 4 
lIRE official dana lea dauv css tandix qua l'indice pour lea 
ménages It faible revenu lui était supérieur. En ce gui con-
cerne Is sante et some parsonnals, lindice pour lea 
parsonnes agées 8 faibla revenu Ctait de 0.1% infCrieur 8 
l'indice officiel alors qua lindice pour lea ménaqes 8 foible 
revenu escCdsit cc même irrdice vie 0.4%. Pour is composonte 
loisirs, lecture at formation, l'IPC pour 1cm personnes 8qées 
8 faible revenu Ctsit de 2.2% infCrieur 8 lIPC official 
tandis que l'IPC pour lea menages 4 faible revenu excCdait cc 
méme indice de 1.2%. 

Although the three All-items indexes were very similar 
during the period under review, there were important 
differences between the indexes at lower levels of 
aggregat ion. Of the seven major components of the 
CPI, the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI compared to 
the Official CPI was lower at the end of the period 
for three Components, fly cent rast, the Low-Income CPI 
in December 1985 was lower than the Official CPI for 
Only one of the major components - Food. As shown by 
the three indexes for the particular pervod covered, 
despite the fact that the Low-Income Senior-Cit izens 
CPI is such a large part of the Low-Income CPI, there 
are larger differences between these two indexes than 
there are between the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI 
and the Official CPI. 

Food had the most dramatic effect on the comparison of 
the three indexes for the period under review. With 
Food included, the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI for 
December 1985 is 0.4% lower than the Official CPI, but 
the Low-Income CPI is 0.4% higher than the Official 
CPI. With Food excluded, the Low-lrccome Senior -
Citizens CPI becomes 0.3% higher than the Official 
CPI, and the low-Income CPI increases to 1.2% higher. 
Shelter has less of an impact on the comparison of the 
three indexes. With Shelter excluded, both the Low-
Income Senior-Citizens CPI and the Official CPI for 
December 1985 rise by 0.1%, thus maintaining the 0.4% 
lower level of the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI, 
while the Low-Income CPI increases its level over the 
Official CPI, from 0.4% to 0.6%. 

Of the seven major components, the December 1985 
indexes showed that only for Food were both the Low-
Income Senior-Citizens CPI and the Low-Income CI'l 
lower than the Official CPI. The Senior-Citizens 
index and the tow-Income index were 1.0% and 0.6% 
lower, respectively, than the Official index. 

For four of the major components - Housnq, Clothing, 
Transportotion, and Tobacco products and alcoholic 
beverages - the special-group indexes were higher than 
the Official CPI in December 1985. For Housing, the 
two special-group indexes were notably higher - 0.8% 
for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI and 0.9% for 
the Low-Income CPI. Within Housing, both Shelter and 
Household furnishings, equipment and related services 
were higher for the two special-group indexes than for 
the Official CPl, For Clothing, the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CI'! was 0.9% higher than the Official 
CPI and the Low-Income CPI was 0.5% higher. For 
Transportation, the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CI'l and 
the Low-Income CI'l were also higher than the Official 
CI'! - 0.3% and 0.4%, respectively, for Tobacco pro-
ducts and alcoholic beverages, however, the differ-
ences were much larger (the largest of any of the 
seven major components), at 3.6% higher for the Low-
Income Senior-Citizens index and 5.4% higher for the 
Low-lncome index. 



Sample Sizes 

There were 471 married couples and unattached indivi-
duals in the 1982 sample of expenditures for low-
income senior citizens, compared to 378 in 1978. 
These are relatively small samples to cover the same 
urban centres as the Official CPI. The 1982 sample 
can, however, be compared to the sample sizes for the 
urban centres for which separate CPIs are currently 
published, ranging from 240 in Whitehorse to 830 in 
Montréal, with an average of 383 for the eighteen 
centres. As with all small samples, the reliability 
of the expenditure estimates for many of the corn-
mortities is greatly affected by low percentages of 
respondents reporting purchases of these comodities. 

The low-income senior-citizens sample is a part of the 
low-income sample, which, in 1982, had 1,461 respon-
dents, compared to 969 in 1978. The low-income group, 
in turn, is a part of the population covered by the 
Official CPI, which had a sample of 9,436 in 1982, 
compared to 6,165 in 1978. 

In 1982, for analytical purposes, the low-income 
senior-citizens sample was additionally divided into 
one-adult male, one-adult female, and married-couple 
segments. The one-adult female segment was the pre-
dosinanL. one, accounting for 62% of the toLal sample, 
with 25% coming from the married-couple segment, and 
13% from one-adult males. An analysis of the data 
calculated for these segments Shows that, as expected, 
the expenditure pattern for one-adult females domi-
nates the pattern for the low-income senior-citizens 
group as a whole. This has the impact of lowering the 
over-all average of expenditures on Transportation and 
Tobacco products and alcoholic beverages, but increas-
ing the average erperiditure on Shelter. 

Definition of Low Income 

The incidence of low income is, of course, a ieflec-
tion of the definition of low income. The procedure 
for determininq the low-income cut-offs is as fol-
lows: 14 

i) determine the overall proportion of income spent 
on food, shelter and clothing (P) from the most 
recent [national] family expenditure data; 

ii) add 20% to this proportion (P+20); 
Lii) from family expenditure data, estimate income 

levels (accordinq to family sra and size of area 
of residence) where expenditure on food, shelter 
and clothing is (P+20)% of income. 

using this procedure, the following percentages have 
been used to determine the low-income cut-offs: 

Taille des éctiantillons 

Léchantillon de lenquete de 1982 sur las dépenses des per-
sonnes âqées S faihie revenu comptait 471 uniLés cia dépense 
(couples manes at personnea seules) tandis qua lCchantillon 
de l'eriquête cia 1978 en coeptait 378. Ce sont des échantil-
lons relativemeot petita pour couvrir lea mêmes centres 
urbains que i'IPC officiel. Toutefora, to taille de lêchan-
tillon de 1982 xc compare S celle des échantiiions formCs dana 
lea centres urbains pour lesquels on public rCgulièremant des 
IPC. La taille de ccx Ccharrtillons vane di' 240, 5 White-
horse, 5 830, 5 MontrCal, et eat en anyanne de 383 pour lea 
ctix-huit centres. Coimne c'est le cam pour tous lea petita 
échant illons, Is fiabilitC des estimations de dépenses pour 
heaucoup de produits eat fortement touchée per to faible pro-
portion cia répondants qui disent avoir achetC de ccx produits. 

L'échantilion des personnem 8q6es S faible revenu ext is, 
sous-ensemble de l'échantillon des ménages S faible revenu, 
qui comprenait 1,461 rCpondants en 1982 comparati.ement 5 969 
en 1978. Léchantillon des mCnages S faible revenu fart lui-
même partie cia to population visée par l'IPC officiel qui 
cosportait uP échantillon cia 9,436 en 1982 comparativament S 
6,165 en 1978. 

En 1982, l'Cchsntillon des peraonnes âgCes S faible revenu a 
été réparti an trois sous-échaotillons pour las basoins de 
lanalyse: home saul, fame acute at couple mane. Lea 
ferasea seules constituajent le principal groupa, 62% cia 
léchantilion global, tandis qua las couples manes représan-
Talent 25% da cat Cchantillon at les homes seuls, 13%. 
Lorsqu'on analyse lea donnéas relatives S chacun cia cam 
groupes, on constate, come prévu, qua Is composition des 
dépenses des fames seules détarmine lorgement Is composit ion 
des dépanses cia lensemble des personnes agees S faible rave-
nu. Ainsi, lea hahitudes de consomation des fames aaules 
ont pour affet de réduire las dépenaas soyannes cia léchantil-
ion aus chapitres des transports at des produits du tabac et 
boissora alcoolisCas mriis de les augmenter au chapitre du 
1 oqemert 

Definition du faible revenu 

La taux de faible ravenu dépand évidament cia cc quon antand 
par faibla revenu. Lea seuils cia faible revenu mont détermi-
nés cosine suit: 14  

i) S laile des derniSres données [nationales] sun lea dé-
penses des familIes, on determine is proportion globale 
du revenu gui eat. conaacrée aux sliments, so loqement et 
S Ihabillasent (P); 

ii) on ajoute 20% 5 cette proportion (P+20); 
iii) S lairle dam donoées air lea dépenses des families, on 

determine lea niveaux de revenu (scIon Is taille de lii 
lamille at Is tailie de to region cia residence) pour 
lesquels lea dCpenses pour las aliments, Ic logemant at 
lhabillement représentent (P+20)% du ravenu. 

Ainsx, on a utilisC las poureentagas suivants pour determiner 
lea saulls da faible levenu: 

	

1959 	 1969 	 19781 

	

511 
	

42 	 38.5 

P+20 	 70 
	

62 	 58.5 

1982 is the most recent national family expenditure recall survey, but low-income cut-offs based on this survey have not 
been utilized by Statistics Canada, because they are vary similar to the 1978-based cut-offs updated to 1982 by the annual 

percentage changes in the Canada CPI. 
to darnière enquete-mCmoire nationala sur las dépenses des famillas cat celle cia 1982, maia Stetistique Canada ne scsI pas 
sersi des aauila de faible reverru calcuiCs pour cetta enqu8te, parce que caus-ci étarent trSs similairas S caux He 1978 
mis-S-jour 5 1982 en se fondant sur lea variations annualles de lIPC pour ie Canada. 

14 Sea page 6 of Rebasinq Low-Income Cut-offs to 1978, 
Technical Reference Paper, Stat ist cs Canada, 
Consumer Income and Expenditure Division, September 
1983, 8-3302-519 (a non-catalogued publication). 

14 Voir page 6 de Adoption cia l'année 1978 coimule nouvelie 
année de base pour las sculls de faible revanu, Document cia 
référence technique, Statislique Canada, Saris-division du 
ravenu at des dépenses des consorruirsteurs, aeptembre 1983, 

O 8-3302-519 (publication non macrita au catalogue). 



The low-income cut-offs are calculated for all 
Canadian families and unattached individuals; thus, 
there are no cut-offs established specifically for 
senior citizens. Any senior-citizen married couple or 
unattached individual was considered to be low-income 
in 1978, therefore, because they spent 20% more of 
their income on food, shelter, and clothing than all 
Canadian families and unattached individuals did. 
Those with incomes below the cut-offs spent propor-
tionately more of their income on the three "necessi-
ties". The cut-offs used for this study are contained 
in Table 2. They are the same as those published in 
the January-March 1983 supplement to Conaier Prices 
and Price Indexes, for use with the low-Income CPIs, 
excepL that they relate only to one person and two 
persons. The cut-alEs are also differentiated by size 
of area of residence. 

Although many criticisms have been made about the 
usefulness of the low-income cut-oIls, they continue 
to satisfy the need for a measure of relative well-
being. The application to expenditure data of the 
methodology used to define "low" incomes determines 
the proportion of those in any particular group that 
can be referred to as being in 'atraitened circum-
stances". Aecauae the same factors of income and 
expenditure were used for all groups to calculate the 
low-income cut-oIls, it is these factors that must be 
examined to explain the high incidence of low income 
in the senior-citizens group. 

Indexation and Other Protection from Over-all Price 
Increases 

Generally speaking, the income of those that are in 
the labour force includes adjustments for over-all 
price increases. Of the universe of low-income 
senior-citizen married couples and unattached indivi-
duals in 1978, however, none were full-time earners, 
and less than 4% were part-time earners; in 1982, the 
proportion of part-time earners fell to less than 2%. 

Income received by those who have reached or exceeded 
the normal ret ireaent age of 65 comes from a) employ-
ment-related pensions, from h) government ret irement-
support prograimnes designed to provide additional or 
minimum incomes, and from c) other sources, including 
investment income, as follows: 

a) The low-income aeniol-citizens group received only 
6.2% of their income before taxes in the fors of 
employment-related pensions in 1978, and slightly leaa 
(6.1%) in 1982. 	Even for those who retire with a 
relatively large share of their income before taxes 
coming from private pension plans, these henefit.s 
diminish rapidly without indexation. 	The lack of 
indexation soon equalizes the total income of this 
group with the group who depend on government ret ire-
ment-aupport pensions. 

b) Government retirement-support pensions are in-
dexed. 15  This protection against price increases has 
helped to make these pensions by far the most impor-
tant source of income for low-income senior citizens. 
In 1978, 68.6% of the income before taxes for this 
group came from the OAS, G1S, and related prograranea. 
A further 9.1% came from C/UPP. 	In 1982, these per- 
centages had changed substantially, to 60.7% and 
15.8%, respectively (the increase in the percentage of 
income recei'.ed from C/UPP was due to increased bene-
fits as the plan matures). 	The heavy dependence of 

Lea seuiis de faible revenu mont calculés pour toutes lea 
familIes et personnes seules vivant au Canada; il n'esiate 
donc pas de aeuil de faible revenu propre aus personnes 
8qeea. Par consequent, toutea les unites de dépense composCes 
de peraonnes 8qees (couple mane ou peraonoe seule) Ctaient 
conaidéréea comae des mCnages N faible revenu en 1978 parce 
que, comparativemerrt 6 I'ensembie des lamilles et des per-
sonnes seules vivani au Canada, elles dépensaient 20% de plus 
de leur revenu pour am nournir, am loger et a'habiller. Lea 
mCnages dont le rexenu était inlérieur au seuil de faible 
revenru consscraient une proportion relativement plus Clevée de 
leur revenu flux trois categories de bierrs de premiere nCcessi-
té. Le tableau 2 donne lea seuiis de faible revenu utilisCs 
dans Is prCsente étude. Ce mont lea mêmes que ceux gui ant 
été publiés dans le supplement au numéro de janv icr-mars 1983 
de Prim h In consosmiation et indices des prim mjx fins du 
calcul des IPC pour lea ménages 4 faihle revenu maul quils ne 
concernent que lea ménaqes formés d'une ou de deus personnes. 
Les seuils de faible reverru soot Agalement répartis suivant Is 
tailie de Is region de residence. 

Bien que de nombreusea critiques ajent été faites 4 propos de 
lutilité dcx seuils de faible revenu, ceux-ci soot encore le 
meilleur moyen de meaurer le bien-être relatif. En appliquant 
Is méthode ic calcul des seuils de Isible revenu mix donnéex 
sur lea dCpenses, on obtient Is proportion des sembres d'un 
groupe gui peuvent être considCrCs comae des persorrnes dana Ic 
besoin. Comae les mecca élémentx de dCpenae et. de revenu ont 
servi 4 calculer lea seuils de faible revenu pour tous lea 
groupee, cc sont ces Clémenta qu'il faut considérer pour 
expliquer le nombre élevé de permonnea 4 faihle revenu chez 
lea pernonnes agCea. 

Indexation et mutres formes tie protection contre lea ausenta-
tions généralea tie prim 

En regle gCnérsle, les personnes qul sont dens Is population 
active bAnCficient dun rajuatement de revenu pour lea augmen-
tat ions genérales de pus. Or chez lea personnes 8q6es 4 
faible revenu (couples mar iCs et personnes seules), micune 
n'occupait un emploi 8 plein temps en 1978 et manna de 4% 
occupalent un emploi 4 temps partiel; quatre ans plus tard, 
cette proportion était tombCe au-desaous de 2%. 

lea personnes qui ont atteint ou dCpassC l'8qe normal de Is 
retraite (65 ans) titent normalement leur revenu de presta-
tions dun régime de retraite lie a l'ernploi, des prograrmeem 
qouvernementaux daide 4 Is retraite destinCs 4 fournir un re-
venu minimum ou additionnel, ci d'autres sources, y compris de 
revenua de placement. Ces diverses formes rim revenu mont ens-
Iysées l'une aprés lautre dana lea paragraphes qui suivent: 

a) En 1978, aeulement 6.2% du revenu avant impôt des personnes 
8gées 4 faihle revenu Ctait sbus forme de prestations 
provenant d'un régime de retraite lie 4 l'emploi ci, quatre 
ens plus lard, cette proportion avait 104q4rement diminué 
(6.1%). MAine lorsque Ic revenu avant impôt des retraitCs eat 
canal itué en bonne partie de prestationa dun régime de 
retraite pnivC, ces prextat ions diminuent rapidement s'il ny 
a pea d'indexation. 	t'absence d'une formule dindexation a 
tot fait de ramener lea personnes gui vivent surtout des pram-
tations dun régime privé de retraite sur un pied dégalité 
avec lea personnes qui mont tributaires des regimes publics. 

b) Lea prestations des regimes tie retraite publics sont in- 
Gr8ce 8 cette mesure de protection contre lea suq-

mentations tie prix, ces prestat ions mont devenues Is source de 
revenu de loin is plus importante pour lea personries AgCcs 8 
faible revenu. En 1978, 68.6% du reverru avant impOt tie ems 
personrres provenait des prograirirres de Is SécuritC tie Ia vieil-
lease et du Supplement de revenu gsranti et des programes 
connexea. Une tranche additronnelle de 9.1% prnaenart du RPC 
ou du RRU. En 1982, ems pourcentages svsient considérablement 
CvoluC, se situsnt 4 60.7 et 8 15.8 reapectivement (Ia hausse 
du pourcentaqe He revenu provenant du RPC ou du RRQ s'explique 

15 Full indesation applies, based on changes in the 
CPI, except for the 1982-83 and 1983-84 years, when 
the "6 and 5" restraint program was in effect. 

15 Pielne indexat ion fondCe sur lea variations tie lIPC, saul 
pour lea annCes 1982-1983 et 1983-1984, durant lesquelles 
Is programme 'tea restrictions salar isles (6 et 5%) a Cté en 
V igucur. 
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low-income senior citizens on goverrxiient retirement-
support pensions is shown by the fact that more than 
three-quarters of the income of this group in both 
years came from these pensions. 

c) Other sources of income 16  consist of total invest-
ment income, unemployment insurance benefits, social 
assistance, other income from government sources, 
wages and salaries, income from self-employment, and 
other money income. In total, other income in 1978 
accounled for 16.1% of the income before taxes for 
low-income senior citizens, and, in 1982, for 17.3%. 
in both years about one-half of total other income 
came from investment income, which, like most of the 
types of income contained in this grouping, generally 
adjusts to over-all price increases. 

In sisamary, nearly all of the income of low-income 
senior citizens is directly or indirectly adjusted for 
over-all price increases. Despite this protection, 
the level of total income received by the low-income 
senior-citizens group is very low. 

In 1982, the average income before taxes for low-
income senior citizens in urban centres with 30,000 or 
more inhabitants was $6,922.2, compared to $4,701.8 in 
1978, which was an increase of 47.2% from 1978. On 
the other hand, incomes for other low-income families 
and unattached individuals were, on average, $9,292.0 
in the same urban centres in 1992, which was a lesser 
increase of 42.4% from the $6,525.0 reported in 1978. 
The size of the income received by low-income senior 
citizens can also be compared to the progression of 
changes in income for successive ages, as shown in the 
following data: 

per one augmentation des preatations % mesure que le régime 
évolue). Limportance capitale des regimes de retraite Pu-
blics pour les personnes âgées 4 fsibie revenu eat démontrée 
par le fat que plus des trois quarts du revenu de ces per-
sonnes provenait de ces regimes en 1978 comae en 1982. 

c) Lea autrea formes de revenu16  comorennent le revenu total 
de placements, lea prestations d'assurance-chömaqe et dade 
sociale, lea autrea sources de revenu qouvernementales, les 
salaires et traitements, las revenus tires dun travail auto-
nome et les sutres revenus caunCtalres. En 1978, les mutres 
formes de revenu représentaient globalement 16.1% du revenu 
avant Impôt des personnes 8q6es 4 faible revenu el quatre ans 
plus tard, elles en représentaienl 17.3%. En 1978 cornice en 
1982, lea revenus de placement représentaient environ Ia 
mojtiC de tous les auties revenus; de plus, comae Is pluport 
des categories de revenu comprises clans cet ensemble, lea re-
venus de placement sajustant normalement melon lea augments-
tion de pris. 

En aomme, presque toua les revenus des personnes 8gées 4 
faible revenu sont directement ou indirectement tajuatCs en 
fonction des augmentationa générales de prim. Malgré cette 
protection, Ia revenu total des personnes agCea 4 faible 
revenu demeure très bas. 

En 1982, le revenu rxoyen avant impOt des personnes âgéea 4 
faible revenu vivant clans des centres urbains de 30,000 habi-
tants ou plus était de $6,922.2 comparativernent 8 $4,701.8 
quatre ans plus tôt, ce qui repréaente rine augmentation de 
47.2%. Par ailleurs, les autres nénages 8 foible revenu 
(families ou personnes seules) vivant clans les nièmes centres 
urbains avaient un revenu moymrr de $9,292.0 en 1982, cticffre 
gui, par rapport ous $6,525.0 de 1978, représente une hausse 
un peu anins forte de 42.4%. Le revenu des personnes âqées 8 
foible revenu peut aussi êtce cornparC 8 la gradation du revenu 
pour las groupes dâge successifs, comme lindique le tableau 
ci-dessous: 

Average income before taxes for families and unattached individuals, by age of head of families or age of unattached indivi-
duals 

Revenu moyen avant impt des familles et des personnes seules, melon lge du chef de Emuille ou de Is personne seule 

Year 	 All ages 	Under 	25-34 	35-44 	45-54 	55-64 	65 yrs. 
25 yra. 	yrs. 	yra. 	yrs. 	yra. 	and over 

AnnCe 	 bus lea ages 	I4sins de 25-34 	35-44 	45-54 	55-64 	65 ans 
25 ans 	ans 	 ana 	 ans 	 ens 	 et plus 

doll mrs 

19781 	 19,582.6 	14,405.2 	20,935.7 	24,243.8 	24,728.9 	19,129.7 	10,174.7 

1982 2 	 29,087.8 	21,409.0 	29,701.0 	35,973.0 	37,386.0 	28,323.9 	16,150.5 

1 See p.  20-21 of family Expenditure in Canada, Volume 3, All Canada: Urban and Rural, 1978 Statistics Canada, Catalogue No. 
62-551, January 1982. 

1 Voir p.  20-21 de Dépenses dea familIes mu Canada, Volume 3, ensemble du Canada: Regions urboines et ruralea, 1978, no 62-551 
mu catalogue de Stat 1st gue Canada, janviec 1982. 

2 UnpubliShed data from the 1982 famIly expenditure survey. 
2 Oonnées non publiCes de l'enquête sur lea dépenaes des familles de 1982. 

for all senior citizens in Canada, the average income 
before taxes in 1982 increased by 58.7% from 1978, 
which was the largest increase for any of the age 
groups. Compared to the income received by all fami-
lies and unattached individuals in Canada (including 
the low-income group and all those in urban centres 
with less than 30,1100 inhabitants and those in rural 
areas), which was 48.5% higher in 1982 than in 1978, 

Le revenu anyen avant impOt des peraonnea agéea vivant mu 
Canada a augmenté de 58.7% entre 1978 et 1982; cest Is plus 
forte augmentation de revenu parmi tous lea groupes dage. Ic 
revenu moyer, de l'ensemble des familles et des persorines 
seules vivant mu Canada (y compris des persorines 8 faible 
rexenu at de celles vivant dana lea centres urbains de moms 
de 30,000 habitants et lea regions rurales), qui a augmenté de 
485% entre 1978 et 1982, fait ressortir Ic faible niveau <Ia 

16 Does not include net contributions less withdrawals 
under the Registered Retirement Savings Plan and 
the Registered Home Ownership Plan. In the expen-
diture surveys, the difference between these net 
contributions and withdrawals 15 treated as part of 
Total Net Change in Assets. 

16 Ne comprend porn lea socTm,ea nettes ret irCes dun Régime 
enregistré dépargne-retraite ou d'un Régime enregixtrC 
d'épargne-logement. Dana lea enqu8tes aur lea dépenses, is 
difference entre lea contributions nettes et lea retraits 
ae rattachant 8 i'un ou lautre régime est incluse dane is 
variation nette totale de lactif. 
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the relatively low level of income for all senior 
citizens in general and low-income senior citizens in 
particular is apparent. In comparing incomes for 
different groups, however, it should be noted that 
each group has different characteristics. 

Although the above data for 1978 and 1982 (contained 
in the Labia and beginning in the preceding paragraph) 
cannot be interpreted as reflecting true longitudinal 
changes in income of family members and of unattached 
individuals as they grow older, 17  the difference in 
income between the 55-64 group as compared to those at 
least 65 years old in each of these two survey years 
does give some indication of the drop in income upon 
retirement. Although senior citizens gained on the 
other age groups between 1978 and 1982, mainly because 
of increases in C/OPt' payments, there are still very 
large absolute differences in income between this 
group and the other groups. The increase in the 
income received by low-income senior citizens and 
other low-income families and unattached individuals, 
on the other hand, was less than that received by the 
other age groups, with the exception of the 25-34 age 
group. 

Average incomes of those who are at least 65 years of 
age decrease (and decrease substantially) with advanc 
ing age. 18  This is because the recently retired are 
likely to have higher investment income and higher 
pension-plan income. More importantly, in 1978 there 
were almost twice as many women as men in the low-
income senior-citizens group, compared to only about 
51 more in all income groups; in 1982 there was sub-
stantially more than twice as many women in the group, 
compared to about 8% more in all income groups. 
Generally speaking, women have lower incomes than men 
and live longer. Low-income female senior citizens 
have very little employment-related income, because 
they often have not worked outside the home, or, if 
they have, it has been for shorter periods and often 
part-time; if full-time, it has been for lower wages. 

Of the two factors of income and expenditure used to 
calculate the low-income cut-offs, income has been 
determined to be an important factor. The role of 
expenditures will he examined next. 

Expenditures for low-Inco.e Senior Citizens 

(a) Low-income expenditure definitions 

There are some very important differences between 
the expenditure definitions used to calculate the 
low-income cut-offs and the definitions used to 
calculate the two special-group CPIs and the 
Official CPI. food expenditures are adjusted in 
all three CPls, as are alcohol expenditures; 
replacement cost 19  is added to shelter; not all of 
medical and health care expenditures are used, nor 
all of miscellaneous current consumption, nor any 
of personal taxes, security, gifts and contribu-
tions. 20  As well, weights for the three CPls are 
expressed as percentages of the total of the 
expenditure (including adjustments) on the goods 

revenu des personnes Aqées en qénéral et des personnes 4q6em A 
fible revenu en particulier. Toutefois, one corsparaison des 
revenus de qroupes différenta doit tenir compte des caracté-
ristiques thfférentes de cheque groupe. 

Rico que lea données portant sur 1cm années 1978 et 1982 
(c'est-A-dire les donnAss contenues dana le tableau et Is 
paragraphs prcidents) ne puissent Atre conaidérées comme on 
indice des variations lonqitudinales réelles di revenu des 
fenilles et des personnes seules avec i'Age,17 Is difference 
de revenu entre le groups des 55-64 ens et celui des 65 ans at 
plus nour chacijne des deux annCes denguAte donne effective-
sent une idCe de Ia baisme de revenu gui aurvient au moment do 
Is retraite. MAce si le qroupe dee personnes Aqées a qaqne du 
terrain entre 1978 et 1982 par rapport sue autres qroupes 
dAge, et cola grAce surtout A laugmentation des prestations 
du RPC ou du RRU, il existe encore de très grands écarts de 
revenu, en termes absoltjs, entre cc qroupe et lea autrea 
groupes. Par ailleurs, Ic revenu des personnes AqAes 8 faibla 
revenu et des autres menaqes A faihle revenu (familIes et 
personnes seules) s'est accru dans une mains large mesure gue 
celui des sutrcs groupes dâqe, sauf en cc gui a trait au 
groupe dea 25-34 ans. 

Le revenu moyen des personnes AqAes de 65ans et plus diminue 
de beaucoup A mesure quelles vieillissent 18  puisque lea per-
sonnes gui commencent leur retraite soot susceptibles de tou-
cher des prestations de retraite et des revenue de placement 
plus élevAs qua lea retraitAs plus Ages. Fait plus important 
encore, To groupe des personnes Agées A faihle revenu comptait 
presgue deux fois plus de femmes que dhomvies en 1978 alors 
que lensemble des groupes de revenu en comptaient A paine 5% 
de plus; en 1982, Is nombre de femrrss Agées A faible revenu 
excédait larqeeent le double de celui des homes alors que lea 
groupes de revenu dana leur ensemble comptaient environ 8% de 
plus de femmes gue dhommes. En rAgle qAnérale, lea femmea 
ont on revenu inférieur A celui des hommos et vivent plus 
lonqtemps. Lea fences AqAes A faible revenu recoivent trbs 
peu do prestatiorra de retraite liAes A l'emploi car, dans 
heaucoup de cas, elles nont jamsis travaillC A lestrrieur 
ou, 5X ellea Pont fait (;a ALA pour one courte durAe et, 
souvent, A tampa partiel; lorsqu'il sagissait dun oaploi A 
plein tempa, Is rAmunAration Atait infArieure A cetle des 
hommes. 

Ii a AtA Atabli que, psrmi lea deux facteurs (revenu et 14-
penses) servant A calculer las aeuils de faihle revenu, le 
revenu constituait un facteur determinant. Le role des dA-
penses ext analysA dans Is section suivante. 

Dépeoses des personnes AqAes A faible revenu 

a) DAfinit ion des dApenses dea personnes A faible revenu 

La définiL ion des dApenses utilisAe dans le calcul des 
seuils de fsihle revenu diffAre sensiblement de cells utili-
sAc dana Ic calcul des deux IPC pour des qroupes particu-
hers et de 1IPC officiel. Lee dApenses pour les aliments 
sont rajuatAes dana lea trois IPC, come le aont lea 
dApenses pour les boissons alcoolisAes; le corlt de remplace-
ment 19  eeL ajouté au logement; lea dApenses pour lea soins 
mAdicaux et les soins de santA at lea dApenses diverges de 
consommation courante ne sont pas toutes utilisCes at on ne 
considAre aucunement lea impOts personnels, Is sécuritA at 
las dons et contributions. 20  Do sAme, lea pondArations 
relatives aux trois IPC mont exprimAes en pourcentaqe du 
total des dApenses (y coispris les rajustements) pour los 

Such data are not available. 
18 See p. XVII of Expenditure Patterns and Income 

Adequacy for the Elderly, 1969-1976, Statistics 
Canada, June 1980, Catalogue tk. 13-575. 

19 For an explanation or the derivation of the weight 
for replacement cost, see p.  46 of The Constm,er 
Price Index Reference Paper, tidatinq Based on 1982 
Expenditures, Statistics Canada, Catalogue No. 
62-553, Occasionsl, february 1985. 

20 In addition, for the 1978 basket, different expen-
diture definitions are used for food, household 
operation, household furnishings and equipment, 
clothing, transportation, and recreation. 

17 Il nexiste poe de telles donn4es. 
18 Voir p. XVII de DApenses et suffisance di revenu des per-

sonnes AgAms, 1969-1976, Statistique Canada, join 1980, no 
13-575 au catalogue. 

19 Pour one explication di calcul de Is pondérstion ettrihuAe 
au coit de reraplsceeent, voir p. 46 do Document di rAfArence 
do lindice des prix A Is conscameation, misc A jour fondAe 
cur lee dApenses do 1982, no 62-553 au catalogue de Statis-
tigue Canada, hors eerie, fAvrier 1985. 

20 De plus, en ce gui a trait au panier de 1978, on utilise one 
dAfinitinn diffArente des dApenses pour lea aliments, lea 
dApenses de mAnage, lea articles dsneikdement et Aguipe-
ment, Ihabillement, Is transport et leg loisirs. 
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and services that are covered by the CPIs, whereas 
the percentage distributions used to calculate the 
low-income definitions are the dollars of total 
expenditure, expressed as a percentage of income 
before taxes )that is, the dollars of expenditure 
on food, shelter, and clothing are divided by 
income before taxes). As noted earlier, the 
over-all 1978 proportion of income spent on food, 
shelter and clothing was 38.5%.21 using CPI 
definitions of food, shelter and clothing, aggre-
gate weights for the addition of the three 
components are obtained: 22  

biens et services visês par ces trois indices, tandis que 
les proportions uttlises dana le calcul des seuils de 
foible revenu correspondent au rapport entre lea dépenses 
totales et Is revenu avant impôt, exprimé en pourcentaqe 4*' 
(c'est-à-dire qua lx montont total des dépenaes pour lea 
aliments, le logeixent et l'habillement eat divisé par le 
revenu ovant impôt). Coame on l's vu précéderianent, 18 
proportion globale du revenu conaacrée sos aIlments, au 
loqement at h l'habillement était cia 38.5% en 1978.21  En 
sppliquant lea dfinit ions des aIlments, du logement et de 
l'habillement utilises dons le calcul dx l'IPC, on obtient 
lea pondérat ions aqréqees suivantea: 22  

Year Official tow-Income Low-Income 
CPI CPJ Senior-Citizens 

eP 1 

Année IPC IPC pour les [PC pour 	les 
officiel ménages b personnea ãges 

foible revenu h 	foible revenu 

percent - pourcentage 

1978 51.4 60.4 63.4 
1982 56.0 65.2 71.0 

These weights show the differences between the 
expenditure definitions and percentage rlistribu-
tiona used by the CPls compared to what is used in 
the low-income cut-offs on page 8, and the fact 
that these differences increased considerably 
between 1978 and 1982. The weights also show the 
relatively high expenditures of low-income senior 
citizens on the necessities. Compared to the 
families and unattached individuals covered by the 
Official CPI, relative expenditure on the necessi-
ties was 23.3% larger for the low-income senior-
citizens group in 1978, and 26.8% larger in 1982. 

(b) Coveracie of expenditures, and Ojacounts and 
Subsidies 

It is sometimes argued that senior citizens pur-
chase different types of commodities than do 
younger age groups. This assertion realty relates 
to different-quality purchases and/or different 
amounts of purchases, although there are some 
coxanodulies that are never purchased by senior 
citizens. The classification system used for the 
CPI, however, includes all comodities (both goods 
and services) covered by this price index, regard-
less of who purchases them. In other words, all 
of the conseodities that are purchased by senior 
citizens are covered by the CPI. 

Senior-citizens discounts are sometimes thought to 
reduce the 'coat-of-living' for this group. It is 
true that these discounts do reduce the amount of 
expenditures required to obtain the discounted 

Cea pondérotions font ressortir lea differences gut exis-
tent entre le cslcul des IPC at celui des seuils de faible 
revenu dcrit è Is page 8 au point de vue des definitions 
dx dépensea et des proportions en pourcentage; elles mdi-
quent Cqalement que ces différences se soot considCrsble-
merit accentuCes entre 1978 at 1982. On constate du mOme 
coup Is proportion relatavement Clevée des dCpenses des 
peraonnes Agées è foible reversi pour lea biens dx premiere 
nécessité. Comparstivement è l'ensemble des families et 
des personnes seules siaées par l'IPC officiel, lea per-
sonnes âgCes h foible revenu ont consacré, en 1978, 23.3% 
de plus de leur budget suix biens do premiere nécessité et 
26.8% de plus en 1982. 

b) Champ des dépsnses, rab8is et subrent ions 

On cit parfois que lea per sonnes èqées n'achètent pas lea 
mAmas produits que lea membres des auties groupes d'Age. 
Cela veut dire en fail que lea personnes àqées achètent des 
produits dx qualité difrerente at n'en achBtent pam en mAcne 
quantité bran quit y ait certains produits queues 
n'achAtent .jamais. Cependant, le système do classification 
utilisé pour l'IPC comprend tous lea produits (biens et 
services) visCs par cat induce, sans égard aux acheteurs. 
En dautres mots, tous les prodults qu'achCtent lea per-
aonnes agées soot couverts par l'IPC. 

On croit porfois que lea rabais accordCs sum personnes 
AqCes permettent do rCduire Ic "coCit do Is vie" pour ces 
personnes. 11 eat vrsi que cex rsbaix réduisent Ic prix 
des produita auxquels its sappliquent et donnent lieu, 

21 The proportion of total expenditure spent on these 
categories, however, was 39.7%; the difference is 
due to income before taxes being significantly 
higher than total expenditure. 

22 These weights are not strictly comparable. 	In 
order to be comparable, the weights would have to 
be expressed in terms of the same set of prices, 
such as those for the year 1982. An examinst ion of 
the pattern of relationships between the three sets 
of weights in 1982 compared to 1978, however, does 
give some indicst ion of a real increase in the 
consumption of the necessities. It should also be 
noted that these weights do not relate to any 
published indexes. 

21 Par contra, Is proportion des dépenses totales consacrée 
ces composantes était de 39.7%; l'écart entre lea deux 
pourcentaqes s'explique par le fail que le revenu nvsnt 
impOt eat beaucoup plus élevé que las dépenses tot ales. 

22 Ceo pondérat ions ne sont pas parlaiteaent comparables. 
Pour lAirs, il faudrait qu'elles solent exprivaées en 
fond ion cia Is mAma aCne do pris, par exemple ceux do 
1982. Toutefois, si on compare Tea relations gui exis-
talent en 1982 entre lea trois sCriei dx pondérat ions at 
celles qui existatent entre ceo mAuxes series quatre ens 
plus tot, it eat permis cia croire quil y a so une augsen-
tstion rCeIle de Ia conaonsiation cia biena de premiere 
nCcessité. II convient sussi do souligner qua ceo pondCra-
tions ne se rattachent a aucun mdcx publiC. 
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commodities, and hence result in lower specific 
CPI weights. They do not, however, provide 
protection against price increases, 23  which are 
fully reflected in the consumer price indexes. 

Expenditures of some senior citizens are reduced 
because of the existence of subsidies on certain 
commodities. The coat of property taxes and 
pharmaceutical products, for example, is often 
lower for members of this group, because of gov-
ernment subsidization. These reductions will 
lower the specific CR! weights, but price in-
creases for these commodities, as for those on 
which senior-citizens discounts are provided by 
the private sector, will be fully reflected in the 
price indexes. This will be the case as long as 
the subsidies are applied in the form of price 
reductions and as long as these prices are 
included in the CPI. Like discounts, the intro-
duction and removal of subsidies, however, does 
have an impact. 

(c) CPI weights 

CR! weights for low-income senior citizens are 
listed in Tables 3 and 4. Although only weights 
for the seven major components of the CR1 and some 
important lower-level aggregates are shown, the 
Low-Income Senior-Citizens CR! is calculated using 
weights that are as detailed as those used in the 
calculation of the Official CR!. Also included in 
the tables, for comparison purposes, are weights 
for the Official CPI and the Low-Income CPI. 
There are substantial differences between the 
three sets of weights contained in each of the 
tables and these differences are very important, 
because they are the only variable in the calcula-
tion of special-group CPIa. The three sets of 
weights in Table 3 are expressed in terse of 1978 
quantities and March 1982 prices, to correspond to 
the month subsequent to which the 1978 basket was 
introduced into the Offucial CR!, whereas the 
three sets of weights in Table 4 are expressed in 
terse of 1982 quantities and December 1984 prices, 
to correspond to the month subsequent to which the 
1982 basket was introduced into the Official CR!. 
It should be noted that the weiqhts in the two 
tables are not strictly comparable. To be compa-
rable, two adjustments would have to be made to 
the weights. Firstly, the weights would have to 
be expressed in terse of the same set of prices, 
such as those for December 1984. Secondly, the 
same classification system would have to be used 
for both basketm (the major changes in the classi-
fication system used For the 1982 basket were the 
transfer of Traveller accommodation from Recrea-
tion to Housing, the transfer of Water, fuel and 
electricity from Household operation to Shelter, 
and the division of Shelter into Principal accom-
modation and Non-principal accommodation). 

Despite the above limitations, an examination of 
the weights in Table 3 and Table 4 indicates that 
there have been some changes to the pattern of 
relationships between the three sets of weights in 
1982 compared to 1978. The predominant pattern 
continues to be that the Low-Income Senior-
Citizens CR! has the lowest relative weights for 
the majority of the seven major components, and 
the Official CPI, the highest. This is still the 
case for Clothing, Transportation, and Recreation, 
resding and education. For Tobacco products and 
alcoholic beverages in 1982, however, the weight 
for low-income senior citizenm is stll.l the 
lowest, but the weight for the low-income group is 

23 Discounts do affect price increases in the period 
in which they are first introduced and in the 
period in which they are changed or removed, but 
not for the other periods in which the discounts 
are applicable. 

par conmquent, A des pondérations moindres pour lee IPC 
pour des qroupes particuliere. Par contre, us o'offrent 
aucune protection contre lea augmentationa He prix, 23  gui 
me reflètent entièrement dens lee indices des prix A Is 
consoemat ion. 

Certaines personnes AqAes voient leura dApenses rAduites 
nr8ce sue aubventions offerlea pour certoins prockiits. Par 
example, le montant des taxes fonciArea et le pris des 
produita pharmaceutiques sont souvent moindres pour lea 
pers000es du troisiAme Age A cause des subventions offertes 
par lEtat. Ces reductions auront pour effet dabaisser 
lee pondArations des IPC pour des qroupea particuliers, 
mais lea hausses de pris touchant ces produits et ceux 
auxquels sappliquent lee rabais offertm aus personnea 
AqAes par le secteur privC se reflAteront entiArement dans 
lee indices He prix. Ii an sera ainsi tent et aussi long-
temps que lee subventiona se traduiront par des rAdi.tions 
de prix at que ces prix seront inclis dans !!PC. Toute-
fois, comae dans le ems des rahais, l'application ou le 
retrait He subventions a des consAquences. 

c) PondArations de l'!PC 

Lea pondCrations de lIPC pour lea peraonnes AqAes A faible 
revenu figurent dens lea tableaux 3 at 4. Bien gum ceux-ci 
ne donnent que las pondArat ions pour las sept composantes 
principales He l'IPC et certains sous-aqrAgata najeurs, 
lIPC pour les pers000es AqAem A faible revenu est calculA 
A laide He pondArations aussi dAtaillCes que celles qui 
servant au calcul de !'!PC official. Lea tableaux con-
tiennent Aqalement, aux fine de comporaison, lea ponders-
tions de lIPC officiel at He lIRE pour les mAnages A 
faible revenu. Les trois series de pondArations diffArent 
senaiblement d'un tableau A l'autre et ces differences soot 
un facteur trAm important car lea pondArationa an question 
sont lea seulea variables gui entrent dens le calcul des 
!PC pour des groupes particuliers. Lea trois mAnes He 
ponderations du tableau 3 soot exprimAes en fonction des 
guantitAs He 1978 et des pnix de mars 1982 de sante que ces 
series commencent le mois suivant cetui au le panier de 
1978 a etA introduit dens lIPC official, alors qua lea 
trois series de pondArations du tableau 4 soot exprimAes en 
fonction des quantitAs He 1982 et des pnix He dAcembre 1984 
de sorte qua ces series commencent Ia mois suivant ccliii oà 
le panier He 1982 a etA introdujt dens l!PC officiel. 11 
canvient He soulignen qua las pondArations contenues dans 
lea deus tableaux ne soot pam parfaitement cosparables. 
Pour quelles Ia soient, il faudrait y apporter deux 
corrections. PremiArement, il faudrait exprimer cam pandA-
rat ions en fonction He la sAme sAne de prim, par example 
ceux He dAcembre 1984. DeuxiAmement, il faudnait utiliser 
le mAma système de classification Dour lea deux paniers 
(lore do l'introduction dii panier de 1982, lea pnincipales 
modifications dii système He classification out AtA Is 
transfert dHAbergement des voyageurs de Is composante 
loisirs A Is compossnte habitation, Ic tranafert d'eau, 
combustible et electricité He Is composante dApenses He 
mAnage A Ia camposante loqement et Ic portage de cette 
derniAre an deux soua-compoaantea: logemeot principal et 
loqement secondaire). 

MalirA lea faiblesses prCcitCes, lanalyse des pondArationm 
des tableaux 3 ml 4 indigue que lea relations entre lea 
trois aAries He pondArationa ont qualgue peu AvoluA entre 
1978 et 1982. On coriatate dabord que l'!PC pour les per-
aonnes Aq&es A faible revenlj prAsente toiijours les ponders-
lions relatives lea some ClsvAes pour Ia phupart des sept 
compoaantes pnincipalas et gLie 1UIPC official présente lea 
pondArationa relatives lea plum AlevAes. Cccl notameent 
le cam pour Ihabillement, Ic transport et lea loisirs, Ia 
lecture et In formation. En cc gui a trait aus produita du 
tabac at hoissons alenoliaAea, toutefois, Is ponderation Is 
plus faible en 1982 am rapparte toujours 805 pensonnas 
AqAea A faible revenu, asia is poodAration me rapportant 
aux mAnages A faible revenu act Cquivalente A celle de 

23 Lea rahais infhuent sur lea haussas de pnix lorsquila 
entrent an vigueur ou quils soot modifies ou suppnimAs 
mais nont aucun effet A dautrea momenta. 
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at the same relative level as for the Official 
CR1, because of a proportionately larger increase 
in the importance of espenditures on cigarettes by 
the low-income qroup. For Housing in 1982, as in 
1978, the predominant pattern is reversed, with 
the highest relative weight for the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CR1, and the lowest, for the Offi-
cial CR1. For Food, however, there has been a 
change, with the weight for the Low-Income CR1 now 
lower than the weight for the Low-Income Senior-
Citizens CR1, but with both continuing to be much 
larger than the weight for the Official CR1. The 
most important percenLaqe change in 1982 compared 
to 1978, aside from those affected by classifica-
tion differences, was the increase in the weiqht 
of Health and personal care for the senior-
citizens group, which raised it from the lowest 
weight of the three indexes to being equivalent to 
the highest weight (the highest weight is for the 
low-income group). Because of classification 
changes, Shelter weights increased dramatically 
for all three indexes, due to the inclusion of 
Water, fuel and electricity for principal accorano-
dation and of Traveller acconaaodation. There were 
offsetting decreases, because of these classifica-
tion changes, in the weights for Household opera-
tion and Recreation, reading and educat ion. 

In addition to the differences in weights at 
higher levels of aggregation between the three 
groups in 1982 as compared to 1978, there are also 
important differences at lower levels. A supple-
mentary analysis of these differences is found in 
Appendix A. 

(d) Reasons for differences in relative weiahts 

The differences in weimmts between the three 
groups discussed above and the changes over time 
in the weights of the three groups (or, for that 
matter, for any group) are due to differences in 
income or changes in preference for particular 
goods and services, or both. As noted in the 
earlier section on indexation, income before taxes 
is relatively very small for the low-income 
senior-citizens group. Because about one-quarter 
more of expenditures by senior citizens is allo-
cated to the necessities compared to the Official 
CPI, this group has had to alter its preferences 
for other goods and services compared to pre-
retirement patterns. lkon retirement, most 
fsmilies and unattached individuals experience a 
drastic alteration in their life-style. If they 
were not part of the low-income group before, upon 
retirement their relative expenditures on food and 
housing rise substantially and their relative 
expenditures on health and personal care increase 
somewhat, thus forcing significant cut-backs for 
clothing; transportation; recreation, reading and 
education; and tobacco and alcohol. Even if they 
were part of the low-income group previously, upon 
retirement their relative expenditures on housing 
rise significantly and their expenditures on food 
and health and personal care remain essentially 
unchanged, thus forcing decreases for the other 
four major components. In susinary, changing 
preferences have a role in the explanation of 
differences in weights for the three groups, but 
this role appears to be minor compared to the 
effect of the drop in income upon retirement. 

Li.itations of Low-lnco.e CRIs 

There are several limitations to the low-income CPIa, 
for both the low-income group and low-income senior 
citizens. An often-stated limitation is that the 
prices used are those that are employed in the con-
struction of the Official CR1. Theme prices are not 
necessarily representative of the prices paid by 
senior citizens, because they relate to popular com-
modities and they are collected from retail outlets 

IIPC official A cause dune augmentation relativement plus 
forte des dépenses des ménaqes A faible revenu pour des 
cigarettes. Au chapitre de l'habitat ion, Is tendance prin-
cipale eat renversée, en 1978 come en 1982r l'IPC pour lea 
personnes Agées A faible revenu présente Ia pondArat ion 
relative is plus 6lev6e et l'IRC officiel, Is pondrat ion 
relative Ia plus faible. Par ailleurs, on note un change-
sent au chapitre des aliments; Is pondérat ion de lIPC pour 
lea ménages A faible revenu eat désotmais inférieure A 
celle de l'IPC pour lea persorines Agées A faible revenu 
maim les deux continuent d'être beaucoup plus élevées que 
Is pondérat ion de l'IPC officiel. La plus grosse variation 
en pourcentaqe par rapport A 1978, hors lea variations 
engendrées per lea differences de systAmes de classifica-
tion, a etC laugmentat ion de Ia pondCratLon de Ia sante et 
moms personnels chez lea personnes AgCes; cette pondCra-
tion, gui Ctait Is plus faible des troms, Cquiaut dCsor-
mais A Is pondération Is plus ClevCe, c'est-A-dire celle 
des mCnages A faible revenu. Les rodificat ions du système 
de classification ont entralnC une hausse appreciable des 
pondCrot ions du logement pour les trois indices; cette 
housse eat due notarrinent A l'inclusion du sous-ogrCgat eau, 
combustible et ClectricitC dans Is sous-composante loqement 
principal et A l'addmtion lu sous-agrCgat hCbergement des 
voyageurs. En revanche, ces mêmes modifications ont en-
tralnC une baisae des pondCrat ions des composantes dCpenses 
de mCnaqe et loisirs, lecture et formation. 

11 n'y a pas seulement aux niveaux dagrCgat ion supCrieurs 
que lea differences dans lea pondCrat ions des trois groupes 
ont CvoluC entre 1978 et 1982; on note Cqalement des diffC-
rences appreciablea aux niveaux d'aqrCgat ion infCrimurs. 
On trouvera une analyse de cea differences A l'annexe A. 

dl Raisona des Ccarts entre lea pondCrat ions relati 

tes differences dana lea pondCratrons des trois groupes 
CtudiCe ci-desaus et l'évolution des ponderations de cea 
trois groupes (ou mAme Is nimporte quel autre groupe) mont 
attribuables aux Ccsrta de revenu ou A lCvolution des 
goOts des consomateurs. Come on l's vu dans is section 
sur lindexat ion, les personnes AgCes A foible revenu ont 
un revenu avant impt trAs peu ClevC par rapport aus out rem 
groupes. Come les personnes 8g6es consacrent environ 25% 
de plus de leurs dCpenses totsles sun bierra de premiAre 
nCcessitC que Ienxemble de Is population, on suppose gue 
ces personnes ont dO modifier leurs habitudes de consonina-
tion lorsquelles sont arrisCes A Is retraite. Dc fait, Is 
plupart des familles et des personnea seules voient leur 
mode de vie changer radicalement sri moment Is is retraite. 
Si, avant la retraite, ccx familles ou ces personnes seules 
nCteient pas sri nombre des mCnages A laible revenu, dies 
voient nCanmoins, une fois A Is retraite, Is proportion de 
laura dCpenses pour lea aliments et lhahitstion sacerol-
tre aensiblement et Is proportion de leurs dCpenses poui Is 
sante et lea sUms personnels augmenter un peu, cc qui 
entralne nCcessairement une diminution appreciable des 
dCpenses sun chapitres de l'hsbillement, du transport, des 
lomairs, de Is lecture et de Is formation et des produits 
du tabac et boissons alcoolisCes. Mess si, avant is 
retraite, ces famillea ou cem peraonnes seules comptaient 
parmi ins mCnaqes A fsible reveru, au moment de Is re-
trsite, is proportion de leurs dCpensea consacrCe A Ihebi-
tation saccrolt sensiblement et Is proportion de leurs 
dCpenses consecrCe sun aliments, A Ia santC et coins per-
sonnels demeure A peu prea mu mAme niveau, Ce qui entralne 
nCceasairement une diminution des dCpenses pour les quatre 
sutres composantes prmncipales. En somee, lCvolut ion des 
goCits explique an partie 1cm differences dana les ponders-
tions des trorm groupes, maim cc facteur semble negligeable 
par rapport sun effetx Ic Is baisse de revenu gui sun lent 
Cu moment de Is retrarte. 

Foiblesses des IPC pour lea .enaqes A faible revenu 

II y a plusieurs faihlessex sun IPC pour lea mCnages A faible 
revenu, qu'il sagiase ou non Ic ménages de personnes AgCes. 
Per exempie, on deplore souvent que lea prin utilisCs dana le 
celcul de ces indices soient les mémes que ceux c.ji servent A 
Ia construction de l'IPC officiei. Ccx prix re mont pam 
nCcesmairement reprCsentat ifs de ceus que paient les peraonnes 
AgCes parce quils me rspportent A des produitm gui me vendent 
beaucoup et soot relevCs A des points Ic vents au detail gui 
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with high sales volumes (see Chapter 5 of the CPI 
reference paper for the updating based on 1982 expen-
ditures). In this regard, it is sometimes thought 
that senior citizens make a considerahle portion of 
their purchases at nearby convenience stores, with 
their relatively high price levels, rather than at the 
supermarkets where the prices for the CPI are collect-
ed. 24  Even if the prices paid by senior citizens are 
at a different level than the average prices used for 
the Official CPI, however, the changes in these prices 
are likely to be very similar to the changes in the 
prices used for the Official CPI; it is these changes 
that are used to construct the low-income senior-
citizens index. Subsidized prices that are available 
only to senior citizens may move differently, but 
often these subsidies are in the form of percentage 
discounts; therefore, the subsidized prices will move 
exactly the same as unsubsidized prices, if the same 
relative discount is maintained. Another limitation 
is that the expenditure data used to derive weiqhtm 
for the low-income indexes were obtained from expen-
diture surveys that were not specifically designed for 
the low-income populat ion. As well, the margin of 
error for any part of the population covered by the 
expenditure surveys, is likely to be oreater than it 
is for the larger population. An additional 
limitation is that the Official CPI price series is 
the national CPI price series, which reflect the 
regional distribution of the population covered by the 
Official CPI; this distribution may be somewhat 
different for each of the low-income groups. 

In aunenary, some limitations with regard to the quali-
ty of low-income indexes exist. Theme limitations, 
however, are considered to he relatively minor. 

Coarability of Special-Group CVIa 

If only the impact of different weights for special-
group indexes is to be captured, special-group indexes 
must be constructed with the swim methodologies as 
used in the Official CPI, including use of data at the 
basic grouping level. 25  Both the Low-Income Senior-
Citizens CP1 and the Low-Income CPI published by 
Statistics Canada are constructed in such a manner. 
Differences in the All-items indexes for the special 
groups compared to the Official All-items CPI are only 
the result of different weights at the basic grouping 
level for the special groups. 

When others calculate special-group indexes, by neces-
sity they use methodologies that are different from 
those used in the calculation of the Official CPI 
(much as the use of weights and price Indexes at the 
level of the seven major components). In order to 
assess the impact of the use of different methodolo-
gies, researchers who construct their own special-
group indexes sometimes calculate, in the sane way, an 
index for the general population. They then compare 
their general-population index to the Official CPI, as 
in Table 1 of Appendix B, because they assume that the 
differences between their general-population index and 
the Official CPI, which are generally small, validate 
the results of their indexes for special groups. The 
difference between a researchers general-population 
index and the Official CPI, however, should not be 

24 UnpublIshed 'where-purchased' information from the 
1982 food expenditure survey (supported by data 
from the 1984 survey) shows that this supposition 
is not correct. The 1982 data show that the market 
share of expenditures by outlet is largest (79.6%) 
for the 65 and over age group in supermarkets, as 
compared to specialty stores, convenience stores, 
and other stores. By contrast, the less than 35 
group, compared to the 35-45, 45-64, and 65 and 
over groups, had the largest share of expenditures 
(8.3%) in convenience stores. 

25 A basic grouping is the lowest level grouping of 
commodities for which a set of weights is avails-
b le. 

ant un fort volume de ventea (voir le chapitre 5 du document 
de référence do l'IPC pour to mime A jour fondée sur lea 
depenses do 1982). On croit parfoia, A ce aujet, quo lea 
personnea âqéea s'approvisionnent surtout chez le dépannour 
alimentaire ,jij coin, oTi los prix soot relativeaent élevéa, 
piutôt qu'aux supermarchés 01 sont relevés los prix servant A 
is construction do l'IPC.'4  MAcne at los prix payém par lea 
personnea êqées different des prix noyens utilisém pour to 
caicul do l'IPC officiel, leur variation, elle, eat araisem-
blablement to nAme quo cello des pria servant su calcul do 
l'IPC afficiel; c'emt A laide do cette variation qu'est eta-
bli lindice pour les personnea agées A faihle revenu. Los 
prix sithventionnCs, dont scuba lea personnes âqéea bénCfi-
cient, peuvent varier différomment mais comae lea sidvent ions 
prennent souvent Is force dun rabais en pourcentaqe, lea prix 
subventionn6s suivront exactement Is mAme tendance quo lea 
prix non suhventionnCs xi le rabaia reintif demeure le nAme. 
On deplore aussi quo lea donnéoa utilisCes dans le calcul des 
pondCrations des indices pour les ménaqes A faible revenu 
provionnent d'enguAtes air los dépenmea gui no s'adrexaent pam 
spécialement aux personnes A faible revenu. Dc plus, is marge 
d'erreur risque d'être plum grande si lanalyse so limite A 
une partie do is population visCe par lea enquAtea sur lea 
dépenaea. Une autre faihiesse ext quo lea series de 1IPC 
officiel sont des series nationales gui reflAtent Is réparti-
tion gCoqraphique do Is population visée par cot indice; cette 
repartition pout être un peu diffCrente pour chacun des 
groupes A faible reven,,. 

En conclusion, lea indices pour lea ménages A faibie rexenu 
prCsentent certaines fsihiesses au point de vue de to qua-
litC. Mais celles-ci mont considCrCes cameo relativement 
mineurea. 

Co,çarabilitC des IPC pour des groupes particuliera 

Pour hien saisir lea consequences de l'application de ponders-
tions différentes pour les indices pour des qroupes particu-
tiers, it faut que ceux-ci aoient construita suivant lea mAmes 
regles quo l'IPC officiel et que lea données peçtinentea 
soient recueillies au nivesu des qroupea de base. 2 ' L'IPC 
pour lea peraonnes êgCea A faible revenu et l'IPC pour lea 
ménagea A faible revenu publiC par Statistique Canada soot 
tous deux construits de cette inaniAre. Si les indices den-
semble pour des qroupea particuliers do Is population dif-
fèrent do l'IPC officiel d'ensensble, c'est uniquement A cause 
des pondCrations diffCrentes utilisées au niveau des groupes 
de base pour ces qroupes particuliers. 

Loroque des gens A i'extérieur de Statistique Canada calculent 
des indices pour des qroupes particuliers, its utilisent 
forcément des mCthodes différentes do cellos gui servent A 
cslculer l'IPC officiel (par exemple l'utilisation do pondCra-
tions et d'indices de prix au niveau des sept composantes 
principales). Pour Cvaluer i'effot do l'application de 
méthodea diffCrentes, tea chercheurs qui construisent leura 
proprea indices pour des groupes particuliers dCterminent 
parfois suivant lea cnAmes rAqles un indice pour to population 
en qénCrale. Its comparent ensuite cot indice A ]'IPC offi-
ciel, coeme au tableau 1 do l'annexe B, car its supposent quo 
l'écart entre les deux indices, hahituellennent faible, con-
firme Is valour des indices qu'ils ant calculés pour des 
qroupes particuliers de is population. 11 no faudrait toute-
fojs pas conaidCrer cot écart conene une approximation do is 
difference pouvant exister entre un indice calculC par un 

24 Lea donnéea non publiCes de l'enquAte sur les dépenses 
pour lea sliments do 1982 (confirmées par des donnCea de 
l'enquAte do 1984) montrent quo cette opinion neat pas 
fondée. Lea donnéea do 1982 indiguent quo lea personnes do 
65 ans et plus font Is majorité de leura emplettes (79.6%) 
dana des supermarchCs, per opposition aux magasins apécia-
limes, aux depanneurs alimentaires et aus autros maqasins. 
Au contraire, To groupe des mains de 35 ans est celui qui a 
Is plus grosse part de sos dépenses (8.3%) dans des dCpan-
neurs alimontaires, per rspport aux groupea des 35-45 sos, 
des 45-64 ans et des 65 ans et plus. 

25 On qroupe do base eat Ic plus baa niveau dea groupes do 
produita pour lesquelm it existe ui jeu do pondCrationa. 
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considered an approximation of the potential differ-
ence between a researcher's special-group index and a 
CI'! calculated by Statistics Canada for the same 
group, especLally when the researcher's indexes are 
calculated at a level of detail that is different from 
that used in the Official CP1. Price indexes that 
researchers use at the major component level are thoae 
that are obtained from the Official CPI. These in-
dexes only pertain to the general populal ion that is 
covered by the CP1 and are the result of the weighting 
of the basic-grouping indexes using an expenditure 
pattern that is applicable only to the total popula-
tion covered by the Official CPI and not to the 
special group. Tables 2 and 3 of Appendix B were 
constructed to show the impact for researchers of 
constructing, at lower levels of aggregation, a 
special-group index. 

The calculation of indexes for special groups using 
indexes at the major-component level is particularly 
inappropriate when there is a strong correlation of 
price changes with weight differences between the 
special group and the generai-populst ion group at 
aggregate levels below the major components. Table 2 
in Appendix B, for example, illustrates the impact on 
the special-group All-items CPI of decomposing the 
Housing component to take into account price change 
differences between Rented accommodst ion and Owned 
accommodation for two periods that had quite different 
rates of price change. In fact, there is a strong 
correlat ion of price changes with weight differences 
in the 1970 to 1980 period for Rented and Owned accom-
modation between the special group and the general-
population group. Table 3 in Appendis B was designed 
to illustrate the impact of the incorporation of basic 
groupings in the calculation of indexes. As in Tables 
1 and 2, this table contains indexes for the same 
special group. 

chercheur pout val groupe particulier de Is population et ji 
IPC calculé par Statistique Canada pour Ic mêaie groupe, sur-
tout si lea indices du chercheur rim sont pas calculés sri même 
niveau dagrégation que l'IPC officiel. tea indices de prix 
que leg chercheurs utilisent pour lea composantes priricipales 
proviennent de !'IPC officiel, Its rim se rapportent qu'à is 
population dans son ensemble vrsée par l'IPC at rAsultent 
d'une pondérat ion des indices relatifs aux groupes de base, 
fondée sur on régime de dépenaes gui s'applique uniquement a 
l'ensemble de Is population visé par l'IPC officiel. tea 
tableaux 2 ml 3 de l'annexe A ont pour but de mont ret ce que 
lea chercheurs retirent de Is construction d'un indice pour un 
qroupe part icul ier è des niveaux d'agréqat.ion inférieurs. 

L'utllisat inn d'indiçes de coaposantes principales pour cal-
culer des indices pour des groupes particuliers convient 
particulièrement mal quand 1mm variations de prix sont an 
correlation étroite seec les differences de pondération entre 
Is groupe particulier et Is population en génCral a des 
nivesux d'aqrégat ion inférieurs b celui des composantes prin-
cipales. Le tableau 2 de l'annexe B montre par exemple 
comment est influence !'IPC d'ensemble pour Un groupe part icu-
tier iorsqu'on sut,divise Is composante hahitet ion pour tenir 
compte des differences de variation de pris entre Is loqement 
an location et Is loqement en propriété pour deux pCrvodes oi 
lea tux de variation des pris ont etC trBs diffCrentx. Dc 
fait, du côtC des groupes particiiliera come du c&C de Is 
population qiobale, on observe une forte corrClat ion entre lea 
variations de prix et lea differences de pondCrat ion de 1970 8 
1980 pour Is loqement an locetion et le loqemenL en propri-
etC. Le tableau 3 de l'annexe B vise 8 illust ret 1 impact de 
lii-,clusion des groupes de base dana Is calcul des indices. 
Come les deux premiers tableaux, ii contient des indices pour 
Is même groupe particulier. 

Table 	4 	in Appendix B was prepared 	to 	illustrate 	the Le tableau 4 de l'annexe B a Cté conçu pour montrer 	Is diffC- 

difference between a 	researcher's special-group 	index rence 	entre 	un indice 	pour 	un 	groupe 	particuuier 	calculC 	par 

calculated at 	the 	basic-grouping 	level, 	and 	a 	CI'! un chercheur au niveau des groupes de base et 	un 	IPC calculC 

calculated by 	Statistics 	Canada 	for 	the 	same 	group, oar 	Statistique Canada pour 	le nx8me groupe, 	les 	deux 	indices 

using 	all 	the 	same 	methodologies 	as 	in 	the 	Official Ctant 	calculCs suivant 	lea 	mimes 	règles 	que 	l'IPC 	officiel. 

CP1. 	Such a CI'! 	has been 	published 	for 	a number 	of On 	IPC de ce genre eat 	déjà publiC dopuis on certain nombre 

years - the CPI 	for Low-income families and ttnattached d'onnCes; 	it 	a'aqit de 	l'IPC 	pour 	les 	familIes 	et 	lea 	per- 

Individuals, with a time base of 1981. sonnes seules 8 faible 	revenu, 	dont 	l'snnAe 	de 	rCfCrence 	eat 
1981. 

Whereas Table 3 requires the use of some unpublished 
basic-grouping data, Table 5 illustrates the type of 
calculation that researchers could perform for a 
special group using data that are published. It 
should be rioted, however, that both price and expen-
diture data for basic groupings are not always pub-
lished, because of quality considerations. 

Statistics Canada has been on recordfor several years 
now26 as  stating that a consumer price index for any 
part of the population covered by the Official CI'! is 
not likely to differ substantially from the All-items 
index for the Official CPI for any significant period 
of time. Several attempts have been made in the last 
few years, however, to either challenge this statement 
or to prove it. The concern of these studies 27  has 

26 See CPI reference papers for the incorporation of 
the 1974, 1978 and 19132 baskets and the supplements 
to Conarmier Prices and Price Indexes that contain 
the low-income indexes. 

27 The Measurement of Inflation Fiper .ericed by the 
Pooi , 397U-80, by Anne M.M. Moi ow, Canadian 
Public Policy, March 1986 issue; lnflation Measure-
•ent and Senior Citizens: Challenging Private 
Pensions, by Paul Jpryszek, A report from the 
Compensation Research Centre of the Conference 
Board of Canada, Noienber 1983; "Inflation and low 
Incomes, by Ant hor Shorrocks and Elizabeth 
Marlin, Canadian Public Policy, Summer 1982 issue; 
and Pensions and the Economic Security of the 
Elderly, by Frank 1. Denlon, Melvin I. Kliman, and 
Byron C. Spencer, Policy Commentary No. 2, C.D. 
Howe Institute, 1981. 

landis que Is tableau 3 suppose I'utilisation de donnCms non 
publiCea cor'cerriant les groupes de base, le tableau 5 montre 
Ic genre de calcul que lea chercheuis pourraient effectuer 
pour on groupe part iculier an am servant de donnCes publiCes. 
Ii convient loutefois do souligner que leg donnCes sur lea 
prix et lea dCpenses pour lee groupes de base ne scot pox 
toujours puhliées, pour des :aiaons syant trait 8 Is qualitC. 

Depuis déjà plusimuis annCes, Is position de Statist ique 
Canada26  ext qu'un indice des prix 8 Is consormilation Ctabli 
pour viii sous-ensemble quelconque de is population sisCe par 
l'IPC officiel ne diffCrera sans doute pas sensiblement de 
1 (PC officiel d'ensemble pendsnt vine pAriode assez tongue. 
Cmx deiniAres annCes, toutefois, piusieurs Cludes ont tentC 
d'inlir'ner ou de verifier cette these. Ccx etudes 27  visaient 
surtout 8 determiner si t'un ou l'autre groupe (personnes 

26 Voir les documents de référence do lIPC pour l'introctuc-
ion des pan iers de 1974, de 1978 et de 19132 sinai que lea 

supplCmenls At Prix At Is consoamiation et indices dos prix, 
gui contiennent lea indices pour lea menaqes 8 foible 
rev enu. 

27 "The Heasuremert of Inflst ion Experienced by the Poor, 
3970-1980", psi Anne M.14. Morrow, Analyse do politiques, 
mars 1986; Inflation Measurement and Senior Citizens: 
Challenging Private Pensions, par Paul tJpryszek, Rapport du 
Compensation Research Centre do Conference Board lvi Csnadg, 
nosernbre 19133; "Inflation and Low Incomes", par Anthony 
Shorrocks el Elizabeth Mailin, Analyse do politiques, etC 
1982; et Pensions and the Economic Security of the 
Elderly, par Frank I. Denton, Melvin L. KIlman et Byron C. 
Spencer, Policy Commentary No. 2, Institut C.D. Howe, 1981. 
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been with whether one of two groups (either the 
elderly or those with low incomes) is affected more by 
inflation than other groups. All of these studies 
compared their special-group indexes to the Official 
CPI. Because the indexes constructed for these stu-
dies did not use the sana methodologies as in the 
Official CPI, the conclusions arrived at by comparing 
a special-group index to the Official CPI were not 
necessarily valid. Most of the indexes in the stu-
dies, however, were quite close to the Official CPI at 
the All-items level. This is because many of the 
differences are offsetting or have a very limited 
impact, for short periods, though, different methodo-
logies can result in differences of some magnitude, 
particularly at lower levels of detail. The most 
important consideration is the use of data at the 
basic-grouping level. In order to capture the impact 
of all of the methodologies that affect the comparison 
of a special-group index to the Official index, 
however, the following points must be taken into con-
sideration. 28  

Because of the many very-small and largely-offsetting 
differences involved in the calculation of a CPI as a 
sub-index of the Official CPI, it is essential to use 
weights at the same level of detail 29  as in the Offi-
cial CPI. Different weighting patterns have a subtle 
influence on the over-all indexes that mist he cap-
tured at the lowest level, because the only variable 
in the calculation of a sub-index nf the CPI should be 
the differences in weights. The role of differences 
in weights in the calculation of a special-group CPL 
is often overlooked, but these differences have a 
practical effect, which is measured by the size of the 
All-items index for the special group compared to the 
All-items index for the Official CPI. 

When constructing a special-group CPI that is designed 
to be a sub-index of the Official CPI, it as essential 
to use a set of alternative weights for the same 
basket that is used in the Official CPI, with the same 
month of introduction. There are differences in 
weights between the coaaaorlities contained in the 
different baskets, which affect the CPIs constructed 
for each of the different periods. Weights (values) 
consist of prices (Pa) and quantities (Il's). When a 
given basket (expenditures for a given year) is intro-
duced into the Official CPI, of necessity it is intro-
duced some months after the year of the expenditure 
survey. In the particular month of introduction, the 
prices of this month are used to alter the survey-year 
weights. In effect, this set of weights is then used 
for the life of the respective basket. The following 
sets of weights are those used in the Official CPI: 

October 1978-March 1982, 	'Sept.19781974 
April 1982-December 1984, 	1'March 19821978 
January 1985- 	 PDec 1984Q1982 

For the calculation of aggregates, it is essential to 
match the price indexes to the appropriate weights 
when constructing a special-group CPI that is designed 
to be a sub-index of the Official CPI. There is 
correspondence between the aggregate price indexes in 
the CPI and the CPI weights for a given basket only 
for the life of this basket. Price indexes for other 
periods are affected by the weights of other baskets. 
Only one set of weights, therefore, is applicable to 
the CPIs for a given time period. 

28 For further information on some of thvse points, 
refer to The Consumer Price Index Reference Paper, 
Updating Based on 1982 (xpenditures, Statistics 
Canals, Catalogue ho. 62-553, Occasional, February 
19115. 

29 The 1982 CPI basket, for example, contains 652 
basic groupings and 187 aggregates (325 of the 
basic groupings are priced - the rest are repre-
sentel by imputed prices). 

aqéea en general ou personnes egees a faible revenu) souffrait 
de l'inflation plus que lea autres groupea. Dana toutes cea 
etudes, on comparait des indices pour des groupes particuliers 
è lIPC officiel. Comae ces indices pour ces groupes particu-
hers n'étaient pas calculés suivant lea nêees règles que 
l'LPC officiel, les conclusions gue Ion  pouvait tirer de Is 
comparaison dun indice pour un groupe particulier at de l'IPC 
officiel n'Ctaient pas nécessaire,sent valables. Cependant, Ia 
plupart des indices densemble contenus dana ces etudes 
étaient assez proches de l'IPC officiel d'ensemble du fait que 
plusieurs differences Se compensaient ou avaient un effet très 
limité. Pour de courtes pCriodes, toutefois, lutilisation de 
mCthodes différentes peut produire des Ccarts sensibies, 
surtout h des niveaux d'agregation infériours. Ic point Ic 
plus important eat lutilisation de données recueillies a, 
niveau des groupes de base. Cependant, pour bien dvaluer 
l'effet des diverses rnéthodes utilisécs sur la comparsison 
d'un indice pour un groupe particulier h lindice officiel, il 
faut prendre en consideration lea points suivanta. 26  

Comme le cslcul d'un IPC è titre de sous-indice de l'IPC offi-
ciel produit de nombreusex petites differences gui, pour In 
plupart, séquilibrent, ii eat nCceaaaire d'utiliser des 
pondérations gui tint trait au méme niveau dagrégation 29  gue 
lea pondérations de lIPE officiel. L'application de méthodes 
de ponclratlnn diffCrentes ont sur lea indices densemble une 
influence subtile guil impurte de discerner su niveau d'agré-
gat ion le plus baa parce que lea differences de pondération 
eont censées Atre Is seule variable qui entre dana Ic calcul 
dun sous-indice de I'IPC. On néglige souvent le râle des 
differences de pondér,tion dana le calcul dun IPC pour un 
groupe particulier; ces differences ont nCanmoina un effet 
concret gue ion mesure par le rapport entre lindice densem-
ble pour un qroupe particulier et l'IPC officiel densemble. 

Quand on conatruit on IPC pour on groupe particuhier censC 
étre on sous-indice de l'IPC officiel, on dolt utiliser une 
autre sCrie de pondérations, que lon applique 6 un panier gui 
eat identique S eelui utihisé pour 1IPC officiel at a le même 
mois il  introductiongue ce dernier. Lea produits contenus 
dons les différents panlera nnrrt pas nécessairereit lea mAmes 
ponderations; lea differences ic pondération influent sur les 
IPC construits pour chacune des pAriodes. Lea pondératiorio 
(valeurs) sont composées de prix (P) at de guantitCs (g). 
Lorsguon introduit un panier donné (dépensea pour une annex 
donnée) dana l'IPC officiel, cela se fait nécessairexent 
quelgues mois apr55 l'année oi a eu lieu l'enquAte aur lea 
dépenses. Les prix en viqueur durant le mois dintroduction 
servent S modifier los pondérstions dCfiniea durant lannCe 
denquète. Dc fait, ces pondérations servent ensuite pendant 
touts In durCe d'utilisstion di panier. Pour lIPC officiel, 
on utilise lea series de pondérstions siivntes: 

octobre 1978-mars 1982, 	T'septeeibre 19781974 
avril 1982-décembre 1984, 	Pears 1982I1978 
janvier 1985- 	 1'décembre 1901982 

Pourle calcul dagregats, il faut aasocier lea indices de 
prix sue pondérations appropriées quand on constrilt on IPC 
pour on groupe particulier comsa sous-indice de l'IPC offi-
ciel. Il esiste une relation entre les indices agregatifs des 
prix S is consommation et lea pondCrations de ITPC pour un 
panier donné mais cette relation ne vaut que pour In duréci 
d'utilisation de ce panier. En dehors de cette période, lea 
indices de prix sont soumis S leffet des pondérationa 
d'autres paniers. Per consequent, on ne peut appliquer gu',e 
aCne de pondérationa aux IPC pour one période donnée. 

28 Pour plus de renseiqnements concernant certaines de ces 
remarquea, voir Occument de rCfCrence de l'indice des prix 
S Is consomeat ion, misc S jour fondée sur lea dépenaea de 
1982, no 62-553 au catalogue de Statistique Canada, hors 
série, février 1985. 

29 Per exemple, le psiler do lIPC do 1982 comprend 652 
groupes de base et 187 agrégats (des pris sont déLerminés 
pour 325 groupes de base; pour le reste, lea prix sont 
imputes). 
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With the introduction of a new basket, it is necessary 
to link the new indexes to the old indexes, when cons-
tructing a special-group [PT that is designed to be a 
sub-index of the Official CPT. Linking 30  is the 
procedure that allows different sets of weights to be 
used in the construction of continuous agqreqat.e 
indexes over time. Price change between the end of 
one basket and the beginning of another can thus be 
measured. 

[Pt price indexes should not be directly weighted by 
expenditure data, unless the expenditures are used as 
such in the Official [PT. Using expenditure data 
directly is a misuse, because, as noted on page 11, 
the corseodity coverage of the [P1 is less than that of 
the family expenditure surveys from which the CPI is 
derived.31 Also, some of the expenditures are ad-
justed for CPI purposes and one [Pt category, Replace-
ment cost, is not directly based on expenditure data. 
As well, prior to the introduction of the 1982 basket, 
the definition of many [P1 categories were not the 
same as for expenditure categories. Finally, it is 
only the expenditure data of certain years that are 
used in the CPI. Another misuse of price and expendi-
ture data is the application of CPI price indexes to a 
given expenditure survey in order to estimate the 
expenditures of another period. 32  

A further problem is a misconception about the impact 
of differences within commodity categories. The dif-
ference between a senior-citizens index (or any 
properly-constructed special-group index) and the 
Official CPJ depends on the difference in weights 
between the special group and the Official [Pt, the 
difference in price movements over time, and the 
correlation between the two. The degree of dissimila-
rity between two over-all indexes is measured by the 
dispersion of all quantity shifts (weight differences) 
between two baskets. Also, the degree of heterogene-
ity of price movements through time is measured by the 
dispersion of price relatives (differences in price 
movements) for all commodities purchased by the two 
groups. Similarly, an analysis of the way in which 
differences btween the two baskets are correlated 
with price rnovesonta, if done for other than the 
lowest level of commodity aggregation, is incomplete 
and can be misleading. The impact, therefore, of 
differences within categories can be as large as, or 
larger than, differences between categories. In this 
regard, it should be kept in mind that the indexes 
contained within the major [Pt categories often show 
different trends. On the other hand, the lowest-
level grouping of commodities contains goods or 
services that have similar characteristics and are 
thus likely to exhibit similar price movement. 

In summary, because of the complexities involved, and 
the need for detailed data and information, it is 
difficult for researchers to calculate a special-group 
index as a sub-index of the [P1 using the same metho-
dologies as 'he Official [P1. Because of the many 
very-smr' 1  and largely-offsetting differences involved 
in snch calculations, all facets of the Official cP: 

30 to, further information on linking, see Section 6.2 
of The C -nster Price Index Reference Paper, 
Updatinç Based on 1982 Expenditurea, Stat ist ics 
Cannds, Celalogue No. 62-553, Occasional, February 
1 9 85. 

)l See 	ectorn 2.2 of The Conater Price Index 
Reference 	Paper, 	Updating 	Based on 	1982 
Expenditures, Stat ist ics Canada, Catalogue No. 
62-553, Occasional, February 1985. 

32 The application of price changes as projectors of 
expenditures does not accurately estimate expendi-
tures in another period, because no allowance is 
made for quantity shifts. The CPI provides infor-
mation about the impact of changes in prices on 
co,surxpt ion, but not of the impact of changes in 
quantities on consumption. 

Pour lintroduction dun nouveau panier, lea nouveaux indices 
doivent étre enchalnés aus anciens quand on construit un IPC 
pour on qroupe particulier comme sous-indice rim lIPC offi-
ciel. lenchaineinent 30  ext le procCdC gui permet d'utiliser 
des series de pondérations différentes dans is construction 
dindices agreqatifs continua dans Ic temps. Ii est dune 
possible de mesurer Is variation de prim entre le irement o, tin 
panier cease dCt re ut ii isC et le moment oi un cut re commence 

1être. 

Lex indicex deprim 	is conxommation ne dev,aient pas Atre 
directement pondérés par lea donnCes sur lex dépenses, b moms 
que les dCpenses pnoprement dites ne soient utilisées dans 
iIPC officiel. Appliquer directement les donnCes sur les 
dépenses est une mauvaixe utilixat ion puisque, corrxxe on la vu 
a Ia page 11, le champ de l'IP[ nest pas aussi étendu que 
celul de lenquête sur les depensea des familIes, dont découle 
lIPC. 31  De plus, certaines dCpenses sont corrigCes spéciale-
sent en fonction de lIPE et one categoric de cet indice, le 
coOt de remplacement, nest pas directement fondém sur lex 
donnéea relatives aus dCpensex. En outre, avant lintroduc-
tion du panier de 1982, Is definition de beaucouo de catéqo-
rims rie 1'IPC ne correspondait pea b celle rims catéqories rim 
dépenaes. Enfin, seules lea donnCea de cert sines annCcm sont 
considérCes danis le calcul rim lIPC. It y a Cqalement utili-
xation fautive des donnCes sur les prix at lea dépenses 
lorxguon applique des indices de prix a Is consonaxation a one 
quelconque enquête sur les dCpenses afin destimer lea dC-
penses dune autre pCriode. 32  

line autre source rim difficultCs eat lidCe fausse que lon 
peut avoir de leffet des differences dindices S l'intCrieur 
des categories de produits. La difference entre on indice 
pour personnex AgCex (ou nimporte quel autre indies pour des 
groupes particuliers construit suivant lea reglea) at lIPC 
officiel depend de Is difference rim pondCrat ton entre cmlui-ci 
et lindice pour in groupe particulier, de Ia difference des 
variations de prix dans le temps et rim Is correlation entre 
ces differences. On mesure le deqrê de disparité entre deux 
indicea densemble par Is dispersion de toutea lea variations 
de quantite (differences rim pondération) entre deus paniers. 
Pm même, le degrC dheterogeneite des variations de prix dana 
le temps se mesure par Ia dispersion des rapports rim prix 
(differences de variation rim pri) pour tous lea produitx 
achetés par lea deux groupes Par ailleuns, ,s,e analyse du 
type de relation gui unit lea variations de prix et lea diffé-
rencex entre lea deux priniers, si mile nest pas faite au 
nivesu d'aqregation Ic plus bas, est incomplete at peut être 
trompeuse. Ainxi, les differences S lintC,ieur des catego-
ries peuvent avoir une incidence aussi forte, sinon plus 
forte, gum les differences entre categories. II convient de 
me rappeler, S cet éqard, que les indices comprix S linté-
rieur des categories principales rim lIPC affichent souvent 
des terdances différentex. Par ailleurs, Ic plus has niveau 
dagrégation des produits contient gui ont lea mêmes caractC-
- in-  ques et qui, par consequent, aont susceptibles des nAmes 
variations de prim. 

En so,mne, xi tin chercheur veut calculer on induce pour in 
groupe particulier cormme sous-indice rim l'IPC, ii eat diffi-
cile pour lui rim le faire avec lea méthodes gui servent so 
calcul de l'IPC officiel, S cause de Ia complexite tie lopér3-
tion et du besoin de données détaillCes. Comae in calcul rim 
ce genre produit de nombreuses petites differences qui, pour 
Is plupart, me compenaent, ii faut exploiter lea mCthodes rim 

30 Pour plus de renseignements sun Ic procAdé denchatnement, 
voir section 6.2 riu Ooc,ent im réfCrence rim l'indice dea 
prix A Is connaatian, mime a jour fandée sur lea dépensea 
de 1982, no 62-553 su catalogue tie Statistique Canada, hors 
série, fCvrier 1985. 

31 Voir section 2.2 du Docxent rim rCférence rim i'indice dma 
print a Is conaoation, mime a jour fondée aur lea dépernses 
de 1982, no 62-553 au catalogue de Stat ist ique Canada, hors 
série, fésrier 1985. 

32 Lea variations de prix ne sont pas rim trSs bons eatimateurs 
des riepensea engagecs so coors dune autre péniode car one 
telle application ne tient pam compte des variations de 
quantité. t'IPC renseigne Sur Is manière dont Is conaomma-
tion rCagit aux variations de prix mais non aur is manitre 
dor. mile rCsqit axis variations rim quantitC. 
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methodologies must be used to capture the multitude of 
effects. It is not surprising, however, that indexes 
for special groups calculated by researchers produce 
results that are often close to the Official CPI, 
because the use of expenditure data loosely matched to 
consuruer price Indexes at whatever level of 
aggregation will inevitably be very similar in 
over-all results, due to the subtle influence of 
different weighting paLterns. 

future Plication Plas 

Prices Division plans to continue monitoring changes 
in the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CII and the 
low-Income CII. Each year, in the supplement to the 
January-Mar ch issue of Cone,,er Pricea and Price 
Indexes, there will be a release of some analytics] 
material and some tabular dale. The data will contain 
the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CII on the March 
1982 = lOU base and the Low-Income CPI on this base 
and on the 1981 = 100 base. 

calcul de l'IPC official sous thus leurs aspects aNn de 
saisir thus les effets possibles. II nest Loutefoix pss 
Surpfenant que les indices pour des groupes particuliers 
calculés par des chercheurs me rapprochent souvent de IIPC 
officiel puisque lutilisal con de données sur les dépenses 
associées plus ou moms riqoureusement It des indices de prix 4 
Is consommat con 4 nmmporte quel niveau dagréqat ion produira 
inévitablement des résultats très semblables su niveau global, 
4 cause de leffet subtil des méthodes de pondérat ion 
dcfférentes. 

Contenu dew oubi icat ions 4 venir 

La Division des prix. rontinuera de suivre lévolution do lIPC 
pour lea personnea égées 4 faible revenu et de lIPC pour lea 
ménaqes 4 faihle revenu. Chaque année, le supptéunent au numé-
ro do Janvier-mara de Prix h Is conaoRation et indices dos 
prix contiendra des analyses at des données sous forme de 
tableaux. On y pubtiera iIPC pour lea personnes 4gées 4 
faible revenu sur lo base de mars 1982 r 100 at l'IPC pour lea 
ménages 8 f'aible revenu sur Is seine base el sur is base de 
1981 = 1110. 

The information that will be contained in the yearly 	 Lea renseignements contenus dana ces publications annuelles 
releases will be limited, because this study has again 	 seront limités car Is présente étude vient de montrer me fois 
shown that a consumer price index for a sub-group of 	 de plus qu'un indice des prix It Ia consocrrsation propre It un 
the population covered by the Official CPI does not 	 moos-ensemble de Is population visée par I'IPC official ne 
differ substantially from the All-items index for the 	 diffAre pam beaucoup de PIPE official densemble. 	La Divi- 
Official CPI. The reason for the monitoring, however, 	 sion des prix conliruuera toutefois de suivre lévolution de 
is to demonstrate empirically that this relationship 	 ces indices pour démontrer empiriquernent qu'iI en eat loujours 
continues to exist, and that there are importani 	 ainsi at quil existe des differences notables aux ruveaux 
differences at lower levels of aggregation. 	 dagregat ion inféiieurs. 

RCsrité 

Statist igue Canada publie depuia un certain nombre dannées on 
IPC pour les ménages 5 faible revenu. La prCsente étude 
introduit un sutre IPC pour un groupe perticulier: lIPE pour 
les personnes AgCes S faible revenu. PClaboration dun tel 
indice vise deux object ifs: verifier jusquS quel point un tIC 
pour lea personnes 4q6es S faibte revenu se rapprocherait de 
1IPC official et de PIPE pour les ménages S faible revenu et 
montrer qua I' ut ii isat ion des indices do pr ix S la consoms-
lion corrsne moyer dindexation permet do compenser les auunen-
tat ions qénCrales de prix maim ne traits pas do la question 
des differences des niveaun do revenu. Cette étude a aussi 
fourni locc'asion dexposer les problèmes lies 8 Is construc-
tion des indices pour des groupes particuliers. Pour lea 
besomns do létude, le groupe des personnes âqCes S faible 
revenu comprerrait lea couples manes dont le chef était §gé 
d'au moms 65 sns en 1978 ocr en 1982 et dont is revenu, pour 
ces mêmes années, était inférieur sun seuils de faible revenu, 
et les personnes seules gui étaient Cgalement Aqéea dau minus 
65 ans durant ces ennées et dont Ic revenu étmit egalernent 
infénieur aux seuila do fsihle revenu. 

En ce qui a trait su premier objectif, l'étude permet do con-
clure qua tIPC pour lea personnea 4qées S faible reveru ext 
très proche do 1 tIC officiel et do l'IPC pour lea ménaqes S 
faible revenu. L'existenee do cette similitude a été vérifiée 
pour toute Is durée dutilisat ion du panier de 1978 (avnil 
1982 It dCcembre 1984) et pour Is premiere année d'utilisation 
do panier do 1982 (janvier 1985 4 décembre 1985). Ia faible 
Ccart de seulement 0.4% enregistré en décembre 1985 entre 
l'IPC pour les personnes âqées S faible revenu at IIPC offi-
ciel contra quil corrvient dutiliser ce dernier indies pour 
mesurer lea variations do pouvoir dachat des personnes âgCes 
S faible revenu. 

Malgré Is faible taille des échantillons des eruquetes de 1978 
et do 1982 sur las dépenses des personnes aqées S faible rave-
nu, ces Cchantillons ont été jugés convenablem, sortout pour 
des niveaux d'aqrégation supCrmeurs. Au Canada, prCs des doux 
tiers des permonrues seules ãgCes de 65 ens ou plus et. 21.9% 
descouples manes dont le chef Ctait Age dsu mine 65 ans 
avaient un revenu infCrieur aux seuils do faible revenu en 
1979; ces proportions ailsient toutefois djmjnuer sensiblement 
pendant lea cinq snnées suivantes, se situant 4 49.6 et 11.4% 
respectivement an 1984. ScIon les méthodes de Statistique 
Canada, ces personnes Sgées Ctaient considCrCes come des qens 
8 faible revenu car, oar rapport aix families at personnes 
seules canedmennes, elles dCpensaient mu coins 20% do plus de 
leur revenu pour me nournir, me loger at s'habilter. 

Sary 

Statist vex Canada has been publishing a Low-Irucorne CII 
for a number of years. This study introduces another 
special-group CPI - a CPI for Low-Income Senior 
Citizens. The development of the Coneumer Price Index 
for tow-Income Senior Citizens had two aims: to de-
monstrate to what extent a low-income senior-citizens 
CII would he similar to both the Official CPI and the 
Low-Income CPI; and to emphasize that the use of 
consumer price indexes for indexation purposes compen-
sates for over-all price increases, but does not deal 
with the issue of differencea in income levels. This 
study also provided an opportunity to illustrate the 
problems involved in the construction of special-group 
indexes. For purposes of this study, low-income 
senior citizens were defined as both married couples 
whose head was at least 65 years old in 1978 or in 
1982 and unattached individuals who were also at least 
65 years old in these years, whose incomes were below 
the low-income cut-affs for the ama years. 

The conclusion related to the first aim of this study 
is that the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI is very 
similar to the Official CII and the Low-Income CII. 
This degree of similarity was found to exist for both 
the life of the 1978 basket (from April 1982 to 
December 1984) and for the first year of the 1982 
basket (from 3anuary 1985 to December 1985). The dif-
ference of only 11.4% between the Low-Income Senior-
Citizens CII and the Official CII as of December 1985 
shows that the use of the Official CPI as a measure of 
price-induced changes in the purchasing power of low-
income senior citizens is appropriate. 

Although the 1978 and 1982 samples of expenditures for 
low-income senior citizens were relatively small, they 
were considered to be adequate, particularly for 
higher-level aggregates. Of senior citizens in total 
in Cansda, nearly two-thirds of unattached individuals 
and 21.9% of families in 1979 reported incomes below 
the low-income cut-offs, but these proportions de-
creased substantially by 1984, to 49.6% and 11.4%, 
respect ively. According to Statistics Canada methodo-
logy, these senior citizens were classified as low-
income because they spent at least 20% more of their 
income on food, shelter, and clothing than did all 
Canadian families and unattached individuals. 
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Presque tout Is revenu des personnes âgées 	foible revenu est 
directement ou indirecternent rajusté en foncti-r des augmenta-
tions générales de pris. Es niveau global do revenu do ce 
groupe eat néanmoins très bas. En outre, le revenu moyen des 
personries âgées diminue sensiblement a mesure qu'elles vieil-
lissent. Pour cc gui o trait mu deusième objectif, cette 
étude permet de conclure gue l'indexat ion du revenu dos per-
sonnes agees au moyen de l'IPC officiel, ou cia l'IPC pour las 
personnes Agges h faihie revenu, empéche i'érosion do leur 
pouvoir d'achat mais nopporte pas une réponse b Is question 
concernant le niveau de suffisance du revenu recu par cc 
groupe. 

En cc gui concerne les biens do premitre nécessité, Is pondé-
ration des compoasates des alimerrtx, du logement et do lha-
billement, est environ 25% plus élevée pour les personnes 
Aqées h faible reverru qua pour lIPC officiel. On note égale-
ment des differences majeures pour lea autres composantes 
principales de l'IPC. Dc même, des écorts notables existent 
entre lea pondérations do l'IPC pour las personnes âgées At 
faible revenu et cetles cia lIPC pour lea mCnages b foible 
revenu. Las differences de préférences expliquent en partie 
ces écarts dc pondération entre lea trois groupes, mais elles 
sont un facteur négliqeabie par rapport oux effeta cia is 
baisse de revenu qui survient au moment do is retraite. Tous 
las produits achetés par dos personnes agées sont néanmoins 
inclus dons lIPC; 1cm dCpenses effectuées pour lachat do cam 
produits reflètent las rabais et les subvent ions accordCs aria 
personrres agCes. 

1IPC pour lea personnes ageea h faible revenu eat Un aous-
indice do PIPC pour lea sénagem 6 foible revenu, lequel est 
un sous-indice cia 1IPC officiel. Ces trois indices mont cal-
culés scion lea mAmes méthocles. 11 est donc possible do 
comparer lea deux indices pour lea groupes h faible revenu 
1IPC official en considCrant qua lam Ccorts entre tes indices 
densemble reapectifa sont attribuobles N lutilisation dc 
pondCrat ions diffCrentem. Tout.efois, pour pouvoir Atre compa-
rex h lIPC official, les indices pour des groupes particu-
hers dovent être construits come dos anus-indices dc cc 
dernier b laide des mêmes mCthodes. 

Cette étude a auasi fourni loccasion do démontrer Is corn-
plexité dc lopération et Is nécessité davoir dos dorrnCes ci 
dc linformatiori détaillées, sans lesquelles U eat difficile 
pour lea chercheurs de calculer, pour des sous-groupes dc 
PIPE officiel des indices do prix h l'aido des mémes me-
thodes que celiex utilisCes pour le calcul do lIPC officiel. 
Pour construire un indice pour un groupe particulier come 
sous-indice dc IIPC officiel, it eat nCcesssire dutiliser 
lea mArries mCthodes. II eat donc essential dutiliser des pon-
dérations correspondant an sAme niveau d'agrCqation que celui 
utilisé dana le catcul do I [PC olficiel, dutiliser diverses 
series de pondérat ions pour le nAme panier (pour le sAme maim 
dintroduction) et dasaocier 1cm indices dc prix oux pondéra-
tions correspondantes. II importe aussi do comprendre que 
lintroduct ion de noueaux paniers exiqe qua ton enchaine lea 
nouveous indices mix anciens, qua lea indices de prix a Is 
consorronat ion ne devraient pam Atre directement ponderés è 
loide des donnCes sur las dépenses et qua lea differences 
dindice a l'intérieur des categories cia prorluits peuvent Atre 
susai grandes, smnon plus grandam, qua lea differences din-
dice entre categories. 

to Division des prix prévoit continuer Is publication cia l'IPC 
pour lea personnea Agées a foible revenu at dc lIPC pour lea 
mCnageo a faible revenu. 

Nearly all of the income of low-income senior cit izens 
is directly or indirectly adjusted for over-alt price 
increases. The level of total income received by this 
group, however, is very low. As well, the average 
income of senior citizens decreases substantially with 
advancing age. The conclusion related to the second 
aim of this study is that indevat ion by the Official 
CPI or by the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI of the 
income received by this group provides protection 
against erosion of the purchasing power of low-income 
senior citizens, but does not resolve the issue of the 
adequacy of the level of income received by this 
group. 

Using CPI definitions of food shelter and clothing, 
the weight of these "necessities is about one-quarter 
greater for the low-income senior-citizens group than 
it is for the Official CPI. There are also important 
differences for the other major components of the 
CPI. As well, there are important differences between 
the weights for low-income senior citizens and those 
for the Low-income CPI. Differences in preferences 
have a role in the esplanat ion of differences in 
weights for the three groups, but only a minor one 
compared to the effect of the drop in income upon 
retirement. All comodities purchased by senior 
citizens, however, are covered in the CPT; expenditure 
on these commodities reflect senior-citizen discounts 
and subsidies. 

The Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI is a sub-index of 
the Low-Income CPI, which in turn is a sub-index of 
the Official CPI. 	Each of the CPls is calculated 
using the same methodologies. 	The two low-income 
indexes can thus be compared to the Official CPI, with 
the differences between the respective All-items 
indexes resulting from the use of different weights. 
Special-group indexes, however, are only comparable to 
the Official CPI if they are constructed as a sub-
index of the Official CPT, by using the same methodo-
logies. 

This study also provided an opportunity to demonstrate 
the complexities involved in the operation, and the 
need for detailed data and information, without which 
it is difficult for researchers to calculate, for 
sub-groups of the Official CPI, price indexe, that 
employ the same methodologies as the Official CPI. In 
the construction of a special-group index that is to 
be a sub-index of the Official CPI, it is necessary to 
employ the same methodologies. It is therefore 
essential to use weights at the same level of detail 
as in the Official CPI, to use a set of alternative 
weights for the same basket (for the same month of 
introduction), and to match the price indexes to the 
appropriate weights. It is also important to realize 
that, with the introduction of new baskets, it is 
necessary to link new indexes to the old indexes, that 
CPI price indexes should not be directly we.ghted with 
expenditure dots, and that index differences within 
commodity categories can be as large as, or larger 
than, differences between categories. 

Prices Division plans to continue to produce both the 
Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI and the Low-Income CPI. 
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TABLE 1. Comparison 	of 	Consumer 	Price 	indeses 	for 	Canada, 	For 	the Low-Income 
December 1985 )Merch 1982 = TOO) 

TABLEAU 1. Comparaison des 	indices des prio A Is conaoo,nation pour 	Ic Canada, 
feible revenu et 	IPC officiel, mars 1982 8 ddceoibre 1985 (mars 1982 

Senior-Cit izens 

IPC pour 	lea 
100) 

CPI, 	Los-income 

pers000es agées h 

CPI 	and Official 	CPI, 	Macrh 	1982 	to 

faible 	revenu, 	IPC 	pour 	lee mEnaqem 

All-items Food 

Ensemble Aliorents 

Lee-income 	 Lou-income Offirial Los-income Los-Income Official 
Sesior-Citzens EPI CPI Senior-Citizens CPI CPI 
CPI CPl 

IPC pour leo 	IPC pour les (PC IPC pour 	les LPC pour lea IPC 
personnes aqes 	mnaqes A ofticiel personnes aqêes 	ménages A ofFiciel 
A faible recenu 	faible resenu A Fatbie revenu faibie revenu 

(1981 Conversion (1981 Conversion 
Factor 	is Factor 	is 

3,0720 1,0429 
est 	Is facteur de eat 	Ic facteur de 
c000erston pour ronvelsion pour 
1981) 1981) 

1982 
March - Mars 100.0 300.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 300,0 
April 	- Avril 1110.4 100.5 100.6 100.5 100.6 100.6 
May - Mai 101.7 102.0 101.9 102.8 103,0 102.8 
June - Join 102.7 103.0 103.0 105.0 105,0 105.1 
July 	- 	Juillet 103.3 103.5 103.5 105,6 105.5 105.6 
August 	- AoCrt 103.6 104.0 104.0 104.5 104.5 104.8 
September - Septembre 104.0 104.4 104.5 103.2 103.4 103.9 
October - Octobre 104.6 105.1 105.2 102.6 103.3 103.6 
November - Novembre 105.1 105.6 105.9 102.8 103.4 103.9 
December - Dcembre 105,1 105.7 305.9 107,2 102.9 103.5 

1983:   
January - Jeonier 104.9 105.6 105.6 102.1 103.0 103.7 
February - Fdnrier 105.5 106.1 1060 103,0 103,7 104,4 
Marcy . MarS 106.2 106.9 107.2 102.5 103,3 104.1 
April 	- 	Airil 106.7 107.2 107.2 103.9 104.3 105.2 
May - Mai 107,5 107,9 107.5 106.0 106.2 106.9 
June - Join 108,2 108.8 108.7 106.4 106.5 107.1 
July 	- 	Joillet 108.7 109.2 109.2 107.1 107.0 107.7 
August - AoOt 109.2 109.8 109.7 107.0 107.0 107.6 
September - Sept embre 109.1 109.7 109.7 1056 105.8 106.6 
October - Ortobre 109.9 110.5 110.4 106,8 107.0 107.7 
Noneeber - Noven,bre 109.8 110.5 110.4 105.9 106,5 107.2 
December - DAcembre 110.1 110.8 110.7 106.5 106,9 107,6 
Annual average - Mayenne annuelle 108.0 108.6 108.5 105.2 105.6 106.3 

1984: 
January - Janvier 110.9 111.7 111.3 108.7 109.0 109.6 
february - Fdvrier 111.8 112.5 111.9 110.5 110.5 110.8 
Macrh - Mars 112.4 113.0 112.2 111,5 111.4 111.7 
April 	- 	Asril 112.6 113.2 112.5 111.8 111.8 112.0 
May - Mai 112.6 113.3 112.7 111.3 111.3 111.7 
June - Juin 113.3 113.9 113.1 113.0 112.8 113.1 
July 	- 	Juillet 114.0 114.5 113.8 114.3 114.0 114.1 
August - AoSt 113.8 1144 113.8 113,0 112.8 113.3 
September - Septembre 113.7 114.4 113.9 111.8 111.9 112.5 
October - Octobre 113.9 114.6 114.1 111.7 111.9 112.5 
November - Nosembre 114.5 115.1 114.8 111.6 112.0 112.5 
December - 04cembre 114.5 115.2 114.9 111.3 112.0 112.5 
Annoal average - Noyenne annueile 113.2 113.8 113.2 111.7 111.8 112.2 

1985 
January - Jaoiier 115.2 115.9 115.4 112.6 113.3 113.9 
February - fdni icr 116.0 116.6 116.1 114.2 114.7 115.3 
March - Mars 116.2 116.8 116.4 114.0 114.5 114.8 
April 	- 	Airil 116.9 117.4 116.9 115.9 116.0 116.3 
May - Mai 116.9 117.5 117.1 114.8 115.1 115.4 
June - Join 117.7 118.6 117.8 115.5 115.7 116.1 
July - Juillet 118.0 118.8 118.1 116.2 116.5 116.7 
August 	- hoOt 118.2 119.0 118.3 115.2 115.5 116.1 
September - Seplembre 117.9 119.0 118.5 111.3 113.9 114.8 
October - Octobre 118.3 119.2 118.9 112 1 9 113.7 114.5 
November - Novembre 118.6 119.7 119.4 111.8 114.4 115.1 
December - DAcembre 119.4 170,4 119.9 115,4 115.9 116.6 
Annual average - Moyenne annuelle 117.4 118.2 117.7 114.4 114.9 115.4 
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IABL[ 1. Comparison 	of 	Conoarel- 	Price 	Indesea 	for Canada, 	for 	the low-Income Senior-Citizena 	091, 	Low-Income CPI 	and Official 	CPI, 	March 1982 	to 
December 1985 (March 1982 = 100) - Continued 

1A81(A)J 1. Comparasmon dam 	indices dew pria A Is conaormaatian pour 	Ic Canada, 	[PC pour 	lam permonnam agem It 	faible 	rerenu, 	IPC pour 	lee m6nagem A 
faible revenu et 	[PC officrel, mars 1982 4 décembre 1985 (mars 1982 = 100) - ,uit 

housing Shelter 1  

Habitation Logement 1 

Low-Income 	 Low-Income 	 Official Low-Income Low-Income 	 Official 
Senior-Citizens 	CPI 	 CPI Senior-Citizens CPI 	 CPI 
CPI CPI 

IPC pour leo 	 [PC pour leo 	 IPC IPC pour lea [PC pour 	[em 	[PC 
peraorvres ages 	ménaqes A 	 officiel personnee agdea sdnages A 	 offictel 
A fatble revenu 	faible revenu A faible revenu faible revenu 

(1981 Cor,veraion (1981 	Conversion 
factor 	is Flor 	is 

1.0869 1.0878 
eat 	Ic facteur de eat 	le facteur de 
conversion pour conversion pour 
1981) 1981) 

¶982: 
March - Mars 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

April 	- AsciI 100.3 100.6 100.6 100.2 100.4 100.5 
May - Mai 100.9 101.2 101.4 100,5 100.8 101.2 
June - Join 101.2 101,7 102,0 100,7 101.2 101.7 
July - 	Joillet 101.9 102.5 102.7 101.3 101.9 102.6 
August 	- Aor5t 102.8 103.5 103.6 102.6 103.7 103.8 
September - Septembre 104.2 104.8 104.8 103.1 104.3 104.7 
October . Octobre 105.6 106.0 106.1 105.3 106.1 106,7 
November - Noveabie 105.9 106.3 [06.6 105.6 106.5 107.1 
December - D6certrre 106,3 106,8 107,0 105.9 106.9 107.6 

[983: 
January . Janvier 106.4 107.0 107.1 106.0 107.0 107.8 
Febcuarp - f6vrier 106.7 107.1 107.5 106.3 107.4 108.2 
March - Mars 107.8 108.3 108,5 106,7 307.8 108,4 
April 	- Avril 108.3 108.6 108.8 106.6 107.9 108.6 
May - Hat 108.2 108.6 108.8 107.0 108.2 108.8 
June - Join 108,5 108,9 108.9 107.5 108,6 109.3 
July 	- 	Juillet 108.9 109.4 109.3 107.8 108.9 109.5 
August - SoOt 109.8 110.4 310,1 109.2 110.4 110.5 
September - Septeebre 130.4 111.0 110.7 109.6 110.9 110.8 
October - Octobre 111,1 111.7 111.4 110.7 111.7 111,7 
November - Novernbre 111.3 113.8 113.5 110.9 112.0 111.9 
December - Ddceerbre 111.6 112.1 111.9 111.3 112.4 112.3 
Annual average - Mopenne annuel Ic 109.1 109.6 109.5 108.3 109.4 109.8 

1984; 
January - Janvier 112.2 112.5 112.2 131.5 112.6 112.5 
february - f6vrier 112.5 112.8 112.3 111.8 112,9 112.6 
March - Hero 112.9 113.2 112.9 112.2 113.5 112.8 
April 	- 	Atril 113.1 313.5 113.1 112.4 113.4 113.0 
May - Mai 113.2 113.a 113.2 112.6 113.6 113.2 
June - Join 113.2 113.6 113,1 112,7 113.8 113,3 
July - Juillet 113.5 113.9 113.4 112.8 114.0 113.5 
August - AoOt 313.8 114.3 113.7 113.4 114.8 114.0 
September - Septembre 114.2 114.6 114.0 113.7 115,1 114.4 
October - Orlobre 115.1 115.4 114.9 115,0 116.1 115.4 
November - Novernbre 115.8 116.0 115.3 115.3 116.4 115.7 
December - DAcembre 115,9 136.2 115.5 115,4 116.5 115.8 
Annual average - Mayenne annumlle 113.8 114.1 113.6 113.2 114.4 113.8 

¶98 5: 
January - Janvier 116.5 116.7 116.0 117.4 117.8 117.3 
february - Féirier 116.8 117.0 136.2 117.6 118.2 117.6 
March - Mars 117.1 117.4 116.6 117,9 118,5 117,7 

April 	- Avrvl 117.3 117.6 116.8 118.1 118.8 118.1 
May - Hat 117.5 117,8 117,2 118.5 119.0 118.5 
Jisie - 	Juir, 117.9 118.1 117.3 ¶18,7 119,4 118.7 
July - Joillmt 118.1 118.4 117,7 118.9 119.7 119.0 
August - AsOt 118.7 119.1 118.1 119.6 120,1 119.5 

September - Septembre 118.9 119.2 118.3 120.0 120.7 119.7 

October - Octobre 119.6 119.8 118.9 120.8 121.2 120.3 
November - Novembre 119.7 120.1 119.0 121.0 121,6 120.5 
December - Odcembre 120.1 120.2 119.1 121.4 121.9 120.5 
Annual average - ¶4oyenrre minuelle 118.2 118.4 117.6 119.2 119.8 119.0 

I The particular categorization of Shelter used in the 1978 CPI bake1 ends with the December 1984 indes and the 1982 cotegortzation of Shelter hegins 
with the January 1985 inder; therefore, [here has been a break in the series. Historical series from March 1982 to December 1984 for the 1982-besket 
categorization of Shelter, however, are available ipon reguesl. 

I Lmpplicatton do cesmeraent particulier pour Ic logewent utilisA dane Ic panver de I'IPC de 1978 prend fin aver l'indice da ddcernbre 1984 et le clas-
sement de 1982 pour Ic logement entre en vigueur avec tindice de janvier 1985; par consequent, il y a tire dsmcontinuitC dens Is eerie. Une sêrie 
rhronoloqigrre atlant de ears 1982 4 dCrenrbre 1984 et fondde stir le classeinent du logement de 1982 mat toutefoio diaponoble our deisande. 
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ItiRLE 1. Coirgmrson of Coni.aoer Price Indeses for Canada, for the Low-Income Senuor-Citireris CR1, Los-Income CR1 and Official CPI, March 1982 to 
December 1985 (Macrh 1982 = 100) - Coot inued 

IARLEAU 1. Coisparoison des indAces des pros 4 In conoomat:on pour To Canada, (PC pour ten personnes ogden It foible revesu, IPC pour (em ednaqes 
faible reveno ml IPC offiriel, mars 1982 4 ddrembre 3985 (mars 1982 = 100) - suote 

Pr SOC .pa 1 accommeadation2 	 Rented accommodat ion 

Loqement princip111 2 	 Loqemerrt en location 

ba-Income 	 Loci-Incorne 	 Official 	 Low-Income 	 Low-Income 	 Official 
Senior-Citizens 	CR1 	 CPI 	 Senoor-Citszens 	CR! 	 CR1 
CR1 	 CR1 

IPC pour lea 	 IPC pour lea 	IPC 	 IPC pour les 	 (PC poor lee 	 IPC 
personnes Aqdes 	mdnaqes 4 	 officiel 	 personnes Aqdes 	nidnaqes It 	 officoel 

foible revenu 	faible revenu 	 b faible revenu 	faible revenu 

(1901 	Consersion (1981 Consermoon 
Fact or 	as Factor 	is 

1.0070 1.0556 
est 	Ic fovteur de not 	In facteur 	de 
conversian pour COnversion pour 
1981) 1981) 

1982;  
March - Maim 100.0 100.0 100.0 
April 	- 	Osril 100.5 100,6 300.6 
May 	- 	Fbi 101.1 101.1 101.0 
June - Juin 101.8 101.8 101.8 
July - 	Juillet 102.3 102.4 102.4 
August - boOt 105.1 105.1 105.0 
September - Septembre 106.0 106.1 106.0 
Irtoher - Ortobre 106.9 106.8 106.8 
November - Novenobre 107,5 107.5 107.5 
December - Odreebre 107.9 108.0 107.9 

1983; 
January - Janvier 108.2 108.2 308.1 
february - Fdsrie, 108.7 108.7 108.6 
March - Mais 109.0 109.3 109.0 
April 	- AsciI 109.4 109.5 109.4 
May - Has 109.5 109.6 109.5 
June - Juin 109.9 109.9 109.9 
July 	- 	Jnoillet 110,4 110.4 110.3 
August - boOt 112.1 112.3 112.1 
September - Septembre 112.7 112.7 112.6 
October - Orlobre 113.2 113.2 313.1 
November - Novembre 113.6 113.5 113.4 
December - DAcembre 113.9 113.9 113.9 
Annual average - Moyerrne annuelle 310,9 110.9 110.8 

984; 
January - Janvier 110.2 114.2 114.2 
Febcsuury 	- Fdsr;er 1147 114.6 114.7 
March - Macn 114,9 114.9 114.9 
April 	- Avcil 115.2 115.1 115.1 
May - Mai 1154 115.3 115.4 
June - Juunn 315.8 115.6 115.7 
July - Juollet 116.1 116.0 136.0 
August - boOt 317.4 117.2 117.3 
September - Septembre 117.8 137.6 117.7 
October - Orlobre 318.2 118.1 118.2 
Nooennber 	- Nnsenirbce 118.7 118.5 118.5 
December - Ddremibre 338.9 318.8 118.8 
Annual average - Pbyenne aneszelle 116.0 116.3 116.4 

1985: 
January - Jonvier 117.4 110.0 317.2 119.1 119.0 119,1 
tet:ruary 	- 	fdirser 117.6 110.2 117.5 119.5 119.5 119.5 
March - Mars 117.9 138.5 137.6 ((9.7 119.7 119.8 
April 	- Asnal 118.3 118.9 118.0 120.1 120.0 120.1 
May - Has 118.5 119.0 118.2 120.5 120.2 320,3 
June - Juin 118.7 119.4 118.4 120.7 120.5 120.7 
July - Juallet 110.8 319.5 110.4 lOLO 120.9 121,0 
August - AoOt 119.6 120.2 118.9 122.2 122.1 122.2 
September - Septembre 120.0 120.6 119.2 122.7 122.5 122.6 
October - Octobre 120.8 121.3 319.9 123.2 123.0 1231 
November - Novembre 321.0 323.5 1201 123.5 123.4 323.6 
December - Ddcembre 121.4 121.9 320.3 123.9 125.8 123.9 
Annual average - Moyenne annuelle 319.2 119.8 118.6 121.3 121.2 121.3 

2 The 1982-basket category of Principal acconnn,odation was introduced into the CPI with the January 1985 indes. Historical sarlea from March 1982 to 
December 1984 for this category are available upon request. 

2 to catAqorie logencrent prancpal de panier de 1982 a pros effet dana l'IPC aver l'onrtace de janvoer 1985. (Ire sdrte drronoloqiqi* atlant de wers 3982 
It ddcem,bre 1984 pour cette ratAqorie mat dasponoble our dennande. 
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IAA(E 1. Comparison 	of 	Consumer 	Price 	Indeses 	for 	Canada, 	for 	the Low-Income 	Senior-Citizeno CI'), 	Low-Income 	CPI 	and 	Official 	CPI, 	March 	1982 	to 
December 1985 (MarCh 1982 m 100) 	- Continued 

tABLEAU 1. Conruaraison das 	indices des pric 6 In Consoianratioe pour 	le Canada, 	IPI pour 	lea persannes aqéea N foible 	resenu, 	IPC pouc 	len mAnages N 
faible revenu et 	(PC officiel, ears 1982 h dAceorkre 1985 (mars 1982 	100) 	suite 

Owned accounerodat ion All other accommodatiod  

Logenrent en propriAtd lout mitre logement 3 

low-Income 	 Low-Income Official Low-Income Low-Incorire Official 
Senior-Citizens 	CPI CPI 5ernor-Citizena CPI CPI 
CPI CPI 

IPV pour lea 	 IPC pour lea IPC IPC pour 	les IPC pour leo IPC 
peroonnem Aqdes 	mAnages N officiel pers000es AgAes mAnages N officiel 

foible revenu 	foible revenu N foible revenu foible revenu 

(1981 Conversion (1981 Conversion 
Factor 	is fsctor 	is 

1.07112 1.0993 
cot 	Is facteur de eat 	In facleur de 
conversion pour conversion pour 
1981) 1981) 

1982: 
March - Mars 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

April 	- Avril 99.9 100.1 100.5 100.7 100.5 100.6 

May - Mat 99.9 100.4 101.1 101.5 101.3 101.1 

June - Join 99.7 1001.4 101.7 102.2 101.9 101.8 

July - 	Juillet 100.2 100.9 102.7 103.2 102.7 102.4 

August - #061 100.2 101 1 1 103.3 103.9 104.5 105.2 

September - Septeunbre 100.4 101.5 104.1 104.6 105.4 106.1 

October - Ortobre 103.9 104.8 106.7 107.5 107.1 106.9 

November - Novenrbre 103.7 104.7 107.0 107.7 107.7 107.6 

December - Ddcerrubre 104.1 105.1 107.5 108.2 108.1 107.9 

1983; 
Janoar3 - Janvier 104.0 105.1 107.7 108.4 108.2 108.3 
february - fAvrier 104.2 105.4 101.9 108.6 108.7 108.7 

March - Mars 104.5 105.7 108.2 108.9 109.1 108.9 

April 	- Avrvl 104.5 105.7 108.3 108.9 109.1 109.2 
May - Ma; 104.6 105.8 108.5 109.1 109.4 109.4 

June - Jii;n 105.1 106.2 108.9 109.8 109.9 109.8 

July - Jul1et 105.4 106,5 109.1 109.0 110.1 110.1 
Aoqust 	- AoOt 106.4 107.3 109.8 110.5 111.5 111.4 

September - Septernbre 106.6 107.7 110.0 110.8 111.9 111.8 

October - Octobre 108.4 109.3 111,1 112.2 112.8 112.7 
November - Novenbre 108.5 109.1 111.2 112.3 113.2 113.0 
December - DAcembre 108.9 109.7 111.6 112.6 113.5 111.4 

Annual average - Mayenne arnuelle 105.9 107,0 109.4 110,1 110.6 110.6 

1984; 
January - Januer 109.0 109.7 111.6 112.7 113.7 113.5 

february - fdvrier 109.1 109.8 111.6 112.7 113.9 113.7 

March - Mars 109.6 110.9 111.8 113.0 114.2 113.9 

API il 	- 	Asril 109.8 110.4 111.9 113.1 114.4 114.1 

May 	- 1301 109.9 110.5 112.1 115.3 114.6 114.3 

June - Join 109.8 110.5 112.1 113.4 114.7 114.5 

July 	- 	Jiiillet 109.8 110.5 112,1 113.5 115.0 114.7 

August - 0001 109.8 110.5 112.5 115.8 115.7 115.5 

September - Septemobre (10.0 110.8 112.7 114.1 116.1 115.8 

October - Octobre 112.0 112.5 114.0 115.6 117.1 116.9 

Noseerber - Nosembre 112.3 112.7 116.2 115.9 117.5 117.2 

December - Ddcerobre 112.2 112.6 114.3 116.0 117.6 117.5 

Annual average - Mayenne annuelle 110.3 110.9 112.6 113.9 115.4 115.1 

Non-principal avcocsnodwl son 

Loqerlreort 	secoodas re 

1985; 
January - Jarrvier 112.4 112.8 114.6 117.5 117.3 117.4 

february - rAcrier 112.8 115.1 116.7 117.4 117.4 117.5 

Mauch - Mars 112.9 113.3 114.9 117.5 117.6 117.7 

April 	- 	AsciI 113.1 115.6 115.3 118.2 118.5 118.7 

May - Hai 113.2 113.7 115.4 120.6 121.3 122.4 

June - Join 115.4 115.9 115.6 120.7 121.4 122.6 

July 	- 	Juillet 113.7 116.1 115.6 127.2 126.7 128.2 

August - Aobt 116.0 114.2 1156 127.4 127.1 128.5 

September - Septermbre 114.4 114.7 116.0 127.6 127.2 128.7 

October - Octobre 116.4 116.2 117.1 125.1 125.1 126.1 

November - Noveerbre 116.7 116.4 117.2 125.1 125.2 126.1 

December - DAcenobre 117.2 116.9 117.5 121.5 122.3 122.8 

Annual aselaqe - Mayenne annuelle 114.2 114.0 115.8 122.1 122.3 123.1 

The particular categor izat ion of All other occorsrrodatvon used in the 1970 CPI basket ends with the December 1904 inden and the 1982-bu5ket caleqori-
zation of Non-princ.pal sccoum,nodatson was introduced into the CPI with the Jonuory 1985 iruden; therefore, there has been a break in the series. 
Hsslor.cal sereg from March 1982 to December 1984 For the 19112-basket rateqorizat son, however, are available upon request 
I • application do clannernenl part scul ref pour tout evil re logerserul ut i I isA dons Ic punier mOe I IPC de 1978 prend fin avec I sndsce do dAcernbre 1984 et 
Ic classement do panser de 19132 pour logeeent securrda;re eat entrA en v.gueur 'tone l'IPC acne l'sndsce de Janvver 1985; pal connAquent, sI y a mire 

diocorrtiOuitA duos Is sAne. tIne sAne chr000loqiqmme ullwol do ears 19112 Ti dAcemnbre 1906 et fondA our Ic cl000enent dvi panier de 1982 cml trru,tfoLs 
dioponible our demande. 
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TABLE 1. Compariaon 	of 	Consumer Price 	mAcrims 	for 	Canada, 	for 	the 	Low-income Senior-Citizens CPI, 	Low-Income 	CPI 	and 	Official 	CPI, 	March 1982 	to 
December 1985 (March 1992 z 100) - Continued 

TABLEAU 1. Coeparaison des 	indices des pris It Is conso,etion pour 	le Canada, 	(PC pour 	leo per5000es agdes It 	faibie 	resenu, IPC pour 	las mAnages 9 
taibim revenu et IPC officiel, 	ears 1982 9 ddcembre 1985 (aiars 1982 = 100) 	- suite 

Water, 	fuel 	and electricity for principal 	accool- Household atierat ion 5  
modat ion8  

tao, combustible et Alectricild pour Ic logement Ddpenmem Ho m6nage 5  
principal 4  

tow-Income 	 low-Income 	 Official Lao-Income Law-Income Official 
Senior-Citizens 	CPI 	 CPI Senior-Citizens CPI CPI 
CPI CPI 

IPC pour lee 	 (PC pour 	les 	IPt (PC pour 	lea (PC pour 	lea (PC 
permonnem aqdes 	mAnages 9 	 officiel personnes ogden mAnages 9 officiml 
9 foible cevenu 	fable revenu 9 foible revenu faible revenu 

(1981 	Conversion (1991 	Conversion 
Fectoc 	is Factor is 

1.1639 1.1061 
cml 	In focteur Ho est 	Ic factmur Ho 
conversion pour cOflieraiQfl pour 
1981) 1981) 

(982: 
March - lIars 100.0 100.0 100.0 
April 	- Asril 100.5 100.6 100.6 
May - Ma, 101.5 101.8 101.8 
June - Juin 101.9 102.2 102.2 
July - Juillet 102.9 103.0 103.1 
August 	- AoC,t 103.1 103.3 103.4 
September - Septmesbre 106.2 105.9 105.8 
October - Octobre 106.4 106.4 106.3 
November - Novembre 106.6 106.6 106.5 
December - DAcembre 107.2 507.1 107.0 

1983, 
January - Jansier 107.5 107.6 107.4 
rcb,oacy 	- FAsrier 107.7 107.8 107.6 
March - Mars 1111.2 109.9 109.6 
April 	- 	Asril 110.6 110.3 110.0 
Ma3 - Ma: 110.9 110.6 110.3 
June - .9,in 110.9 110.6 110.3 
July - 	Juillet 111.5 111.2 110.9 
August - AoOt 111.6 111.4 111.0 
September - Septembre 112.3 112.1 111.7 
October - Octobre 112.5 112.4 112.0 
November - Nsoew,bre 112.5 112.5 11Z.0 
December - DAceimbre 112.7 112.8 112.3 
Annual avecage - Mopenne ennuelle 110.9 110.8 110.4 

1964: 
January - Janver 114.0 113.9 113.4 
March - Mars 114.8 114.9 114.2 
Api ii 	- 	Avril 115.1 115.1 114.7 
May - Mat 115.1 115.2 114.7 
June - 	,in 115.1 115.0 114.6 
July - 	Juillet 115.5 115.6 115.0 
August 	- AoSt 115.3 115.4 134.9 
Seplenher - Septembre 115.9 115.9 115.4 
October - Octobre 116.0 116.1 115.6 
Mocea,ber - Nocembre 117.5 117.3 116.6 
December - fldcembre 117.7 117.6 317.0 
Annual average - Mayenne annuelle 115.5 115.5 115.0 

1985; 
January - Jonsier 	 122.7 	 122.7 	 122.6 	 114.1 	 114.6 	 114.4 
february - tAstier 	 122.8 	 122.9 	 122.7 	 134.2 	 114.7 	 114.6 
March - Maca 	 123.1 	 123.1 	 123.0 	 114.5 	 115,0 	 115.0 
April - Avril 	 123.4 	 123.5 	 123.4 	 114.5 	 115.2 	 115.1 
May - Mai 	 123.9 	 124.1 	 123.9 	 114.8 	 115.4 	 115.4 
June - Juin 	 124.2 	 124,4 	 124.2 	 115.0 	 115.6 	 115.6 
JuIp - Juillet 	 123.7 	 323.9 	 123.7 	 115.6 	 116.2 	 116.1 
Auqusl - AoOt 	 123.9 	 124.1 	 123.9 	 115.6 	 116.3 	 116.4 
September - Septeebre 	 123.9 	 124.1 	 123,9 	 115.1 	 116,2 	 116.6 
October - Octobre 	 123.8 	 123.9 	 123.7 	 114_8 	 115.7 	 116.5 
November - Novea,bre 	 123.6 	 123.7 	 127.6 	 114.8 	 115.7 	 116.3 
December - Ddcembrm 	 123.4 	 123.7 	 123.6 	 115.2 	 116.4 	 116.8 
Annual average - Moyenne annuelle 	 123.5 	 123.7 	 123.5 	 114.8 	 115.6 	 115.7 

4 In the 1982-basket classification, the 1978-basket cateqoiii'at ion of Water, fuel and electricIty was split into Water, fuel and electricity for prin-
cipal accoissodation and Water, fuel and electricity for non-prmncpal accommodatIon. Water, fuel and electricity for prncipaI accnnnodatiue has 
been added to this table, s,ncm in the 1982 clansfi,at,on it is a lower-level aggregate isdec Shelter. Historical seces from March 1982 to 
December 1984 for the 1982-basket classif,cot ion for Water, fuel and electricity for principal accoe,nodat ion are available upon request. 

4 Dana In classification do punier Am 1982, Ic classeereril d'eou, combustible ml AlectricitA Au parrier Ho 1978 a did sApard en eas, combustible at 
Alert, icitA pour Ic logement principal ml coo, cambust ible at died r,citd pour Is lageorent secandare. La categoric eau, conbustible et Alectcic,td 
pour Ic logement pr.ncipal a AlA ajoutde an prdnent tableau puisquil s'oqit dun anu8-agr6gat Ho loqerment dens to claas,ficat ion Ho 1982. Uric mArie 
chconologiqoe wIlmA Ho mars 1982 9 ddce,mbre 1984 pour is classifiral ion Ito paniec de 1982 relat,se It eau, coetustilbe et Alerrtricitd pour Ic loge-
ment principal est dispor:ble sur delnande. 

5 The particular cateqor.zotion of household opeiation used in the 1978 CPI basket ends with the Oecember 1984 mOms and the 1982 categorization of 
Humnehold operation begins with the January 1985 Inden; therefore, there has been a break in the series. Historical seriem from March 1982 to 
December 1984 for the 1982-basket categorication of Household operatIon, homesec, are available vp,ai request. 

5 L'application 'ii classemenl pacticr,iier poor lee ddpenses Ho mAnage utilisd dons Ic panier Ac l'lPC Ho 1978 prend fin aver I'indice Ho ,Mcembre 1984 
at It classersent Am 1982 pour leo dApenses Ho mAnage entre en viqueur aver l'sndice Ho janviel 1985; par cOnsdquent, it y a one discontmnuitA dane to 
mArie, Uric mArie ctiionologique allanl rim mars 1982 9 dAcembre 1982 et fondde our Is classement des ddpenses Am mAnage Am 1982 not toute fain dim-
ponible our rtemandn. 
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TABLE 1 Cougiarimon of Consumer Price lndeoes for Canada, for the Low-Income Senior.Citizeoa Eel. Low-Iricose CPI and Official CP1, March 1982 to 
December 1985 (March 1982 	1011) - Continued 

TABLEAU I. Comparaison dee indices des pris b is conso,anat ion poor Is Canada, IPC pour lee personnes agdes It faibie revenu, IPC pour leo s6nages A 
faible resenu at IPC officiel, mars 1982 h ddcembre 1985 (mars 1982 = 100) - nuite 

Household rutnishinqa, equipment 	 Clothing 
and related sen ices 

Articles d'oneviblement, 4quipement 	 Habiliement 
fsdnager et services coflfleues 

Low-income 
Senior-Citizens 
Eel 

IPE pour 	les 
personnea Bqdes 
A faibie reveno 

Loa-lncome 
CPI 

1PC poor lee 
mdnaqes A 
fahle revenu 

Official 
EPI 

1PC 
off iciel 

- 	 Low-locome 	 Los-lncon,e 
Senior-Eitioena 	CT'! 
CP1 

1PC pour 	lea 	IPC pour 	lee 
personnes Agdes 	snaqes A 
A faihie renenu 	faihie revenu 

Official 
CPI 

IPC 
officiel 

(1981 Conversion (1981 	Conversion 
Factor is Factor 	is 

1.0662 1.0533 
est 	Ia facteor de est 	Ic fscteur de 
conversiOn pour Conversion pour 
1980 1981) 

1982: 
March - Mars 100.0 1011.3 100.0 300.0 100.0 100.0 
April 	- hvril 100.4 100.7 900.5 100.2 100.0 100.2 
May - Mai 101.6 101.5 101.3 100.6 100.8 100.7 
June - Juts 102.4 102.3 102.0 100.9 101.1 101.1 
July - 	Juillet 102.6 102.4 102.1 100.3 100.5 100.3 
August - AoAt 103.0 103.0 102.5 101.6 101.8 101.6 
September - Septeshe 103.1 103.6 103.2 102,4 102.4 102.5 
OcTober - Octobre 104.0 103.8 101.6 102.4 102.7 102.4 
November - Noseeb,e 104.8 104.5 104.3 103.0 103.2 103.2 
December - Ddcembre 105.0 105.0 104.7 102.9 103.2 103.2 

1985: 
January - Janvier 104.5 104.8 104.1 100.7 101.0 100.8 
February . Février 104.9 104.8 104.7 103.7 104.1 103.6 
March - Mars 106.7 106.6 106,5 104,8 104.9 104.7 
April 	- 	Asril 106.0 106.9 106.8 105.3 105.2 105.1 
May - Mai 106.1 106.1 105.6 105.2 105.4 105.2 
June - Juin 106.3 105.8 105.5 105.3 105.5 105.3 
July - 	Jullet 106.5 106.1 105.6 105.0 105.1 104.8 
August - AsOt 107.7 107.4 101.1 105.6 105.8 105.3 
September - Septembre 108.5 108.3 107.8 106.0 105.8 105.6 
October - Octobre 109.1 108.9 108.6 106.2 106.5 106.1 
ftiovee,bec - Noveebre 109.1 108.8 108.5 106.3 106.6 106.4 
Deceebec . Ddceinbre 109.3 109.1 108.9 105.9 106.4 106.1 
Annual average - Moyenne annuelie 107.1 106.9 106.6 305.0 105.2 104.9 

1984: 
January - Janvier 109.4 109.1 109.0 103.8 104.7 106.1 
February - Février 109.2 109.0 108.8 106.7 106.9 106.5 
March - Mars 110.2 110.2 110.1 107.7 107.7 107.4 
April 	- Arii 1106 110.5 110.4 107.7 107.7 107.4 
May - Mai 110.4 110.4 110.4 107.7 107.8 107.4 
June - Join 109.9 109.8 109.5 907.8 107.9 107.4 
July - 	Juillet 110.4 130.2 110.Z 107.4 107.5 107.1 
August - AoOt 110,4 110.2 190.0 108.0 108,1 107.5 
September - Septembre 110.9 110.7 110.6 109.0 108.5 108.3 
October - Octobre 111.6 111.6 111.1 109.2 109.1 106.7 
November - Nove,sbre 111.7 111.5 131.5 109,7 109.6 109.2 
December - O6cws,bre 112.0 111.7 III.? 109.0 108.9 108.5 
Annual average . Mayenne ars -wielie 190.6 110.4 910.7 107.8 101,9 107.5 

1985: 
January - Jannier 111.4 111.2 111.9 107.9 108.2 101.5 
February - Févriec 192.1 111.8 111.7 110.2 110.0 109.5 
March . More 113.3 111.3 113.5 110.7 110.4 109.9 
April 	- Avrul 112.7 117.4 112.5 111.1 110.6 110.1 
May - Mai 111.5 112.9 113.2 111.0 110.7 110.1 
June - Juin 113.2 912.8 112,7 111.7 111.3 110.8 
July - Juiltet 113.7 115.1 113.1 110.5 110,6 110.0 

August - AoOt 114.2 113.6 111.5 111.3 111.3 110.6 
September . Septbre 114.1 113.3 113.1 112.6 111.8 111.4 
October - Octobre 114.8 114.4 114,5 112.5 112,2 111.7 
November . Novembre 114,7 114.4 114.6 11).1 112.6 112.0 
December - Odceebre 115.2 114.7 114,6 112.7 112.3 111.7 
Annual average - Iloyenne annoelie 113.6 113.2 113.2 111.3 111.0 110.4 



100.0 
100.9 
02.2 

102.6 
103.1 
103.9 
104.8 
104.5 
106.1 
106.0 

105.1 
104.1 
107.5 
1Db, 9 
103.6 
109.1 
109.6 
110.2 
1093 
109.8 
109.0 
110.2 
107.6 

111.6 
113.5 
110.3 
110.5 
110.9 
112.1 
113,3 
112.6 
112.8 
111.5 
113.8 
114.5 
112.1 

115.4 
115.5 
116.1 
116.3 
116.4 
116.8 
717.0 
117.3 
118.8 
119.1 
120.4 
1213 
117.5 

100.0 
100.4 
101.7 
102.0 
102.6 
101.8 
104.1 
104.3 
105.4 
105.5 

106.0 
106.8 
107.4 
108.1 
108.7 
108.7 
109.3 
09.5 

109.7 
109.9 
110.5 
110.4 
108.8 

110.7 
111.5 
ill .8 
112.6 
112.8 
112.8 
133.0 
117.6 
113.8 
114.0 
114.5 
114.6 
113.0 

114.8 
115.9 
115.6 
116.2 
116.8 
116.9 
116.8 
118.0 
118.4 
118.8 
119.5 
119.5 
1t7.3 
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lAttLE 1. Comparison of Commoner Price lrrdesee for Cooamb, for the Low-income Senior-Citizens CPI, low-Income CPI and Official CPI, March 1992 to 
December 1965 Marrh 1982 = 100) - Continued 

TABLEAU 1. Comparaison den indices des p110 5 Is conoonmiatton pour Is Canada, IPC pour lea personnes agAes A faible revenu, IPC pour Yes mdnages 
foible revenu at IPC official, norm 1992 4 décambre 1995 (mars 1982 	100) - suite 

Transportation 

Iranaporto 

Health and personal care 

SantA ml 	moms personnels 

Low-income low-Income Official Low-income Low-income Official 
5eninr-Citzens CPI CPI Senior-Citizens CPI CPI 
CPI CPI 

IPC pour 	lea IPC pour 	lea IPC IPC pour 	lea IPC pour lea IPC 
per5000cs AgAea nrdnaqes A officiel personnes AqAes mAnages A officiel 
B foIble revenu foible revenu A foible revenu foible revenu 

11)0.0 
100.9 
102.5 
103.2 
103.9 
104.4 
104.5 
104.8 
1116.4 
106.5 

105.9 
105.2 
107.2 
105_S 
105.0 
109.4 
109.9 
1113.3 
109.1 
109.9 
109.2 
110.5 
108.0 

111.9 
111.6 
110.8 
110.9 
111.6 
113.3 
114.3 
114.0 
113.9 
311.8 
113.6 
114.4 
132.6 

115.3 
115.7 
116.3 
116.7 
116.9 
117.6 
118.1 
119.4 
119.3 
119.4 
120.6 
121.7 
118.0 

1982; 
March - Mara 
April - Armi 
May - Ham 
June - Ju.n 
July - Jrimllet 
August - AoOt 
September - Septembre 
October - Octobre 
November - Novembre 
December - DAcearbre 

19831 
January - Jans icr 
rebruary - fAnner 
March - Mars 
April - Airil 
May - HAl 
June - Ju,n 
July - Jrmltlet 
August - SoOt 
September - Septernbre 
October - Octobre 
November - Nosernbre 
December - DAcembre 
Annual average - Moyenne annuelle 

1984: 
January - Janvier 
february - FAirier 
March - Mara 
April - Asril 
May - Hal 
Jane - Juin 
July - Juillet 
Augunl - AoSt 
September - Septerrrbre 
October - Octobre 
November - Noiembre 
December - DAcembre 
Annual average - Ityenne annuelie 

198 
January - Janvier 
February - fAsrier 
March - Mars 
April - Asril 
May - Hai 
June - Juin 
July - Jumliet 
August - AoOt 
September - Septermbre 
October - Ortobre 
November - Novembre 
December - DAcerabre 
Annual average - Mayenfle wrnueiie 

(1981 Conversion 
Factor 18 

1.1272 
eat Ic facteur de 
conversion pour 
1981) 

100.0 
101.0 
1112.4 
103.1 
103,5 
104.3 
105.1 
105.0 
106.4 
106.2 

105.5 
106.5 
107,9 
105.4 
104.2 
109.1 
110.3 
110.7 
109.8 
109.3 
109.1 
110.6 
106.1 

112.2 
112.2 
310.9 
Ill.) 
it 
113.1 
114.4 
113.8 
113.8 
112.2 
114.0 
114.9 
112.9 

116.0 
116.2 
116.5 
116.8 
116.9 
117.5 
117.5 
118.0 
119.4 
119.8 
120.9 
121.9 
118.1 

(1981 Consersmon 
factor is 

1.0822 
cot Ic facteur de 
conversion pour 
1981) 

100.0 
1006 
101.9 
1025 
103.0 
104.4 
104.8 
105.1 
106.2 
106.4 

107.0 
107.8 
108.5 
109.4 
109.8 
109.8 
110.4 
10.8 

ill_i 
111.3 
111.7 
111.6 
1099 

111.9 
112.7 
112.9 
114.0 
114.1 
114.1 
114,2 
114.9 
115.1 
115.2 
115.5 
115.6 
114.2 

116.0 
116.9 
116,6 
117.0 
117.6 
117,8 
117.5 
118.8 
118.9 
119.1 
120.1 
120.1 
118.1 

100.0 
100.6 
101.9 
102.3 
102.9 
104.2 
104,5 
104.7 
105.8 
106.0 

106.5 
107,2 
107.9 
108.9 
109.3 
¶09.3 
109.9 
110.1 
'10_S 
110.7 
Ill_i 
111.0 
109,4 

111.3 
111.9 
¶17.2 
113_S 
¶13.7 
113.7 
113.8 
114.2 
114.5 
114.7 
115.1 
115.1 
113.6 

115.4 
116.3 
116.1 
116.7 
117.3 
Ill_S 
117.2 
¶18.3 
118.6 
119.1 
119.7 
119.6 
117.6 
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IABLE 1. Comparison of Consooser Price Indenes for Canada, for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CR1, Low-Income CPI and Official CR1, March 1982 to 
December 1985 (tlarvh 1982 = 100) - Coot inued 

TABLEAU 1. Comparaison des indices des pris 
faible resenu et 	IPC offucjel, 

B 	Is corrsomnation poor 	Ic 	Canada, 
mars 1982 B d&embre 1985 (mars 1982 

[PC 	pour 	Lea 
100) 	- suite 

personnem agêeo b 	foible 	revenu, 	[PC 	pour 	leo mdnagee 	A 

Sec rest ion, reading and educat ion Tobacco and alcohol 6  

Lossirs, Lecture et formation labacs at boissons alcoolisAea6  

tow-Income 	 low-Income Official Low-Income Low-Income Official 
Senior-Citizens CR1 CR1 Senior-Citizens CR1 CR1 
CR1 CPI 

[PC pour les 	 IPC pour 	lea IPC IPC pour 	leo IPC pour lea IPC 
personnes Agdoa 	odnages B officoel persorries Agdes mdnages B officiel 
B foible reversi 	faible revenu B faible revenu faible revenu 

(1981 Conversion (1981 Conversion 
Factor 	is Factor is 

1.0576 1.1009 
cot 	Is facteor de cOt 	Ic facteur de 
conversion pour conversion pour 
1981) 1981) 

1982: 
March - Mars 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

April 	- Auril 100.7 100.4 100.5 100.3 100.2 100.3 

May - Mao 101.2 101.9 102.1 103.0 102.5 102.9 

Jane - Jukn 102.0 102.7 102.7 105.3 105.0 105.0 

July - Joillet 103.1 101.6 103.8 106.4 105.9 105.8 

August - BoAt 103.5 104.2 104.5 107.2 106.7 106.9 

September - Septembre 103.6 104.4 104,6 109.3 100.5 108.7 

October - Octobre 104.0 106.9 106,6 111.9 110,7 110.6 

November - Novembre 104.8 107.3 107.0 113.1 112.3 111.9 

December - Ddcembre 104.5 107.1 106,4 113.3 112.7 112.3 

1983; 
January - Janvier 103.6 107.1 106.3 113.5 113.0 112.6 

february - Fdsrier 106.0 108.3 107.6 113.7 113.4 113.1 

March - Mars 106.6 108.6 107.9 114.5 113.8 113.6 

April 	- 	tvril 106.9 108.7 108.2 115.5 115.2 114.5 

May - Nam 107.6 109.4 108.9 118.2 118.2 116.8 

June - Juin 107.6 109.8 109.5 119.6 119.4 117.9 

July - 	Juillet 109.5 110.9 110.8 119.7 119.7 118.0 

August - BoOt 109.6 111.2 111.2 120.7 120.9 119.1 

September - Septembre 109.6 111.8 111.6 124.3 123.9 121.9 

October 	- Octobre 109,7 112.4 111.8 127.2 126.5 124.6 

November - Novernbre 109.9 112.5 111.8 127.6 177.1 125.2 

December - Ddcembre 109.5 112.1 131.4 127.6 127.1 125.2 

Annual average - Ilayenne aravuelle 108.0 110.2 109.7 120.2 119.8 118.5 

1984: 
Januszy - Jansier 107.1 111.4 110.3 127.4 126.9 125.0 

February - Fdvrier 1139.4 112.4 111.4 127.3 126.9 125.1 

March - Mars 109.9 112.6 111.7 128.1 128.0 125.9 

April 	- 	Avril 110 1 1 112.8 131,9 128.7 128.6 126.4 

May - Mai 110.7 113.8 112.8 129.3 129.4 127.3 

June - Juin 110,5 113.6 112.6 130.0 130.2 127.7 

July - 	Jvillet 111.9 114.4 114.1 130.6 130.6 128.2 

August - AoOt 112.0 114.8 114.6 130.9 131.3 128.8 

September - Septelnbre 112.1 115.9 115.3 131.6 132.0 129.3 

October - Octobre 112.1 116.4 115.5 133.9 134.2 131.2 

November - Novembre 112,5 116.7 315.8 134.3 134.9 133.9 

December - Odce,obre 112.0 116.4 115.2 134.3 134.8 131.8 

Annual overage - Moyenne annuelle 110.9 114.3 113.4 130.5 130.6 128.2 

Tobacco products and alcoholic beverages 

Produits dvi tabac at boismons alcoolos8es 

1985: 
January - Janvier 117.1 116.5 115.1 134.4 334.9 131.9 

February - Fésrier 113,6 117,4 116.3 334.6 335.1 132.1 

March - Mars 114.4 118.0 116.9 134.8 135.4 132.3 

April 	- Avril 114.2 117.8 116.7 135.8 136.4 133.2 

May - Mao 114.9 118.3 117.6 140.1 141.4 156.0 

June - Jumn 114.8 110.3 117.4 149.3 151.8 143.8 

July - Juollet 135.0 118.9 117.9 149.9 152.3 144.5 

August 	- 4001 116.1 119.5 110.4 1511,3 152.7 144.9 

September - Septembre 116,0 1211,7 119,3 150.6 155,1 145.2 

October 	- I5ctot,re 117.4 121.4 120.1 151,1 153.7 145,8 

November - Novembre 117.6 171.6 120.2 151.6 154.0 146.5 

December - 0cembre 117.7 121.8 120.4 152.4 155,0 147.1 

Annual aseruge - Moyenne annuelle 115.4 119.2 110.1) 144.6 146.3 140.3 

6 In the 1982-basket classification introduced onto the CR1 with the January 1985 indev, lobarro and alcohol aas more properly renamed Tobacco pioducts 
and ulcotiolic beverages. 

6 Dans Is classification du panier de 1982, laguelle a pris effet dano 1 [PC avec lmndice rIm Junvier 1985 Lu cutdqoroe tsbacm at alcools u 816 plum 
adêquateeient mntitul6e predate dii tabacs et boos9005 alcoolisdes. 
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IA8LE 1. COrIperisOn 	of 	Consiiner 	Price 	Indeses 	for 	Cmieda, 	for 	the Low-Income 	Senior-Citizens CPI, 	Low-Income CPI 	and OfficiaL 	CPI, 	March 	1982 	to 
December 1985 (March 1982 = 100) 	- Concluded 

TABLEAU I. Coeparaison des indices des pros h Is Conson.nation pour 	In Canada, 	IPC pour 	les personnes agdes A 	fuble 	reueno, 	lee pour 	Les mAnages A 
faible revenu at 	let officiel, 	Barn 1982 4 dAcembre 1985 (mars 1982 = 100) 	- fn 

All-items escludirrq Food All-items esciuding sheller 

Ensemble sans leo al incenl a Ensemble sans IS logesent 

Los-Income 	Los-Income 	Official Los-Income 	Los-Income 	Otficoal 
Senior-Citizens 	EPI 	eel Senoor-Citizens 	eel 	 CPI 
CPI CPI 

let pour lea 	lee pour 1cm 	IPC IPC poor 	les 	IPC poor lea 	1PC 
personnel Aqdes 	mAnages A 	official persoonem AgAes 	mAnages A 	officiel 
A faible revenu 	foible revenu A foible revenu 	foible resenu 

(1981 Consersion (1981 	Conoersion 
Factor 	is factor 	is 

1,0867 1.0747 
eel 	Ic (acteur de est 	Ic facteur de 
conversion pour consersion poor 
1981) 1981) 

1982: 
March - Mace 100.0 100.0 1011,0 100.0 100.0 100,0 
April 	- 8sril 100.4 100.6 100.6 100.5 100.7 100.6 

May - Mai 101.2 101.6 101.7 102.1 102.3 102.1 
June - Join 101.7 102.2 102.4 103.4 101.4 107.2 

July 	- 	Juollet 102.4 102.8 102.8 104.0 104,4 101.6 

August - AoOt 103.2 103.8 103,8 103.9 04.0 104.0 
September - Septescbre 104.3 104,8 104.8 104.3 104.6 104.5 
October - Octobre 105.4 105.8 305.6 104.3 104,7 104,8 
llose,nber - Nosembre 106.0 106.5 106.4 104.9 105,4 105.6 
December - DAcen,bre 106.2 106.8 106.6 104.8 105.3 105,6 

1983: 
January - Jansoer 106.0 106.8 106,2 104.5 105.1 105,2 
february - fAsrier 106.5 107,1 106.6 105.Z 105.8 105.8 
March - Mars 107.7 108,3 108.1 106.1 1116.6 107,0 
April 	- 	Asrol 107,8 108.3 107.8 106.6 107.0 106.9 
May - Mao 108,0 108,6 107.1 107,6 107.8 147.2 
Jor,e - Join 108.9 109,6 109.2 108.4 108.7 108.6 
July - 	Juillet 109.9 110.0 109.6 109.0 109.2 109.2 
August 	' AoOI 110.1 110.9 110.3 109.2 109.6 109.6 
September - Septernbce 110.5 111.3 110.6 108.9 109.4 109.5 
October - Octobre 111.1 111.9 111.1 109,6 110.1 110.0 
November - Nose,nbre 111.3 112.1 111.3 109.3 110.0 110.0 
December - OAcembre 111.6 112,4 III.? 109,7 110,5 110.4 
Annual aseracje - Moyenne annuelle 109.1 109,8 109.2 107.8 108.3 108.3 

1984: 
January - Jansier 111.8 112,7 111.1 110.7 111.6 111.0 
February - fdsrier 112.4 113.2 112.3 111.9 112.4 111.8 
March - Macs 112,7 111,0 112.4 112.6 112,8 112.1 
April 	- 	Osril 112.9 113.6 112.7 112,7 119.2 112.4 
May - Mao 113.2 111.9 112,9 112.7 111,2 112,6 
June - Join 111.4 114,2 113.2 113.5 114.0 111.2 
July 	- Juillet 113.8 114.5 113.8 114.4 114.8 111.9 
August - AoOt 114.1 114.8 113.9 113.9 114.4 113.7 
September - Septembre 114,4 115,3 114.3 113.7 114.3 113.8 
October 	. Octobre 114.8 115.5 114.6 113.5 114.4 113.8 
Nosember - Novembre 115.6 116.4 115.4 114,2 115.1 114.7 
December ' DAcembre 115.8 116.5 115.5 114,7 115.2 114.7 
Arm,ual average - I.byern* armuelle 113.7 114.5 113.6 111.2 113.8 113.1 

1985: 
January - Jassier 116.3 116.9 115.8 114.9 115,8 115.1 
february - fAsrier 116.7 117.4 116.3 116.0 116.7 116.0 
March - Mars 117.1 117.8 116,8 116.3 116,9 116.2 
April 	- Asril 117,3 117.9 117,0 117.2 117.7 116.8 
May - Mai 117.9 118.6 117.6 117.2 117.8 117,1 
June - Join 118,6 119.6 118,3 118.2 119.1 117.9 
July - Juillet 118.8 119.7 118,4 118.7 119.4 118.2 
August - AoOt 119,5 120.4 118.9 118.4 119.4 118.4 
September - Septembre 119.9 120.9 119.4 117.9 119,2 118.6 
October - Octobre 120.4 121.3 120.0 117.7 119.3 118,7 
Nosember - Nosembre 120.0 121,8 120.5 118.3 119.8 119.4 
December - OAcen,bre 121,1 122.2 120.7 119,5 120.7 120,0 
Annual 	averoqe - lloyenne annoelle 118.7 119.5 118,3 117,5 118.5 117.7 
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TABLE 2. Low-Income Cut-offs of Family Units, 19781 

TABLEAU 2. Seuils de faible revenu des unites familiales, 19781 

Size of area of residence - Taille de Is r4gion de residence 

Size of family unit 500,000 
or more 

Taille de 	l'unitC 	farniliale 100,000 - 30,000 - 
500,000 499,999 99,999 
habitants 
ou plus 

1 person - personne 5,950 5,650 5,300 

2 persons - personnes 7,850 7,450 6,950 

1 Excerpt from appendix to lnco.e Distributions by Size in Canada, 1980, Statistics Canada, Catalogue No. 13-207, Annual. 
1 Extrait du tableau en aiinexe, RCpartit ion cki revenu au Canada selon Ia taille du revenu, 1980, Stat ist ique Canada, no 13-207 

au catalogue, annuel. 
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TABLE 7. CPI feighte for the 1978 Basket, 	pressed In Prices of 4orch lOB? 
TABLEAU 3. Pond6rat Ions do l'IPC pour Is panier de 7970, esprirrd err pria do ear, 1902 

los-Iniorer 	 Lon-loco,re CP! 	 Official CPI 
Senior-Citizens CPI 

IPC pour leo per,oreie. 	IPC poor leo mênages 	 IPC officel 
0riea h foible rereno 	It fuilrte ,euerni 

Oil-item, - Enoesble 100,0 100.0 100.0 

fond - Aheent, 28.4 211.7 21.2 

Housing - Hebitotion 49.2 79.1 34.7 

Sheliei - Logeennt 26.8 22,6 79.0 
Herded eircoe,nndot ion - Logeseni 	err brat ion 12.8 6,5 6,1 
Oonoit oc 	rinnoitut ion - 	Logeroent 	en prope 161 Or 11.9 0,0 12.0 
All 	other 	acoirmrnlal ion - 	 lout 	nil 	a 	loqarrrorrt 0.1 0.7 0,5 

t4oi.setnold 000rat ion - D6peoses do edoage 14.9 12.4 9.3 

Household fuiniahinge, equipment 	and related 
sen 	ices . Art tIes d'ameublement, Oqulpeinent 
edoaqer et serotres ronneriee 3.5 4.1 5.6 

Clothing - Hahil]ement 5.4 6.9 9,1 

lisnoportst loin - lianaporto 9.9 10.7 78.2 

Prirate transportation - Transport 	priud 7.2 8.3 16.0 

Public transportation - Transport 	noblic 2.0 2.4 2.2 

Health and personal care - Santd et onto, 
pornnnnetn 0.3 3.8 3.6 

Recreation, 	reading and edricat ion . 101,115, 

lecture et 	formal ion 4.8 9.9 8.1 

Tobacco sod alcohol - Isbats el 50,550,,, 

shoot isdes 3.4 5.0 5.5 

TABLE 4. CPI Weights for the 1982 Basket, (opresned in Price, of December 1984 
TABlEAU 4. Ponddrat ions do t'IPC pour he penier do 1982, eoprieé en prin do 4ce,rbre 1984 

Loo-Incoen 	 los-Income CPI 	 Official CPI 
Senior-Citizens CPI 

IPC poor leo persoronen 	IPC pour lea ednaqes 	 IPC orficiel 
Bgdes It faible re0500 	6 foible reienu 

Al I-EloiSe - Eosesble 100.0 100.0 100.71 

food - Ahionnts 26.1 25.5 19.6 

Housing - Habitat ion 09.3 42.9 38.3 

Shelter - Logeenol 40.1 33.3 27.9 

Principal accoi500dalkon - Log.rrarrt 	principal 39.8 32.9 26.6 
Rented arror500dot ion - loqemerrl en 10,07 ion 19.7 9.0 8.0 
OoneiJ ocroimeodat ion, 	logesreod propriétd 12.6 0.2 14.1 
Water, 	fuel 	and electricity 	For 	principal 

acroinan000l ion - mu, combustible et 	Olectricitd 
poor 	to logeeent 	principal 7.5 5.7 4.5 

P400-principal 	accoirimodat ion - Logeseot secondaire 0.3 0.8 1.3 

Household operation . Dépenses do i.6nage 6.4 6.3 5.7 

Hnoaehold furninhinqo, equipment 	and related 
seirices - Articles d'ameublerrren,t, 	Hgoipirent 
.iênsqer Pt oeroices ronnesea 2.0 3.2 4.7 

Clothing - Hahillen,eot 6.8 6.3 8.7 

Tronsportat ion - Iransports 7.3 9.3 15.7 

Piloate transportation - Transport 	prio6 5.2 7.1 13.7 

PubI it tiansporrot ion - 	Transport 	pukt ir 2.1 0.2 2.0 

Healthand personal care - Sante at Sam, 
persoonels 4.4 6.4 4.0 

Recreotion r 	reading and education - totnirs, 
lecture et 	Introit in,, 3.8 9.6 0.2 

lobaccoproducts WOO alcoholic besereges - 

Prodi,its do tabs,, at 	bolasons alnooliedes 4.7 6.1 6.1 



Appendix A 

Supplementary Analysis of CR1 Weights 

Within Fofld, the low-income senior-citizens group 
spent proportionately more (8.6% more) of its budget 
on Food purchased from stores (including non-alcoholic 
beverages) in 1982 than did the low-income group, 
which in turn spent considerably more (45.6% more) of 
its budget on this category of goods than did the 
population covered by the Official CR1, which was a 
large decrease from the 56.5% more reported in 1978. 
Within Food purchased from stares (including non-
alcoholic beverages), all of the weights for lower-
level aggregate indexes in 1982 are higher (part icu-
larly for Poultry, Cured meat, Coffee and tea, and 
Soup) for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CR1 than for 
the Official CR1, except for Infant or junior foods 
[not surprisingly], Nuts, and Fresh or frozen pork, 
which was slightly lower; considering classification 
differences, similar relationships existed in 1978. 
Within the same aggregate, the weights of all of the 
various commodity aggregates are higher for the Low-
Income CPI than for the Official CR1 in 1982, particu-
larly for Fresh or frozen pork, Pasta products, and 
Infant or junior foods; in 1978 all of the aggregates 
were also higher, particularly for Bakery products, 
Fresh or Frozen pork, and Fats and oils. For Food 
purchased from restaurants (including non-alcoholic 
beverages), the relationship in 1982 between the 
weights for the three indexes is quite different than 
it is for Food purchased from stores (including non-
alcoholic beverages), with the Official CR1 weight 
13.6% larger than the weight for the Low-Income CPI, 
which, in turn, is 36.4% larger than the weight for 
the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI; in 1978 the weight 
for the Official CR1 was also the largest, but at that 
time the Official CR1 was mach larger (35.5%) than the 
weight for the Low-Income CR1, which, in turn, was 
Only somewhat larger (14.2%) than the weight for the 
Low-Income Senior-Citizens CR1. The importance of 
purchases of food and non-alcoholic beverages from 
restaurants in 1982 compared to total food purchases 
varies considerably for the three indexes 26.2% for 
the Official CR1, 17.7% for the Low-Income CR1, and 
12.7% for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CR1; compared 
to 26.0%, 14.2%, and 12.5%, respectively, in 1978. 

For Housing, the comparison of 1982 weights to those 
of 1978 is affected by the classification changes 
noted on page 13. The weight of Housing for low-
income senior-citizens in 1982 is 15.2% larger than 
for the Low-Income CR1, which, in turn, is 11.7% 
lsrger than for the Official CR1, compared to 15.6% 
and 14.0%, respectively, in 1978. Compared to the 
Official CR1, the weight of Housing for low-income 
senior citizens in 1982 is 28.7% larqer, with Shelter, 
43.7% larger; Household operation, 12.3% larger (a 
very large decrease from 1978); and Household furnish-
ings, equipment and related services, 40.4% smaller; 
compared to 31.8%, 38.1%, 60.2%, and 37.5%, respecti-
vely, in 1978. Within Shelter, the weight of Non-
principal acconanodation (a new aggregate in the 1982-
basket classification consisting primarily of travel-
ler accommodation in hotela and motels) is only 0.7% 
of the total for the Low-Incone Senior-Citizens CR1 
and 1.2% for the Low-Income CR1, but 4.7% for the 
Official CR1. Within Principal accommodation (also a 
new aggregate in the 1982-basket classification), the 
weight of Rented accommodation for low-income senior 

Annexe A 

Analyse complCmentaire dee pondCrations de l'IRC 

Au chapitre des alimenta, lea personnes Agées A faible revenu 
ont dépenaé relativennent plus (8.6% plus) pour lea aliments 
achetés au maqasin (y compris 1cm boissons non-alcoolisCes) 
que los ménages A faible revenu en 1982; ceux-ci, pour leur 
part, ont consacrC considCrablement plus (45.6% plus) de leur 
budget A cette categoric de biens par rapport A is population 
vimée par l'IPC officiel. Ce pourcentaqe est toutefois beau-
coup mains ClevC que celui enreqistrC en 1978 (56.5%). En ce 
gui concerne lea slimenta achetCs au magasin (y  compris lea 
boissons non-alcoolisées), toutes 1cm pondérations des indices 
aqregatifs de nivesu infCrieur sont plus éievAes en 1982 
(notamfnent pour Is volaille, is viande de salaison, Ic café et 
le the et les soupes) pour les personnes aqees A faible revenu 
gum pour Is population en génCral, mauf pour cc gui a trait 
aux aliments pour bCbCs (chose peu surprenante), aux noix et 
au parc frais ou congelC, produits pour lesquels lea ponders-
tions de lIPC pour lea personnes Agées A faihle revenu 
Ctaient lCgereaent infCrieures a cellea de I'IRC officiel; 
compte tenu des modifications apportées su système de classi-
fication, on observait A peu près lea mAmes rapports en 1978. 
Pour le nAme agréqat, les pondérations des indices agrAgatifs 
de nivesu inférieur étaient toutes plus Cievées pour lea 
mCnages A foible revenu que pour Is population en general en 
1982, notamment on cc gui concerne Is parc frois ou congelC, 
lea pAtes alimentaires at les alimenta pour bCbds; en 1978, 
toutes lea pondérat ions Ctaient éqalement plus Clevéea dens le 
cam des menages A foible revenu, surtout en cc gui concerne 
lea produits de boulanqerie, Is parc frais ou congele et lea 
hijiles et matièrex grassex. En ce gui a trait aus alimento 
echetCs au restaurant (y compris lea boissons non-alcooli-
seem), Ic rapport observe a cc chapitre entre lea pondérations 
des trois indices étsit tout A fait different de celui observe 
au chapitre des alimenta achetAs au magasin (y compris lea 
boissons non-alcoolisCes) on 1982; cette annCe-lA, Is pondCra-
tion de l'IPC officiel Ctait de 13.6% oupArieure A celie do 
l'IPC pour lea ménages A faihle revenu, laquelle excCdait do 
36.4% is pondération de 1IRC pour lea personnea Agees A 
faible revenu. En 1978, is pondCration de PIPE officiel 
Ctait aussi Is plus Clevée A ce chapitre maim die dCpassait 
alors de heaucoup (35.5%) Ia pondération de l'IPC pour lea 
mCnaqes A foible revenu, laquelle Ctait lCgèreinent supCrieure 
(de 14.2%) A Is pondCration de i'IPC pour lea personnes Agées 
A faible revenu. En 1982, Is proportion des dCpenses pour len 
aliments et les boissona non-alcoolisées aux restaurants par 
rapport A l'ensembie dii budget consacrC aux aliments variait 
considCrahletnent d'un indice A lautre: 26.2% pnur lIRE 
officiel, 17.7% pour I'IRC pour len ménaqes A faible revenu at 
12.7% pour lIRE pour lea personnes aqées A faible revenu. En 
1978, ces proportions Ctaient reapectivement de 26.0, 14.2 et 
12. 5%. 

Au chapitre de l'habitation, Is comparaison des pondCrations 
de 1978 et de 1982 eat influencCe per lea modifications dii 
système de classification décrites A Ia page 13. En 1982, Is 
pondération do l'IPC pour lea personnes AgCea A foible revenu 
au chapitre do Ihabitation Atoit de 15.2% supérieure A celle 
de lIPC pour les raénaqes A faible revenu, laquelle excCdait 
de 11.7% Is pondération de IIPC officiel; en 1978, ces pour-
centage; dtsient de 15.6 et 14.0% respectivement. Par rapport 
A Is pondCration de lIFE officiel, celle de lIFE pour lea 
personnes Agées A faible revenu était, en 1982, 28.7% plus 
Clevée pour Ihahitation, 43.7% plus élevée pour le loqement, 
12.3% plus élevCe pour leo dépenses de ménage (baisse trAa 
nensible par rapport A 1978) et 40.4% moms ClevCe pour lea 
articles dameublement, Cquipement ménager et services 
connexea. (lustre ans plus tOt ccx proportions Ctaiont do 
31.8, 38.1, 60.2 et 37.5% reapectivement. Dens Is composante 
du logement, Ic logement aecondaire (un nouvel aqrCqat inclua 
dana Is classification du panier de 1982 et qui se compose 
principalement do lhéherqemont des voyageura dons lea hOtels 
et lea motels) on représente que 0.7% des dépenses totales 
pour lea personnea AgCms A faible revenu, 1.2% de ces dépenses 
pour leo ménaqes A faible revenu et 4.7% pour is population en 



33 

citizens is 49.5% of the total, compared to 57.8% for 
the low-income group and 30.1% for the population 
covered by the Official CPI. Also within Principal 
accommodation, the weight of Owned accommodation for 
low-income senior citizens is 31.7% of the total 
(there has been a pronounced change, relatively unaf-
fected by classification differences, from 1978, when 
Owned accommodation was 8.6% higher than Rented accom-
modation; in 1982, it is 43.7% lower), compared to 
53.0% for the Official CPI and 24.9% For the Low-
Income CP1. Finally within Principal accommodation, 
the weight of Water, fuel and electricity for the 
Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI is 18.8% of the total, 
compared to 17.3% for the Low-Income CPI and 16.9% for 
the Official CPI. Within Shelter in 1978 (with 
Shelter defined according to the 1978-basket classifi-
cation), the weight of Owned accommodation for low-
income senior citizens was 51.9% of the total, 
compared to 66.0% for the Official CPI and only 35.4% 
for the Low-Income CPI. Also within Shelter, the 
weight of Rented accommodation for low-income senior 
citizens was 47.8% of the total, compared to 64.2% for 
the low-income group and only 31.4% for the Official 
CP I. 

for Clothing in 1982, the total of Boys', Girls' and 
Infants' wear accounted for 13.2% of the weight of 
Clothing for the low-income group and 9.4% for the 
Official CPI, compared to zero per cent 1  for the Low-
Income Senior-Citizens CPI; in 1978, the respective 
percentages were 12.5% and 9.0%. Reflecting the pre-
dominance of women in the low-income senior-citizens 
group, this groups share of Clothing accounted for by 
Women's wear in 1982 is 62.9% of Clothing, compared to 
48.3% for the Official CPI and 47.6% for the Low-
Income CPI, 2  compared to 63.7%, 47.2%, and 50.3%, 
respectively, in 1978. Reflecting the relatively 
small percentage of men in both of the low-income 
groups, the shares of the total weight of Clothing for 
Men's wear in 1982 are 16.1% (a large decrease 
compared to 1978) and 22.5% for the Low-Income 
Senior-Citizens CPI and the Low-Income CPI, respecti-
vely, compared to 30.5% for the Official CPI; in 1978, 
the respective percentages were 22.3%, 23.2%, and 
33.4%. Also within Clothing, the low-income 
aenior-citizena group in 1982 spent 20.9% of their 
clothing budget on clothing materials and related 
services, such as coin-operated washing, compared to 
16.7% for the low-income group and 11.8% for the 
population covered by the Official CPI; in 1978, the 
respective percentages were 13.9%, 14.0%, and 10.4%. 

Private transportation in 1982 is the reason for the 
differences in Transportation, as Public transporta-
tion continues to be almoat the same for the three 
indexes. Within Private transportation, Operation of 
automotive vehicles has a weight of 8.7% for the Offi-
cial CPI, but only 5.3% for the Low-Income CPI and 
3.4% for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI, compared 
to 9.1%, 5.3%, and 3.7%, respectively, in 1978. Also 
within Private transportation, Purchase of automotive 
vehicles in 1982 has a weight of 4.6% for the Official 

general. 	En ce gui a trait au logement principal (Un autre 
aqrCgat récemment introduit par Is classification du panier de 
1982), le logement en location reprCsente 49.5% des dépenses 
totalea conascrees It cet agrégat dana le cmx des personnes 
âgCes 8 faihle revenu comparativement 8 57.8% pour lee ednaqes 
8 faible revenu et 8 30.1% dana le cea de is population en 
general. Par ailleurs, is loqement an propriétC représento 
31.7% dma dCpenses totalea consacrées 8 ce mAnic agrCgat dana 
le cas des personnes AgCes 8 faible revenu (iI y a eu on 
changement marquC 8 cc chapitre par rapport 8 1978; cc 
changement na 8 psu près rien 8 voir avec lea modiftcationa 
gui ont été apportées au système de classification; en 1978, 
Is ponderation du logement en propriété Ctait de 8.6% 
supérieure 8 celle du loqement an location alors que quatre 
ana plus tard, die lui était de 43.7% infCrieure) 
comparativeisent 8 53.0% dans is cas do Ia population en qénC-
ral et 8 24.9% dana Ic cas des menagea 8 faible revenu. 
Enfin, le aous-aqréqat eau, combustible et Clectricité re-
prCsente 18.8% des dépenaea totales consacréea au loqement 
principal dana 1e caa des porsonnes Agees 8 faibie revenli, 
comparativement 8 17.3% dana le caa dma ménagea A faible reve-
nu et 8 16.9% dana le cam de Is population on général. En 
1978, le logoment en propriété reprCsentait, dans le cas iios 
personilea Aqées I faible revenu, 51.9% des dCpenses totales 
consacrees au loqement (celui-ci Ctant défini aelon Is 
classification du panier de 1918), tandis qu'il représentait 
66.0% de ces dépenses dans Is caa de is population an general 
at seulement 35.4% dana is cas des méiiaqes 8 faible revenu. 
Par ailleurs, le logement an location représentait 47.8% des 
dépenses totales consacréea au loqement pour lea personnes 
Aqées A faible revenu, comparativement 8 64.2% pour 1cm 
mAnages I Faible revenu at I seulement 31.4% pour Is 
population en general. 

En 1982, lea vAtements pour gsrçona, filles et hCbCs repréaen-
taient alobalement 13.2% do budget consacré I l'habillement 
pour lea menages A faih1le revenu coitrm 9.4% pour is popula-
tion en general et 0% pour leg personnes 8g6es I faible 
revenu; en 1978, lea deux premiers pourcentaqes étsient res-
pectivement de 12.5 et 9.0%. A cause du noebre majoritaire de 
femmes dana Is groupe des personnes AgCes A faible revenu, lea 
vAtements pour femmes representaient 62.9% clu budget do 
l'habiliesent pour cm groupe, comparativement 8 48.3% pour is 
population en general at 8 47.6% pour lea menaqea I faible 
revenu;2 an 1918, ces proportions étsient de 63.7, 47.2 et 
50.3% respectivement. A cause de is proportion relativeiserit 
faible d'hoesees que comptent lea deux groupes I faible revenu, 
los vAtemerits pour hommea representaient, en 1982, 16.1% 
(baisse sensible par rapport 1 1978) du budget total de l'ha-
biliement pour lea personnes AgAes I faible revenu et 22.5% 
pour les ménages A faible revenu comparstivement 1 30.5% pour 
Is population en general. 	En 1978, lea proportions Ctaient 
respectivement do 22.3, 23.2 et 33.4%. 	Par gilleurs, les 
peraonnes Agées A faible revenu coixcr.aient 20.9% du budget 
de l'hshiilement, en 1982, 8 i'achat de tissus pour vAtements 
et do services vestimentairea, comme les busnderies libre-
service, tandia que pour lea ménagem I faible revenu et Is 
population en general, lea proportions correapondantes Ctaient 
de 16.7 et 11.8%. En 1978, ces proportions Ctaient de 13.9, 
14.0 at 10.4% respectivement. 

Le transport privé explique I lui soul l'evolution des pondC-
rations de Is coeposante des transports entre 1978 et 1982 
etsnt donnC gus lea ponderationa du transport public soot 
demeurées I peu prIa lox mAmes pour lea trois groupes. Ai 
chapitre du transport privé, I'utilisation do vehicules auto-
mobiles a une pondérstian do 8.7% pour VIPC officiel, de 
5.3% seulement pour IIPC pour los ménaqes A faible revenu et 
de 3.4% pour 1IPC pour los personnes aqees I faible rovenu; 
en 1978, ces pondérations Ctaient do 9.1, 5.3 at 3.7% respec-
tivemont. As mAme chapitre, l'achat de véhicules automobilom 

By definition, there are no children in the low-
income senior-citizens group. As well, gifts to 
members of other spending units are excluded from 
the expenditures of all groups. 

2 Women are also predominant in this group, but 
children are present. 

Par definition, le groups des personnes Aqees I faible 
revenu no compte aucun enfant. De nAme, lea dons faits aux 
mee,bres d'autres unites do dCpenso sont esclua des dépenaes 
do tous los groupea. 

2 Ce groups compte egalement une majoritC do feismes, mais ii 
y a ausai des onfants. 
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avait une poiddration de 4.6% pour l'IPC officiel en 1982, de 
1.8% eeiilement pour I'IPC pour lea personnes âqées 8 faihle 
revenu et de 1.7% seulement pour l'IPC pour lea mdnages 4 
faible revenu; 3  toutes CBS pondArations sont de heaucoup 
unférieures 4 ceiles de 1978, soit 6.2, 3.5 et 2.9% respecti-
vement. 

En ce qui concerne Is sante at soins personnels, Is pondé-
ration des some de sante etait, en 1982, de 2.0% pour lee 
personnes âgées 8 faible rmvenu, de 1.7% pour lea nenages 4 
faihie revenu et de 1.6% pour Is population en gCnCral. Cea 
pourcentaqes different on peu de ceux de 1978, ol le qroupe 
des ménaqes 4 faibie revenu avait is ponderation In plus forte 
4 ce chapitre (1.5%), suivi de Is population en general (1.4%) 
et do groupe des personnes 8gees 8 faible revenu (1.3%). En 
1978 comme en 1982, Is pondération des soins de sante poor lea 
personnes 4qées 8 faible revenu eat influencée par lea rabaia 
et lea subventions. 

Au chapitre des loimirs, lecture et formation, les rapports 
observCs an 1982 sont se,nblablea 8 ceux observes quatre aiim 
plus tat. En cc gui concerne lea loisirs, les pondérationa de 
1982 sont de 2.9% pour lea personnea AgCes 8 faihle revenu, de 
3.7% pour lea menages 8 faible revenu et de 6.2 5 pour Is 
population an general tandia quen 1978 dies étaient de 3.8, 
4.0 et 6.4% respectivesent. Pour materiel di lecture et 
autres imprimés, les pondCrations de 1982 sont de 0.9% pour 
les personnes âgées 8 faible revenu et les aeiaqes 4 faible 
revenu mais de 0.8% pour is population en general alors que 
les pondCrations de 1978 étaient de 1.0, 0.9 et 0.9% respecti-
vement. Enfin, lea ponderations de is formation pour 1982 
Ctaient de 0.0, 1.0 at 1.2% reapectivement, en 1982, contre 
0.0, 0.9 et 0.8% retiveinent en 1978. 

Au chapitre des produits do tabac et hoissona alcoolisCes, In 
pondération des produits lu tabac et des articles pour fumeurs 
était 54.3% plus Clevée dans Ic cas iles nénajes 8 faible 
revenu (8 cause des sommea considCrahles consacrCes 8 i'achst 
de cigarettes) que thins lIPC officiel en 1982; en revanche, 
l'IPC officiel était 6.6% plus Clevée que 1!PC des personnes 
âgCes 4 faible revenu. En 1978, ces pourcentagea étaient de 
39.6 et 18.4% respectivement. Pour cc gui a trait aux bois-
sons alcoolisées, lea poridérstions de 1982 étaient de 2.3% 
pour lea personnes égées 8 faihie revenu, de 2.8% pour los 
menaqes 4 faihie revenu et de 4.0% pour Is population an 
general tandis que celies de 1918 Ataient de 1.9, 2.6 et 3.8% 
respect ivenent. 

CPI, but only 1.8% for the Low-Incom Senior-Citizens 
CP! and 1.7% for the Low-Income CPI - all of these 
weights are substantially lower than the respect ive 
percentages in 1978, of 6.2%, 3.5%, and 2.95. 

Within Health and personal Care, in 1982 the weiqhts 
for Health care are 2.0% for the Low-Income Senior-
Citi2ens CP1, 1.7% for the Low-Income Ce!, and 1.6% 
for the Official CPI. This relationship is somewhat 
different from 1978, when the low-income group had the 
highest weight (1.5%), followed by the Official CPI 
(1.4%), and the low-income senior-citizens group 
(1.3%). In both years, the weight of Health care for 
low-income senior-citizens is affected by subsidies 
and discounts. 

Within Recreation, reading and education, the 1982 
relationships are similar to those in 1978. The 
weights for Recreation are 2.9%, 3.7%, and 6.2%, 
respectively, for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CP1, 
the Low-Income CPI, and the Official CPI in 1982, 
compared to 3.8%, 4.0%, and 6.4%, respectively, in 
1978. For Reading material and other printed matter, 
the weights are 0.9% for both the Low-Income Senior-
Citizens CPI and the Low-Income CPI, but 0.8% for the 
Official CPI in 1982, compared to 1.0%, 0.9%, and 
0.9%, respectively, in 1978, and for Education, 0.0%, 
1.0%, and 1.2%, respectively, in 1982, compared to 
0.0?4, 0.9%, and 0.8%, respectively, in 1978. 

Within Tobacco products and alcoholic beverages in 
1982, the weight of Tobacco products and smokers' 
supplies for the Low-Income CPI is 54.3% higher 
(because of a large expenditure on cigarettes) than 
for the Official CR1, which, in turn, is 6.6% higher 
than for the Low-Income Senior-Citizens CPI, compared 
to 39.6% and 18.4% higher, respectively, in 1978. For 
Alcoholic beverages in 1982, the weights are 2.3% for 
the low-income senior-citizens group, 2.8% for the 
low-income group, and 4.0% for the population covered 
by the Official CPI, compared to 1.9%, 2.6%, and 3.8%, 
respectively, in 1978. 

In comparison to the previous aentence, it should 
be noted that, even though low-incume senior 
citizens have a larger weight in both years for the 
purchase of automotive vehicles than does the low-
income group, senior citizens have a smaller weight 
for the operation of these vehicles, although the 
difference for the purchase category was quite 
small in 1982. 

3 Ii convient de souligner A cet Cgard que nême si lachat de 
vChicules automobiles a one pondération pius élevée dana le 
cea des personnes Syles C faible revenu que dans celui des 
menagea A faible revenu pour lea deus annCes, on observe Is 
aituation inverse pour cc gui eat de lutilisation do cea 
vChicuies. Il faut toutefois souligner quen cc gui a 
trait C lachat do véhicules automobiles, lCcart de pondé-
ration entre les deux groupes Ctail très mince en 1982. 
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Calcul de chercheurs pour lea indices des groupea particuliers 

loraquils construiseot des indices pour des groupes particu-
hers, lea chercheura tendent a utiliser des données d'ccèa 
facile, comas des doonées aur lee dépensea et lea indices de 
prix publiés, qui d'ailleurs n'existent que pour lea nivmaux 
d'agréqation supérieurs. 

Le tableau 1 montre le genre de calcul queffectue le cher-
cheur lorsquil determine (en se fondant sur lea idCes génCra-
lement recues) un indice pour un groupe particulier (en 
l'occurence, lindice pour lee families at lea personnes 
seules 4 faible revenu) et ir indice pour In population an 
géndral (l'indice pour l'enseeblp des families et des per-
sonnes seules). Aux fins de comparaison svec ce dernier 
indice, le tableau 1 donne egalement l'IPC officiel. L'indice 
pour ir groupe particulier et lindice pour to population en 
general ant 4t4 calculés 4 laide de donnCes sur les depensei 
puhliées. Comas linlice pour ui groupe particulier devoit. 
coricerner lea familIes et lea peraonnes seules 4 faible 
reveru, II a fallu Se rCférer a lenquête sur les dépenses In 
1974 puiaque c'dtait Is seule gui avait produit le genre do 
donnêes recherchées. Nous avons regroupé lea donnCes sur lea 
ddpenses en fonction des sept cnmposonte-; priicipales de l'IPC 
(en ny apportant aucune correction et an utilisant toutes lea 
composantes de Is consommotion coirante saul lea dCpenses 
diversem) at cette aCne de pondCrations de 1974 a aervi pour 
toute Is pdriode visCe par le celcil. Lea IPC des composantes 
principales ont servi pour to mAme pAriode mAw xi, normale-
ment, it aurait fallu les calciler A partir du plus bas niveau 
d'aqréqation pour cheque panier utilisC dens lIPC au cours de 
cette pCriode. 

Le tableau 1 montre que lee calcula do chercheur peuvent 
produire un mice pour on qroupe particulier gui diffère de 
lIPC officiel; cette conparaiaon nest toutefois pam valable 
plisquon utilise des mCthodes différentes pour arriver 4 ces 
rdsultets. Le tableau montre aussi que quand le chercheur 
calcule un indice pour Is population en qAnCral 4 l'aide de to 
mdthode utilisCm pour calcuier lmndice pour isi qroupe parti-
culixr, it peut obtenir un mice très proche de PIPC offi-
ciel. L'indice pour l'ensemble des familles et des personnes 
se,lis ii rapproche sensiblement de IIPC officiel au niveau 
glohal parce que les pondérat ions relatives mont semblables et 
que le fail d'iL.iliser uniquement des indices correspondent a, 
niveau d'agrCgation le plus CievC et d'appliqnier me seule 
sCthode Se pond4catioi pour toute Is pCriode a peu de consC-
quences. 

Appendix B 

Researcher-Type Calculations of Special-Group Indexes 

When constructing special-group indexes, reseaL'chers 
tend to use readily-available data, such as published 
price indexes and published expenditure data, which 
are only available at higher levels of aggregation. 

Table 1 is designed to illustrate the type of calcula-
tion that a researcher does (based on commonly-held 
perceptions) for both a special-group index (the All 
Low-Income Families and unattached Individuals index) 
and a general-population index (the All Families and 
Unattached Individuals index). Included, for compari-
son with the general-population index, is the Official 
CPI. To derive both the special-group index and the 
general-population indea, expenditure data that are 
readily available were used. Because it was decided 
to have the special-group index refer to families and 
unattached individuals with low incomes,was neces-
sary to use the 1974 expenditure survey, as this was 
the only survey for which these data were published. 
The expenditure data were aggregated into the seven 
sajor CPI components (without adjustments and using 
all of the components of total current consumption 
excluding miscellaneous expenditures) and this set of 
1974 weights wax used for the entire period of the 
calculation. CPI major-component indexes were used 
for the same period, even though they should have been 
built up From the lowest-level detail for each basket 
that was used in the CPI during this period. 

Table 1 shows that a researcher-type calculation for a 
special grot4) can yield different results from the 
Official CPI, but the comparison is not a valid one, 
because of the use of different methodologies. IL 
also shows that the calculation by a researcher of a 
general-population index using the same methodology as 
for the special-group index can, on the other hand, be 
quite similar to the Official CPI. The reason that 
the All Families and Unattached indIviduals index is 
quite similar to the Official CPI at the total level 
is that the relative weights are similar and that the 
impact is limited of using only highest- level -detail 
price indexes and one weighting pattern for the entire 
period. 

TABLE 1. Comparison of the Official CPI and Two Models of Indexes 
TABLEAU 1. Comparaison entre IIPC officiel at lea indices de deux nodAlo; 

Models of Indexes calculated with a 1974 haskpt, at the level of 
the seven major components 

Mod8les dindices établis A l'aide d'on paiiier de 1974 au ni veau 
des sept composantes pnincipales 

Official 	 All Families and Unattached 	 All Low-Income Families 
Cp I 
	

Individuals 	 and Unattached Individuals 

IPC tns?mhle des familIes et dee Ensemble des fwnilles et des 
officiel permonnes seules peraonnes seulea 4 faible revenu 

1970 100.0 100.0 100.0 
1972 107.6 107.6 108.0 
1974 126.6 127.9 130.5 
1976 153.2 152.6 155.3 
1978 180.2 179.3 184.6 
1990 216.7 216.3 222.7 
1981 243.9 243.2 249.5 
1982 270.2 268.8 274.5 
1984 298.3 296.5 303.0 
1985 310.2 307.9 515.9 

1 Urban Fuily (xpenditure, 1974, Stat istics Canada, 	 1 Ddpenaes des families urbaines, 1974, no. 62-544 au cata- 
Catalogue No. 62-544, July 1977, Table 36, page 	 logue Se Statistique Canada, jiitl't. 1977, tableau 36, page 
174. 	 174. 
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In Table 2, as in Table 1, the special-group index 
refers to families and unattached individuals with low 
income and uses data from the 1974 expenditure sur-
vey. These expenditure data were aggregated into the 
seven major EP1 components, with a sub-division of 
Housing into its next lower level of aggregation and a 
further sub-division of Shelter into Rented sccoimrioda-
ion, Owned accormeodat ion and Other accommodal ion, 

This set of 1974 weights was used for the entire 
period of the cslculst ion. Table 2 shows the large 
difference in percentage change that existed for the 
1970-1980 period for the two calculations, compared to 
the 1980-1985 period, when the percentage change was, 
for practical purposes, identical. This is because 
the two most important lower-level aggregates within 
Shelter are Rented accommodation and Owned accommoda-
tion, which moved quite differently in the earlier 
period but very similarly in the later period. 

Comae dans Ic tableau 1, lindice pour Un groupe particulier 
du tableau 2 concerne lea familles et lea personnes seules A 
faible revenu et est établi A l'aide des donrrées de lenquAte 
aur les dpenses de 1974. Ces donnes ont été regroupées en 
fonction des sept composantes prircipales cia llPC, Is compo-
sante de l'habitat ion Atant subdivisée en soum-composantes et 
Is sous-composante du logement 6tent elle-méme répartie entre 
logement en location, logement en propriété at autre loge- 
sent. 	Ce jeu cia pondérations cia 1974 a servi pour toute Ta 
période viaée par le cslcul. 	Le tablemu 2 mootre qua Is 
difference des variations en pourcentaqe entre las deus 
modAles pour Is période de 1970 A 1980 est asmez forte par 
rapport A celle observCe pour Is période cia 1980 A 1985, 
dursnt laquelle lea variatiorm en pourcentage ont été A toutes 
fins pratiques identiques. Cette difference entre lea deux 
périodes sexplique per Is fait qua lea deux plus importants 
sous-aqrégats du loqemenl, soit Is logenrent en location et Ic 
loqement en proprxCté, ont suivi des tendancea tout A fait 
différentes durant Is premiere période maim trés conparables 
mu cours de Is deuxiAme période. 

TABLE 2. Models of Indexes for All low-Income Families and Unattached individuals, Calculated with a 1974 Basket 
TABLEAIJ 2. MadAle dindices pour (ensemble des familles et des personnes meulea A faible revenu, calculés A l'aicle dun 

panier de 1974 

Without disaggreqation With disaggregation 

of Housing of Housing 

Sans subdivision Avec subdivision 
de 	Ihabitation de l'hmbitation 

1970 100.0 100.0 

1972 108.0 106.7 

1974 130.5 127.6 

1976 155.3 150.6 

1978 184.6 178.4 

1980 222.7 215.0 

change - variation enS, 	X 100 122.7 115.0 
1970 

1982 274.5 263.7 

1984 303.0 291.8 

1985 313.9 303.0 

S chanqe - variation en 5, 1985I 100 141.0 140.9 
1980 

Table 	3 	contains 	only 	indexes 	for 	the 	seven 	major le 	tableau 	3 	ne 	renferme 	que 	lea indices 	me 	rattachant 	aux 

components, but 	the 	lower-level 	indexes are available sept 	compossntea principales; 	lea 	indices cia 	nivemu 	inférveur 

upon 	request. 	The 	calculation 	of 	these 	lower-level peuvent 	toutefova étre 	foirnia 	sur demande. 	Ceux-ri 	doivent 

indexes 	requires 	use 	of 	data 	at 	the 	same 	level 	of Otre calculés A laide de donnCem correspondant mu mIme nivesu 

detail as used for the Official CPI. 	The indexes were dagrégation 	que 	celut 	utilisé 	pour le 	calcul 	de 	l'IPC 	offi- 

calculated 	using 	the 	same 	methodology 	(see 	page 	35) ciel. 	Les 	indices du 	tableau 3 ont Cté 	calcuilCs suivant 	les 

used 	For 	the 	indexes 	for 	low-income 	families 	and mImes 	rAgles (your page 	35) 	qua 	les indices pour 	lea 	families 

unattached 	individuals 	in Table 1. et 	lea personnes aeules A faible revenu figurant 	mu tableau 1. 

Le tableau 3 montre qua l'IPC densemble pour ce groupe parti-
culier de la populatkon, calculA mu niveau dagréqation Ic 
plus baa, eat sensiblement inférieur A lindice d'enaemble 
calculC mu niveau des sept composantes principales maia très 
proche cia l'iPC officiel densemble (cest-A-dire 217.3 compa-

rativement A 216.7 dana le tableau 1). On observe toutefoLs 
des écarts appréciables entre lIPE official et IIPC pour les 
famillea at lea personnes seules A faible revenu lorsque 
ceu,-ci mont calculCs mu niveau d'agréqation Ic plus baa A 
l'intérieur de chaque composante principale. 

Le tableau 4 permet auasi de faire Is comparaiaon entre le 
calcul au niveau d'agrCqation le plus has at Ic calcul mu 
niveau d'aqréqat ion le plus élevé. Contrairement A ce qu'on 
observe au tableau 3, lea indices densemble du tableau 4 soot 
trés comparablea d'un niveau A lautre parce que la variable 
Is plus importante (Ie logement) a etC soumise A de fortes 
variations de prix au cours de Ia pCriode 1970-1980 (pérrode 
faisant lobjet du tableau 3) maim A cia faibles variations 
dana Ia periods qui a suivi (période faissnt l'objet dii 
tableau 4). Lea deux indices d'ensemble du tableau 4 me 
rapprochont de I'IPC officiel (l'IPC de 1985 clans Ic tableau 1 
iéexprimé sur Is base de 1981, ou 310.2 r  127.2). On observe 

243.9 
toutefoia, comae dana lea deux tableaux précCdents, des écarts 
mppréciables mum niveaux d'agréqation xnfCrieurs. 

Table 3 showS that when an All-items CPI for this 
special qroup is calculated at the lowest level of 
detail, it is substantially lower than an All-items 
index calculated at the level of the seven major 
components, and very similar to the Official CPI 
(i.e., 217.3 compared to the 216.7 in Table 1). There 
are, however, important differences for the seven 
major components between the Official CPI and the CPI 
for All Low-Income Families and Unattached Individuals 
calculated at the lowest level of detail. 

Table 4 also illustratea the impact of calculation at 
the lowest level of detail compared to the highest. 
Whereas in Table 3, however, the All-items indexes 
were quite different, in Table 4 they are very 
similar. This is because the most important variable 
- Shelter - showed a large maount of price dispersion 
in the 1970-80 period (that covered by Table 3), but 
little price dispersion in the 1981 - 1905 period 
(covered by Table 4). Compared to the Official CPI 
(the 1985 CPI from Table 1 rebased to 1901, or 
310.2 = 127.2), both of the indexes in Table 4 are 
243.9 
similar. 	As in Tables 2 and 3, however, there are 
important differences at lower levels of aggregation. 
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TABLE 3. Comparison of Models of indexes for All Low-Income Families and Unattached Individuals, Calculated with a 1974 Basket 
TABLEAU 3. Comparaison cte mod5les dindicea pour l'ensemble des families et des personnes seules b faible revenu, caiculs au 

yen dun panier de 1974 

All-items 1 , 2 	Food 1 , 2 	Housing 1 , 2  Clothing 1 , 2 	Transpor- Health and Recreation, Tobacco pro- 
tat ion 1 , 2  peisonaI reading and ducts and 

care 1 , 2  education 1 , 2  alcoholic 
beverages1 ,2 

Ensemble 1 , 2 	Aliments 1 , 2 	Habits- Habil- 	Trans- Sante at Loisirs, Produits du 
tion 1 , 2  iement 1 , 2 	ports 1 , 2  soins lecture et Labac at 

personnels1 , 	 format ion1 ,2  toissons 
alcool isCes1 ,2 

1970 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

1972 108.0 106.5 108.5 109.0 109.2 105.7 104.1 103.2 106.9 107.5 107.0 104.5 106.1 104.0 104.5 104.1 

1974 130.5 129.1 144.9 151.5 126.5 118.2 119.8 118.4 120.5 121.7 121.9 119.7 120.3 115.4 113.6 112.7 

1976 155,3 150.1 168.0 169.3 155.6 141.5 134.0 130.6 149.3 152.5 147.4 143.7 140.6 132.5 136.6 136.0 

1978 184.6 178.6 210.0 214.8 181.8 164.0 148.5 145.4 169.1 172.2 169.8 164.6 153.1 142.6 158.1 158.6 

1980 222.7 217.3 263.3 275.5 210.4 1B8.6 181.4 177.3 209.2 211.9 203.6 200.4 179.1 165.5 188.5 186.5 

For the indexes contained in the first column for each aggregate, the All-items indexes are the result of the application of 
the 1974 weights used for the calculation of the indexes in the third column of lahle 1, but the indexes for the seven major 
components, to which these weights are applied, are the Official CPIs. 

1 En ce gui regarde les indices contenus dans la premire colonne soua cheque agregat, les indices densemble soot le rCsultat 
de lapplicat ion des pondéret ions de 1974 qui ont etC utilisCes pour le calcul des indices de Ia troisième cotonne du ta-
bleau I, mais lea indices des sept compoaantes principales ausquels mont appliquCes lea pondCrat ions sont lea IPC officiels. 

2 The indexes contained in the second column for each aggregate are calculated from the level of the basic groupings (the 
lowest-level grouping of cormeodities for which a set of weights is available). 

2 las indices contenus dens is deuxième colonne sous cheque agrCqat sont ealculCs a partir des groupee de base (le plum has 
niveau des qroupes de produits pour lesquels il existe un jeu de pondCrations). 

TABLE 4. Comparison of a Model of Indexes and the CPI for All Low-income Families and tinattached Individuals 
TABLEAU 4. Comparaison dun modèle dindices et de l'IPC pour l'ensemhle des familles ct des personnes seules b faibte revenu 

All-items 1 , 2 	Food 1 , 2 	Housing 1 , 2  Clothing 1 , 2 	Transpor- Health and Recreation, Tobacco 
tation 1 , 2  personal readirN and producta and 

care 1 , 2  education 1 , 2  alcoholic 
beverages1 ,2 

Ensemble 1 , 2 	Alimenta 1 , 2 	Habits- Habil- 	 Trans- Sante et Loisirs, Produits du 
tion 1 , 2  lament 1 , 2 	ports 1 , 2  moms per- lecture et tabac ci 

sonneis 1 , 2  formation 1 , 2  boissons 
alcooiia6es1 ,2 

1981 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

1982 110.1 109.9 107.2 106.7 112.5 111.3 105.6 106.2 114.1 115.8 110.6 110.9 108.7 109.0 115.5 115.9 

1983 116.2 116.4 111.2 110.1 120.2 119.1 109,8 110.8 119.8 121.8 118.2 118.9 115.8 116.6 130.0 131.9 

1984 121.5 122.0 117.4 116.6 124.7 124.1 112.5 113.6 124.8 127.2 122.8 123.6 119.7 120.9 140.6 143.8 

1985 125.9 126.8 120.8 119.9 129.0 128.8 115.6 116.9 130.8 133.1 127.2 127.8 124.5 126.1 154.0 161.1 

1 For the indexes contained in the first column for each aggregate, the All-items indexes are the result of the application of 
the 1974 weights used for the calculation of the indexes in the third column of Table 1, but the indexes for the seven major 
comonen1s, to which these weights are applied, are the Official CPIs. 

1 En ce qui regarde lea indices contenus dana is premire colonne sous cheque agrCqat, lea indices d'ensemble mont Ic rCsultat 
de lapplication des pondCrations de 1974 qui ont Cté utilisCes pour le calcul des indices de is troisièrne colonne du ta-
bleau I, mais lee indices des sept composantes principales auxquels soot appliquées lee pondérations mont lea IPC officiels, 

2 The indexes contained in the second column for each aggregate are those of the CPI for All Low-Income Families and 
Unattached Individuals. 

2 Lax indices contenus dens is deuxième colonne sous cheque agrCgat sont cpus de IIPC pour Pensemble des families et des 
persoones seulem a faible revenu. 
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Table 5 contains only indexes for the seven major 
components, but the lower-level indexes are available 
upon request The details required by researchers to 
calculate the indexes contained in the table can be 
readily obtained, because the indexes were weighted 
with expenditure information obtained from Lhe 1978 
expenditure survey. 2  The allocation of CPI price 
series to the unpi iced expenditure categories con-
tained in total current consumption excluding miacel-
laneous expenditures that are not covered by the CPI 
is subjective, but these allocations are also availa-
ble upon request. In addition, the use of only pub-
lished data requires that estimations be made for both 
impuled series and priced series that are not availa-
ble for the entire period back to 1981. The method 
used is one that can be duplicated by researchers - 
i.e., of using the aggregate series of which the 
unpublished basic grouping is a component. 

Le tableau 5 ne donne que lea indices se rat tachani ans Sept 
composantea principales, mais il eat possible d'obtenir sur 
demande lea indices de nivau inférieijr. On peut se procurer 
aisément lea donnCes nCcessaires pour calculer lea indices du 
tableau 5 parce que ceus-ci ont été pondCrés A Paide des 
données de l'enquAte sur lea rtépenses de 1978.2  Des series 
d'indces tie pris aunt imputées aux categories tie ddpenses tie 
consormnat ion courante (sauf lea dépenses diverses gui ne sont 
pas visCes per l'IPC) pour leaquellea ii n'esiste pam tie rele-
ye tie pria; malgré le carsctère subjectif tie cette operation, 
lea séries en question peuvent être aussi cora1runqu6es stir 
demande. En oulre, le fait cia nutiliser que des données 
publiées exige que Ton estime partiellement las series impu-
tees at 1cm aCries évaluées qui ne renontent pas jusqu'en 
1981. T  cette fin, it aviate tine séthode gui peut Ctre appli-
quée per las chercheura, suit lutilisation des series 
d'indices agrégatifa dont fait partie Is série ti'indices tie 
groupea tie base non publiCs. 

As in Table 4, the All-items indexes in Table 5 are 	 Come dana Ic tableau 4, tea indices d'ensemble du tableau 5 

very similar. 	At the level of the seven major 	 sont très comparables. 	On observe t.outefois ties differences 

components, however, there are important differences, 	 notables au niveau des Sept composmntes principales. 

TABLE 5. Model of Indexes for Families of Two or More Persona with Incomes Under $8,000, December 1985 (1981 = 100) 
TABLEAU 5. Pdèle dindices pour lea families tie deus personnea ou plus, dont Ia revenu eat infCrieur & $8,000, dCcembre 1985 

(1981 = 100) 

Calculated at the level 	 Calculated at the level 

of the seven major components 	 of the basic groupings 1  

CalculC mu nivesu des Sept 	 CalculCa mu niveau des 
composantes principales 	 groupes tie base 1  

Food - Alimentation 

Housing - Habitat ion 

Clothing - Habillement 

Transportation - Transports 

Health and personal care - Sante 
et soins personnels 

Recreation, reading and education - 
Loisirs, lecture at formation 

Tobacco products and alcoholic beverages - 
Produita du tsbac et boissona alcoolisCes 

All-items - Ensemble 

122.fl 120.5 

130.7 132.6 

116.9 118.4 

135.0 134.3 

	

129.3 	 131.7 

	

127.0 	 126.7 

	

161.4 	 172.7 

	

126.9 	 129.7 

1 A basic grouping is the lowest-level grouping of comodLties for which a set of weights is available. 
1 Un groupe tie base eat Ic plus bas nivemu ties qroupes tie produits pour leaquels ii existe rat jeu tie pondCrat ions. 

The five tables illustrate different phenomena, but of 
particular importance is the fact that there can be 
considerable variation in price indexes at lower 
levels of detail even though the All-items indexes are 
quite similar. It is only by including all lower-
level detail that the effects at each level of aggre-
gation, including All-items, can be captured. To 
compare indexes for special groups to the 0ffcial CPI 
it is also necessary to employ all of the same metho-
dologies. 

Lea cinq tableaus illuatrent différeots phCnomAnes, maim cc 
quil faut retenir tie cette analyse, cest quil petit y avoir 
des Ccarts considCrables entre lea indices tie prix des niveaux 
dagrCqation infCrieurs mAma si lea indices densemble me 
ropprochent sensiblement Pun tie lautre. Ce n'est que par 
urre analyse compftte tie tous lea niveaux dagrégat ion infC-
rieurs qu'il est possible dCvaluer pleinement lea effets tie 
cel exercice sur chaque niveau ti'agrégation, y compris len-
semble ties produits. Pour comparer des indices pour ties 
groupes particuliers b lIPC official, it eat également néces-
saire tiutiliser exactement lea nAmes mCthocles. 

2 families of two or more with incomes of under 
$8,000, contained in Imily Expenditure in Canada, 
Volume 3, All Canada: Urban and Rural, 1978, 
Statistics Canada, Catalogue 4o. 62-551, january 
1982, page 112. 

2 Familles de rteus peraonnes ou plus, dent le revenu eat in-
fCrieur N $8,000. Donnéea tirCes tie DCpensea dma fillea 
mu Canada, volume 3: ensemble tiu Canada, regions urbairres tt 
rurales, 1978, no. 62-551 au catalogue de Statistique 
Canada, janvier 1982, page 112. 
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