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A. COIPARISON OF SERIES 

1. U.I.C. Claimants and LFS Unemployed: 

Both series experienced a decline of about the same magnitude 
between February and March. in March the LFS Unemployed at 
608,000 showed a drop of 47,000 from February, while the UIC 
Claimants at 1,003,000 in March declined by 52,000 over the 
month. See Summary Table on page 5 and Graph 1(1). 

The comparison of both levels shows that the ratio of the UIC 
Claimants to the LFS Unemployed was at a high of 1.65 in March 
as compared to 1.61 in February. See table on page 6. 

It is difficult to draw any conclusion when comparing the LFS 
and UIC data due to conceptual differences. See Appendix 3 
of the April issue of this report. 

2. Canadian and American Unemployment Rates: 

• 	(a) Actual: The Canadian unemployment rate at 6.3 	in 
April showed a decline of 0.5 from last April, while 
Lhe American rate at 4.8 7 in April showed a drop of 
0.7 7 from a year ago. 

(b) Seasonally-adjusted: In April, the seasonally-adjusted 
unemployment rate in Canada was 5.4 	as compared to a 
rate of 5.0 7 in the United States. The Canadian rate 
has been declining s ince last December. 	The rate in 
December was 6.7 .) On the other hand, the American 
rate has been rather stable since December, varying 
from 5.0 and 5.1. 

In April, the gap (0.4) between the two seasonally-
adjusted unemployment rates is back to what it was last 
May after being at higher levels (0.5 to 1.6) between 
June and March. 

See Summary Table on page 5 and Graph 1(2). 

B. SLIPPAGE 

The estimated slippage rate at the Canada level hac increased from 
4.7 7 in March to 4.9 7 in April. See graphs on pages C-2 and C-3. 





S I - By Province: All provinces exhibited positive slippage rates 
in April. Prince Edward Island and British Columbia were the only 
Irovinces showing decreases in slippage from March to April. The 
estimated slippage rates in Nova Scotia and Quebec remained constant 
and increases in the slippage rates from March to April were noted 
in the other six provinces. The largest increase in slippage 
occurred in Saskatchewan where the slippage rate increased from 
2.9 7 in March to 4.5 	in April. 

Newfoundland continues to show the largest slippage rate. In fact, 
for this province, the estimate derived from the April Labour Force 
Survey sample represented only 89.2 7 (that is, a slippage rate of 
10.8 7) of the population estimate as projected from the 1961 Census. 
Projections from the 1971 Census seem to reflect more closely the 
true population of Newfoundland and the slippage rates consequently 
would decrease by about 2 to 3 70. Work is proceeding along these 
lines for other provinces. 

2 - By Age at the Canada Level: AU age groups at the Canada level 
exhibited positive slippage rates in April. The 14-19 and 65 and 
over age groups showed decreases in slippage from March to April. 
However, increases in slippage were noted in the other three age 
groups. 

The largest increases in slippage were noted in the 20-24 and 25-44 
age groups. The estimated slippage rate increased from 11.9 ' to 
12.5 Z in the 20-24 age group and from 3.8 7 to 4.6 7. in the 25-44 
ge group. 

ihe 20-24 age group continues to show the highest slippage rate, in 
fact, for this age group, the estimate derived from the April Labour 
Force Survey sample represented only 87.5 7o (that is, a slippage rate 
of 12.5 ) of the population estimate as projected from the 1961 
Census. 

C. NON-RESPONSE 

At the Canada level, the April non-response rate was 1.1 	higher than 
in March. At 7.9 Z the April 1973 rate indicates i notable improvement 
over the 9.4 Z level in April 1972. 

From March to April, the T.A., N 1  and N2  components showed increases 
while "other" decreased. 

Again in April the Winnipeg Office indicated the lowest overall rate 
and Vancouver Regional Office the highest. Winnipeg was the only office 
that did not experience a higher non-response rate. 

The general increase in T.A. and N1 may be partly explained by the 
coi icidence of Easter 1onday and the sLarL of Eiiuiuerat ion Wec.k 
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REJ ECTED DOCUMENTS 

Ihe edits for the April supplementary questions were removed early in 
the processing as a result of the frequency of inconsistent entries for 
several questions. For this reason it is not possible to compare the 
total reject rate for April with previous surveys. However, a comparison 
can be made for the regular Labour Force Items. A detailed Analysis of 
Rejected Documents is on page 7 of this report. 

The overall rate of rejects for the Labour Force Items was 7.6 7. for 
April, up 0.2 from the March rate of 7.4 . Four regions registered in-
creases as between March and April; three regions had decreases and 
Toronto with the highest reject rate at 10.1 '7o was unchanged from the 
previous survey. 

In recent years every Labour Force Survey has had additional supplemen-
tary questions. Furthermore, the number and complexity of these questions 
vary from one survey to the next. The committee is therefore considering 
replacing the charts and Summary Table on page 5 which now reflect the 
document reject rate for all reasons for Canada and the regions with charts 
and a summary which will show the reject rate for the regular Labour Force 
Items only, since this would be a more valid comparison month by month. 
The detailed 'Analysis of Rejected Documents" as contained on page 7 of 
this report would continue to be produced. 

E. ENUMERATION COST 

I'he Household Facilities and Equipment Survey was completed by the Labour 
'orce Survey interviewers when they obtained data for the April Labour 
lorce Survey. This additional survey required the interviewer to complete 
a separate questionnaire containing 49 items at each sample household. 

Since interviewers find it almost impossible to assess the time and travel 
that should be charged to the Household Facilities Survey, a percentage 
method (based on time studies) of apportioning enumeration cost is done 
by the regional offices. 

It is therefore not possible to make a valid comparison of Enumeration 
cost for the Labour Force Survey as between March and April. However, 
economies of approximately 13 7o were realized in enumeration cost for the 
April LF Survey as a result of piggy-backing the Household Facilities and 
Equipment Survey. 

0 
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5ununary Table 

Pt.moY ISTIMATES AND RATF.S 

1973 	1 972 

iprll 	Mar. 	Feb. 	lan. 	Dec. I  April  

page 5 

MONTH-T0-PION11I LOANCE VIAl 15) VMS 

iIIANCP 

i1:jii:1i ; 
688 

1.056 

7.7 

5.5 

6.2 

5.0 

4.2 

0.8 

12.2 

3.8 

4.2 

1.4 

9.4 

6.8 

6.0 

6.] 

3.4 

4.5 

3.3 

3.0 

1.4 

5.4 

7.3 

3.1 

6.4 

8.2 

8.2 

6.3 

2.4 

9.4 

11.9 

9.3 

7.1 

10.0 

8.6 

9.0 

11.2 

6.0 

9.4 

10.1 

2.20 

2.14 

2.29 

2.35 

2.14 

2.43 

.90 

1.71 

2.02 

2.42 

2.33 
2.60 

2.20 

2.20 

2.19 

2.48 

2.39 

2.74 

2.22 

2.05 

2.38 

1.93 

1.68 

2.17 

1.98 

2.01 

1.95 

es with e' 

c26!.°n of SellS. 

1.8'S Un.eploysd ...................000. 
'. 	

570 

U1C Clal.ant 	....................000 

Unploy..nt Rat.. 	- CanadIan .. 	1 	6.3 

(Actual 	A.rlcan .. 	It 	4.8 

Unseployuant Rar.s 	- CanadIan .. 	2 	5.4 

• 	(S..sonalll-ad)uatad) AaarIcsn .. 	2 	5.0 

S) Ipp.aq 

	

Canada - Total ................... 2 	4.9 

• 	14-19 years ................... 2 	2.0 

	

20-24 yearS ................... 2 	12.5 

	

25-44 yearn ................... 2 	4.4 

45-64 y.ar 	................... . 4.7 

	

65 and ever ................... 2 	2.5 

	

Newfoundland .................... 2 	10.8 

	

Prince Edward island ............ 2 	2.5 

	

Nova ScotIa ..................... 2 	6.2 

	

Maw flrun.wick ................... 2 	6.9 

	

Qu.b.c .......................... 2 	3.6 

	

OT,rarlo ......................... 2 	5.9 

	

ManItoba ........................ 2 	4.7 

	

Sa,katch,w*fl .................... 2 	4.5 

	

Alberta ......................... 2 	3.6 

	

BrltI.h Col%abla ................ 2 	4.0 

çn-r.aponae( I) 

	

Canada ........................... 1 	7.9 

	

- John'• ...................... 2 	5.1 

	

Iaa ......................... 2 	7.5 

. 	raal ........................ 2 	7.4 

	

sue .......................... I 	5.6 

	

2 	7.2 

	

..innip.9 ........................ 7. 	2.8 

	

4.nnton ........................ 7. 	10.0 

	

'4.ncouvsr ....................... 7. 	14.5 

jsct.d Deciants(Z) 

	

Canada ........................... 2 	8.7 

	

St. John's ...................... 2 	7.1 

Haiti 	......................... 2 	8.7 

	

Montreal ........................ 1 	7.5 

	

Ottawa .......................... 1 	8.3 

	

Toronto ......................... 2 	11.0 

	

WinnIpeg ........................ 1 	6.9 

	

Ld.on,on ........................ 7. 	8.0 

	

Vancouver ....................... 2 	9.7 

Enue.ritlon Cost per Hou.shold (2) 

Canada 	- Total .............. $ 	1.89 

	

S.R.0 ............ $ 	1.78 

	

N .S.R.0.......... 5 	2.04 

	

St. John'. - Total .............. $ 	2.17 

S.R.0 	 2.13 

	

N.S.R.0 .......... $ 	2.18 

HaItfa. 	- Total .............. $ 	1.74 

	

S.R.0............ $ 	1.55 

	

N.S.R.0.......... 5 	1.85 

Montreal 	- Total .............. 5 	2.00 

	

S.R.0............ 5 	1.86 

	

N .S.R.0.......... .$ 	2.28 

Ottawa 	- Tot.l ...... ........ 	$ 	2.05 

	

S.R.0............ $ 	1.98 

	

I4.S.R,U .......... 5 	2.16 

Toronto 	- Total .............. $ 	1,98 

S.R.0. ........... 	$ 	1.92 

N.S.R.0. ......... 	$ 	2.14 

W1nnl1-. 	- Total .............. $ 	2,07 

, 	S.R.0............ $ 	1.90 

	

N .S.R.0.......... $ 	2.22 

	

- lsl .............. $ 	1.66 

	

N.S.R.0.......... $ 	1.93 

	

Vancouver - Total .............. $ 	1.72 

	

S.R.0............ $ 	1.65 

	

N.S.P.0.......... $ 	1.84 

(1) Edits of supplencntary questions were raweved to 
•.....6.. (..I. 	NthI,hc 	S,-fin., 0. 

608 	655 

1.003 	1,055 

	

6.8 	7.3 

	

5.2 	5.6 

S., 	5.9 

	

5.0 	5.1 

	

4.7 	4.8 

	

2.4 	7.8 

	

11.9 	12.3 

3.8 3.0 

	

4.5 	5.2 

	

3.0 	4.3 

	

10.3 	10.1 

	

3.3 	6.4 

	

6.2 	6.4 

	

5.9 	6,3 

	

3.6 	3.9 

	

5.3 	5.2 

	

3.7 	4.9 

	

2.9 	3.8 

	

3.5 	2.1 

	

4.9 	6.1 

	

6.8 	7.2 

	

3.2 	3.5 

	

6.3 	7.0 

	

6.8 	7.2 

	

5.2 	6.6 

	

7.0 	6.6 

	

2.8 	2.9 

	

9.1 	11.0 

	

10.5 	10.2 

	

12.7 	8.7 

	

10.3 	7.8 

	

13.6 	8.0 

	

9.0 	6.5 

	

15.2 	8.0 

	

15.8 	10.3 

10.1 7.7 

	

11.9 	10.0 

	

14.7 	11.6 

	

2.17 	2.18 

	

2.04 	2.06 

	

2.31 	2.33 

	

2.52 	2.47 

218 	2.13 

	

2..64 	2.59 

	

1.95 	1.92 

	

1.68 	1.62 

	

2.12 	2.12 

	

2.37 	2.38 

	

2.32 	2.34 

	

2.46 	2.47 

	

2.36 	2.40 

	

2.32 	2.33 

	

2.41 	3.51 

	

2.28 	2.31 

	

2.21 	2.23 

	

2.47 	2.52 

	

2.24 	2.21 

	

2.04 	1.93 

	

2.42 	2.45 

	

1.79 	1.91 

	

1.43 	1.61 

	

2.14 	2.18 

	

2.00 	1.99 

	

1.90 	1.89 

	

2.17 	2.15 

pri1 so the coarts 

584 	592 	642 	- 38 	- 47 	- 33 	+ 104 	- 22 	-34 

903 	914 	- 52 	- I 	+ 153 	+ 89 

6.5 	6.8 	7.4 	-0.5 	-0.5 	-0.4 	4 1.2 	-0.5 	-0.6 

4.7 	5.5 	6.1 	-0.4 	- 0.4 	+ 0.1 	4 0.8 	- 0.7 	-0.9 

6.7 	5.9 	6.1-0.1 	- 0.4 	-0.3 	- 0.5 	-0.5 	-0.6 

5.1 	5.8 	5.9 	- 	-0.1 	+ 0.1 	- 0.1 	-0.8 	-0.9 

	

4.5 	4.4 	3.7 	+ 0.2 	- 0.1 	+ 0.6 	- 0.1 	+ 0,5 	+ 1.0 

	

2.1 	1.5 	- 1.2 	- 0.4 	-0.4 	4 2.0 	- 1.3 	+ 0.5 	+ 3.6 

	

14.0 	10.8 	10.8 	+ 0.6 	-0.4 	4 0.1 	- 1.8 	+ 1.7 	4 1.1 

	

4.2 	3.4 	2.7 	4 0.6 	4 0.8 	- 0.8 	- 0.4 	+ 1,0 	4 1,1 

	

3.4 	5.0 	3.9 	4 0.2 	- 0.7 	4 1.0 	4 0.8 	-0.3 	40.6 

	

0.4 	3.7 	5.7 	- 0,5 	- 1.3 	4 2.9 	4 1,0 	- 1.2 	- 2.7 

	

8.1 	4.4 	4.1 	+ 0.5 	+ 0.2 	4 0.7 	+ 1.3 	4 6.4 	-P 6.2 

	

4.5 	1.6 	9.0 	- 0,8 	- 3.1 	- 0.4 	+ 2.3 	+ 0.9 	- 5.7 

	

5.7 	2.1 	3.5 	- 	-0.2 	4 0.4 	40.3 	• 4,1 	+ 2.7 

	

6.8 	6.7 	5.3 	+ 1 1 0 	-0.4 	- 	-0.5 	4 0.2 	40.6 

	

3.6 	4.8 	3.3 	- 	-0.3 	4 0.5 	-0.2 	- 1.2 	+ 0.3 

	

5.0 	4.9 	3.9 	4 0.6 	4 0.1 	4 0.7 	- 0.5 	4 1.0 	+ 1.6 

	

2.6 	2.7 	1.2 	4 1.0 	- 1.2 	4 1.6 	+ 0.7 	4 2.0 	+ 2.5 

	

2.1 	- 0,4 	-0.2 	+ 1.6 	-0.9 	4 0.8 	4 0.9 	4 4.9 	-P 3.1 

	

2.2 	2,5 	2.8 	+ 0,1 	41.4 	40.7 	-0.8 	41.1 	40.7 

	

6.4 	6.0 	6.6 	- 0.9 	- 1.2 	4 0.7 	- 1,0 	- 2.0 	- 1,7 

	

6.3 	9.4 	9.8 	+ 1.1 	-0.4 	-0.1 	+ 1,0 	- 1.5 	- 3.0 

	

2,7 	7.8 	6.9 	+ 1.9 	- 0.3 	4 0.4 	4 0,4 	- 2.7 	- 3.7 

	

7.1 	9.4 	11.5 	+ 1.2 	-0.7 	+ 0.6 	-0.7 	-1.9 	-5.2 

	

6.5 	7.8 	8.2 	4 0.6 	-0.4 	- 1.0 	4 1.7 	- 0.4 	- 1.4 

	

5.6 	7.5 	9.8 	+ 1.1 	-1.4 	-1.6 	+ 2.6 	-1.2 	-4.6 

	

6.5 	12.8 	13.0 	+ 0.2 	+ 0.4 	+ 0,3 	-0.2 	- 5.6 	-6.0 

	

1.6 	6.0 	6.0 	- 	- 0.1 	+ 0.5 	4 0.8 	- 3.2 	- 3,2 

	

7.5 	9.8 	8.3 	4 0.9 	- 1.9 	4 1.6 	+ 1.9 	4 0.2 	4 0.8 

	

9.2 	9.9 	9.9 	+ 4.0 	+ 0.3 	- 1.7 	4 2.7 	+ 4.6 	4 0.6 

	

8.5 	9.3 	11.4 	- 4.0 	+ 4.0 	- 0.6 	+ 0,8 	- 0.6 	1.3 

	

7.9 	7.4 	12.0 	- 3.2 	4 2.5 	+ 0.7 	- 0,8 	-0.3 	- 1.7 

	

9.6 	8.9 	53.2 	- 4.9 	+ 5,6 	- 2.0 	+ 0.4 	- 0.2 	+ 0,4 

	

7.7 	8.0 	10.9 	- 1.5 	4 2.5 	- 2,1 	4 0.9 	- 0,5 	- 1.9 

	

3.8 	9.4 	15.1 	- 6.9 	+ 7.2 	- 1.0 	4 3.2 	- 1.1 	+ 0.1 

	

10.3 	11.5 	13.2 	-4.8 	4 5.1 	-0.9 	4 0.9 	- 0.1 	+ 2.6 

	

6.6 	8.1 	9.2 	- 3.2 	+ 2.4 	4 1.7 	- 0.6 	- 1.2 	4 0.9 

	

6.3 	9.1 	8.4 	-3.9 	+ 1.9 	4 0.6 	+ 1.1 	-1.1 	43.1 

	

8.9 	11.0 	8.8 	- 5.0 	+ 3.1 	4 1.5 	+ 1.2 	- I.) 	+ 5.9 

	

2.20 	156 	1.92 	- 0.28 	- 0.01 	- 0.02 	- 	+ 0.33 	+ 0.25 

	

2.10 	1.54 	1.81 	-0.26 	- 0.02 	-0.08 	4 0.04 	4 0.24 	+ 0.23 

	

2.32 	1.60 	2.06 	- 0.27 	- 0.02 	+ 0.04 	- 0.03 	4 0.44 	4 0.25 

	

2.42 	1.65 	2,14 	- 0.35 	+ 0.05 	4 0.12 	- 0.07 	4 0.52 	+ 0,38 

	

2.12 	1.55 	1.97 	- 0.05 	4 0.05 	- 0.01 	+ 0.02 	+ 0.58 	+ Q.21 

	

2.54 	1.69 	2.20 	- 0.46 	+ 0,05 	+ 0,16 	- 0,12 	4 0.49 	+ 0.44 

	

1.86 	1.33 	1.57 	-0.21 	+ 0.03 	4 0.02 	+ 0.04 	+ 0.41 	+ 0.38 

	

1.64 	1.29 	1,34 	-0.13 	+ 0.06 	-0.09 	4 0.07 	+ 0.26 	+ 0.34 

	

2.00 	1.36 	1.72 	-0.27 	- 	+ 0.10 	40.02 	40.49 	40.40 

	

2.47 	1.71 	2.08 	- 0.37 	- 0.01 	- 0.04 	- 0.05 	+ 0.29 	+ 0.29 

	

2,41 	1.63 	2.00 	-0.46 	-0.02 	+0.01 	-0.08 	+0.23 	+ 0.32 

	

2.58 	1.87 	2.24 	- 0.18 	- 0.01 	- 0.13 	4 0.02 	+ 0.41 	+ 0.22 

	

2.35 	1.38 	2.22 	-0.31 	-0.04 	40.20 	-0.15 	+ 0.67 	+ 0.14 

	

2.34 	1.17 	2.15 	-0.34 	- 0.01 	+ 0.13 	- 0.14 	+ 0.81 	+ 0.17 

	

2.36 	1.65 	2.32 	-0.25 	- 0.10 	+ 0.32 	- 0.17 	+ 0.51 	4 0,09 

	

2.43 	1.48 	2.04 	-0.30 	- 0.03 	- 0.17 	4 0.05 	+ 0.50 	+ 0.24 

	

2.32 	1.45 	2,00 	- 0.29 	- 0.02 	- 0.16 	4 0.07 	4 0.47 	+ 0.21 

	

2.76 	1.55 	2.16 	-0.33 	- 0.05 	- 0.22 	- 0.02 	4 0.59 	4 0.31 

	

2.21 	1.80 	2.06 	-0.17 	4 0.03 	- 0.01 	4 0.01 	+ 0,27 	+ 0.18 

	

2.03 	2.11 	1.73 	- 0.14 	4 0.11 	- 0.12 	4 0.02 	- 0.21 	+ 0.31 

	

2.38 	1.52 	2.37 	- 0.20 	- 0.03 	4 0.07 	- 	+ 0.70 	+ 0.05 

	

1.89 	1.49 	1.74 	- 0.13 	- 0.12 	- 0.02 	4 0.04 	4 0.17 	4 0,05 

	

1.61 	1.28 	1.43 	- 0.04 	- 0.18 	- 0.07 	+ 0.07 	4 0.11 	- 

	

2.16 	1.67 	2.00 	- 0.21 	- 0.04 	4 0.01 	+ 0.01 	4 0,26 	+ 0.14 

	

1.96 	1.67 	1.73 	- 0.28 	+ 0.01 	4 0.01 	4 0.02 	+ 0.05 	4 0.27 

	

1.88 	1.59 	1.67 	- 0.25 	+ 0.01 	- 0.12 	+ 0.13 	4 0.06 	+ 0.23 

	

2.10 	1.81 	1.82 	- 0.33 	+ 0.02 	4 0.20 	+ 0.15 	+ 0,03 	4 0.35 

triter aurveya are net valId for the section "Ra)ectnd Dncueeots". For 





Comparison of level of UIC ClaiQants and LFS Unemployed 
	 page 6 

Jan. 	f 	Feb. 	j March I ApriL I 	May 	I June 	I 	July 	I August L Sept. I Oct. 	I Nov. 	I Dec. 

122 
467 473 448 432 386 383 349 318 279 314 354 383 
616 631 594 527 305 277 279 268 260 280 349 537 

• 	Claimants Rat.o: 1.32 1.33 1.33 1.22 0.79 0.72 0.80 0.84 0.93 0.89 0.99 1.40 
Unemployed 

1222 
'.85 526 542 544 513 529 518 448 398 419 476 538 
659 694 705 691 505 442 43 409 391 399 480 672 

• 	Claimants Ratio: 1.36 1.32 1.30 1.27 0.98 0.84 0.85 0.91 0.98 0.95 1.01 1.25 
Unemployed 	.... 

668 675 650 659 543 551 514 455 434 447 503 530 

LFS 	Unemployed 	(000's) 	............... 
ULC 	Claimants 	(000's) 	................ 

844 888 857 819 496 420 413 411 433 436 538 689 

Claimants 
Ratio: 1.26 1.32 1.32 1.24 0.91 0.76 0.80 0.90 1.00 0.98 1.07 1.30 

LFS 	Unempioyed 	(000's) 	............... 
UIC Claimants 	(000's) 	................ 

665 627 642 592 552 568 543 503 459 483 524 584 

LFS 	Unemployed 	(000's) 	............... 
UIC 	Claimants 	(000's) 	................ 

827 912 914 874 814 753 762 722 692 709 765 903 

Unemployed 	.................... 

tio: Claimants 1.24 1.45 1.42 1.48 1.47 1.33 1.40 1.44 1.51 1.47 1.46 1.55 

LFS 	Unemployed 	(000s) 	............... 
UIC Claimants 	(000's) 	................ 

Unemployed 

1211 

688 655 608 
UIC 	Claimants 	(000's) 	............. 

... 

1,056 1,055 1,003 

Claimants Ratio: Unemployed 	................. 1.53 1.61 1.65 

LFS Unemployed 	(000's) 	............... 

7. of Claimants under Old Act 

1971 	............... . .............. 

. 

(All claimants under Old Act) 80.4 61.9 44.2 36.6 25.4 17.8 

1972 	............................... 

..... 

11.9 7.8 5.0 3.4 1.5 0.2 0.1 ... (All c1iinants under New Act) 

$ote: 1. Seasonal Benefits Regulations were applicable from Deceitber to midMay until 	1971. This is the reason why in 1972 there was no Large 
decline between April and May in the UIC Claimants as in previous years. 

2. The Unemployment Insurance Act, 	1971,was introduced June 27, 	1971. The lower portion of the above table indicates the percentage of 
claimants under the provision of the old UrernpLoyment 	1nsrar)ce Act during the period July 1971 	to Aust 	lq72. 

der the universal provision of the new CremploViUt 	Ins A, -. :. . 

wre insured ef fect i ve 	Ltuirv 2, 	19' 
-w Act intrO 
ss than 0.1. 





- STAT:STIQUE Ci DA 

FIELD DIVIZION —DIVICION DES orrRATI0NS !EQIONALES 

	

LABOUR FO!C[ CURVE? 	ANALYSE OF REJECTED DOCU?IENTS 

	

ENQUETE S(JR LA MAIN-D'OEUVflE 	ANALYSE DES DOCUI4ENTS REJETES 

page 7 
LFS 744 

274 

April 1973 vri1 

cA:ADA ST.JC 	l3  }iLIFX 	XTHEAL OTTAWA TORONTO WIIPEG i 	E-:O:;TC; VANCOUP 

4,357 12 3 871 _14,410 4,609 15,024 7,038 

__  

8,063 7,577 739 
REJEUThE' D(CtrM!NTS 309 1422 1,086 384 1,648 488 644 735 6,416 

fEJECTED D(,CU?E!TS 
POURCFNTAGE DES D1DCUMENTS REJETES 8.7 7.1 8.7 7.5 8.3 11 1 0 6 .9 8.0 9.7 

UPF'I EEflTAR( 	ITEMS 
AfTIC1L3 SUFPLMENTAIRES 

)IEJECTED I)()C!MENTS 
IQ2._1 162 57 - 	 131 88 114 52 

DOCUMIL&S 52 _ 

 No calcul tion pos1e - Edit 
% OF TOTAT, DOCUNENTS  

removed frI earlier s age of prcessing - PWBCENT&(U_DU TOTAL DF 	OC1RIENT. 
% OP HEJCIED D()(1NTS - 

POURCENTAGF DES DOCUMENTS REJETES due to frquenciies . cf inconsis ent entri s 

LAb(1J 	FORCE ITFS 
ARTICLgS DE LA 'lAIN-D'OEUVRE 

5,653 257 1,015 924 327 1,517 400 530 683 
REJFCThE) IX%('UMENTS 

jrn p 	J?NTS 
7.6 5.9 7.9 64 7.1 10.1 5.7 6.6 9.0 

DQCUMENT& 
% CF hJJF.CTD D)C1'NENT3 
PoJR''EN'rME DES DOCUTENTS REJET3 	 I 

83.1 - 83.2 90.5 85.1 85.2 92.0 82.0 82.3 92,9 

No. OF 	CI!Z ERIORS 

3,.29.. 99 - 519  137 1,108 240 240 366 

O3 O4 040 030 .074 .034 .030 .048 FJT 
044 

AVE. 	}'EFC REEC J'EI) rocuME 
MDYErNE PAR DOCrMEI? REJETE 

.513 .320 .462 .534 .357 .672 .492 .373 .498 

11 126 296 36 - 511 127 37 99 1,243 EDEBLACC A L'IDENTIFICATION 

ETW 	PAR  DCP!NT 017 .010 
.  
002 .020 .01 .034 .013 .004 .013 

. - T. AV. 	PEF 	flEJECTED LXCUENT 
MOYENNE PAii bOCUflENT PEJET 

.194 .036 .112 .272 .09 .310 .260 .057 .135 

F 7 '7 	s k~n of errors 	for iter 	1 to 10 and 24, 	25, 1 	on the LFS docu.cnt. 
::::;TTON 	t c Lal des ereurs aux rrtic1e 	1 -10 et 24, 26 sur 1e docupet LS 

'15-50: 	8_ 





COMPARISON OF LABOUR FORCE UNEMPLOYED AND UNEMPLOYMENT 
INSURANCE CLAIMANTS BY MONTH, JANUARY 1969 TO DATE 
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Uneniplo'iuenL rate represents Lhe number unemployed as a per ceiit 
of the civilian labour force. 

Canadian civilian Labour Force, in the Labour Force Survey concept, 
is composed of that portion of the civilian non-institutional 
population 14 years of age and over who, during the reference week, 
were employed or unemployed. 

American civilian Labour Force, in the Current Population Survey 
concept, is composed of that portion of the civilian non-institu-
tional population 16 years of age and over who, during the refer -
ence week (which contains the 12th day of the month), were employed 
or unemployed. 

List ot some differences in the concepts of claimants and unem-
ployed 

	

UIC 
	

LF unemployed 

need to have worked at 
. 	 least S weeks in past 

year to be eligible 

- nterruption of earnings 
resulting from unempLoy-
ment, illness or pregnancy 

- must he capable of and 
available for work and 
unable to obtain suitable 
employment (except in case 
of illness and pregnancy) 

- coiiLribulioii and benefit 
entitlemenL ceases for a 
person: a) at ihe age of 
70, or h) to whom a retire-
ment pension under the 
Canada Pension Plait or the 
Quebec P&nsjon Plan has at 
any time become payable 

- claimants can work and be 
eligible for total benefit 
if weekly earnings do not 

S 	ixceed one quarter of 
weekLy rate of benefit; 
work-related income in 
exctss of 25'Z of weekly 
rate is deducted from 
benefit. 

does not need to have 
worked before 

activity concept: 1) did 
not work, 2) actively 
searched for a job, and 3) 
was able to work 

- no upper age boundaries. 
See activity concept. 

- unemployed cannot have 
worked a single hour in 
reference week 
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RELATEI) TO SECTION IH 

Slippage - populatiou slippage &s defined as the percentage dif-
ference beiween the Census population projection, Pp (based on 
he 1961 Census) for a given mouth and the population estimate 

Vp derived from the Labour Force Survey sample for the same month. 
It is given by 

Pp - Pp • 100 

Pp 

RELATE!) TO SECTION IC 

Total non-response - proportion of households which were not 
interviewed due to lack of co-operation or their unavailability 
to the survey interviewer. 

RELATED TO SECTION 1D 

ercen1age of Rejected Documents - The charts reflect a percentage 

ID of all labour force documents requiring clerical edits prior to 
inal tabulations. These rejected documents result from missing 

or inconsistent entries in the regular labour force items and in 
the addLtional questions (supplementary) asked for every survey. 
Since the supplementary questions vary in their complexity from 
one monih to the next, they affect the reject rate considerably. 

Careless Errors 	The term "careless errors" refers to omissions, 
poor narks and inconsistent entries on the Labour Force schedule 
for identification, sex, marital status, relationship to head and 
age as taken from the entries on the Household Record Card, plus 
the failure to answer item 26, "Was this person interviewed?" 

RELATED TO SECTION 1E 

Enumeration Cost per Household - The per household costs are 
calculated using the total number of households sampled for the 
survey in relation to the cost incurred to do the interviewing 
in Lerms of fees paid to the interviewer (hourly rated employee) 
and the interviewer expenses to cover the assignnent (mileage, 
etc.). 
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NON-RESPONSE 

The contents of this appendix arc taken from publi-
cation NR73-4  (April  1973),  Non-Response Rates 
in the Canadian 1bour Force Survey, prepared by 
D.S. Murray, Household Surveys Development Stff, and 
E.T. McLeod of Field Division. 
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Non-Response Rt 

troduction 

There are a number of ways of measuring the quality of the Labour Force 
Survey. One such method is the calculation of non-response rates. The 
sampling variability of weighted up statistics is inversely proportional 
to the response rate so that published figures based on a sample with 
(Lily 80% response rate (20% non-response rate) will have 90/80 or 1.125 
times the sampling variability of corresponding figures based on the 
;ame sample with 90% response rate (or 10% non-response rate). Together 
with increase in sampling variability caused by higher non-response 
rates there is also a possible increase in the mean square error as a 
result of the non-response bias. If the characteristics of non-respondents 
are significantly different from those of respondents, then the higher the 
non-response rate, the greater the contribution to the mean square error 
by the non-response bias. The extent of this bias is unknown at present 
but must be obtained from outside sources of similar data or from special 
cxperlments on non-response characteristics. 

The non-response rates are presented in the form of graphs for Canada and 
for regional offices. The rate of non-response is given for each of the 
four components- and for total non-response by month and year. 

Non-response follows a marked pattern seasonally, generally peaking in the 
summer months and declining in the spring and autumn (Graph Gl). 
The seasonality effect is caused by the "temporarily absent-" component 
which increases sharply during the summer months when people are generally 
iway on vacation (Graph Cl). 

TI. Format of Non-Response Graphs and Monthly Meeting 

The non-response rate for each regional office is presented by component 
on a separate page. This format facilitates the examination of the 
contributions of each component of non-response to the total non-response. 
In this form, comparison of regional offices can also be made. 

The monthly meeting on April non-response with D.S. Murray, Labour 
Force Methodology Section and E.T. McLeod, Field Division, deals with 
the more pronounced movements in the current non-response data. 

Corn:encing with the report on January, 1973, non-response bar charts have 
been included to show the non-response for each Economic Region (E. R.) in 
each regional office. The R. 0. levels, in total, are shown in a chart 
under the section headed Canada. Table 1, contains, for Cnda arid each 
regina I ufi 	, 	the totii non response and 	;lt ri of it 	COTi1fltItL - 

0 	1 Soc cef I nitions on Pzige 2 
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IoLal 1iusehids i ncudes ;ìi 	-Lirnped h us1u 	ut 	:•: 	iii 
dwellings, households not to be interviewed, etc. 

Non-response is defined as the proportion of total households which 
were not interviewed for the reasons shown and is the sum of the four 
given below. 

1 Temporarily absent. When all household members are away for the 
entire interview week. (T.A.) 

2 No one home. When after a reasonable number of callbacks, there is 
no responsible member to interview. (Nl) 

• 	•fusal. When a responsible member of the household definitely 
refuses to provide the survey information requested. (N2) 

Other. When none of the foregoing reasons are applicable, e.g., roads 
impassable, enumerator not available, death, illness, language problems, 
etc. (N3_5) 

0 
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The April non-response rate was 1.17 higher than in March. At 7.9% the 
April 1973 rate indicates a notable improvement over the 9.4% level in 
April 1972. 

From March to April, the T.A., N1 and N2 components showed increases 
while other' decreased. 

Again in April the Winnipeg Office indicated the lowest overall rate 
and Vancouver Regional Office the highest. Winnipeg was the only office 
that did not experience a higher non-response rate. 

The general increase in T.A. and N1 may be partly explained by the 
coincidence of Easter Monday and the start of Enumeration Week. 

% N-R 	Canada 
i--I 	-7 

- - Canada 

St.J. Hal. Mon. Ott. Tor. Win. Edm. Van. 

Regional Offices 

Note: It should be noted that some errors had occurred in graphs G-1 to 
G-9 in February, March and April. The graphs have been re-drawn 
and are now correct. 

The data which appeared in the narratives and tables of the above-
mentioned reports were accurate and thus do not require correcting. 

0 





St.John's 
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St Joan s 

The overall rate in the St.John's Office increased from 3.2% in March to 
5.1% in April. All components increased with T.A. showing the greatest 
change; from 1.1% to 2.3%. Both the N2  and "other" components increased 
by 0.17. and Nl increased by 0.5%. 

With regard to the increase in T.A., the data indicates the rise was 
distributed over all E.R.'s. 

The very high 25.0% overall rate indicated by E.R. 05 is solely attribu-
table to 6 households; 4 listed as N1 and 2 as N2. 

S 

Economic Region 
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Halifax 

The non-response rate increased from 6.3% in March to 7.5% in April. All 
components showed increases between 0.2% and 0.6%. 

The N2 rate, which increased by 0.2Z is now 2.3% and represents a high 
level. Economic Region 22 (Halifax and area) accounts for a large part 
of the increase in refusal households. This E.R. showed 26 refusal house-
holds in March compared with 33 in April. The March and April rates were 
2.0% and 2.6% respectively. Economic Region 31 continued to show a very 
high N2 rate. At 5.9% in April the rate increased by 0.2% from March. 
This E.R. (St.John, N.B.) has shown high N2 rates since May, 1972. 

The increase in the "other" component is wholly attributable to 15 house-
holds listed as non-respondent due to "no interviewer available". 

(a) E.R. 21 (Truro, Amherst) indicated 12 
households not interviewed. An inter-
viewer became ill before she finished 
her assignment and 12 households were 
not re-assigned for interviewing. 

(h'i In E.R. 23 three households were not 
. 	 covered due to illness of the inter- 

viewer. 

In addition to these households, which caused the "other" rate to rise, 
19 households were listed as not interviewed due to "roads impassible". 
Heavy rain apparently prevented interviewers from travelling in various 
rural areas in Nova Scotia. 

The April 1973 rate was 1.9% lower than the 9.4% rate recorded in April 1972. 

. 

Economic Region 
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The overall rate increased by 0.6% from March to April. The T.A., N1 and 
N2 components showed small increases (0.2% to 0.6%) while "other T  declined 
by 0.6%. The April level of 7.4% remains below the national figure. 

The increase in !trefusals!t  can be attributed to the Montreal area (E.R. 47) 
where 10 additional households were listed as N 2 . The N2 rate for this 
E.R. was 3.6%, the highest in the regional office. Economic Region 44 
(Joliette, St.Jer6me) indicated a refusal rate of 2.4%. an increase of 0.5% 
from March. Only these E.R.'s showed N2 rates in excess of 2.0%. 

In E.R. 41 there were 7 households not interviewed due to "no interviewer 
availableu. The interviewing in one assignment was completed by telephone 
from the regional office. Seven of the households do not have telephones 
and were lost to the survey. 

The April 1973 non-response rate showed a modest improvement over the April 
1972 rate of 7.8%. 
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Montreal 
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[1 

R.O. Average 
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Ottawa 

From March to April the overall rate increased to 5.6%, an increase of 
0.4%. Slight changes occurred in all components excepr N2: T.A. and 
other" increased while Ni decreased. 

Despite the increase in non-response the Ottawa Office continued to show 
a low rate in comparison to the rates indicated by most regional offices. 
The overall Ottawa rate in April was 2.3% lower than the national average. 
When compared with the April 1972 figure of 7.5% (Ottawa) this office has 
indicated a substantial reduction in non-response. 

Ottawa 
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5 R.O. Average 
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Toronto 

The overall rate increased by 0.2% in April. The March and April levels 
of the components are as follows: 

March 	April 	Net Change (April - March) 

T.A. 	2.6 	1.9 	 - 0.7 

N1 	1.9 	2.9 	 1.0 

N2 	1.9 	1.8 	 - 0.1 

Other 	0.6 	0.6 	 0.0 

Total 	7.0 	7.2 	 0.2 

Three E.R.'s showed excessive Ni rates in April. 

E.R. 	NI Rate (Z) 

51 	5.3 

. 	54 	4.1 

4.8 

Although these E.R.'s showed the highest N 1  rates in the office all E.R.'s 
showed increases In April compared with March. 

The April 1973 rate was 5.6% lower than in April 1972: a very substantial 
improvement. 

Economic Rec!ic'n 
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Winnipeg 

The overall Winnipeg rate remained the lowest in Canada: at 2.8% the 
April rate showed no change from March. In addition the levels of each 
of the components were the lowest in Canada. Only two components showed 
changes from March to April: a 0.1% increase in T.A. was offset by a 
0.1% decrease in N1. 

The April 1973 rate was less than half the April 1972 rate of 6.0%. 

-- 	R.O. 
Average 

 

N-R 

10 

0 

Winnipeg 

U-I 

59 	60 	61 	62 	53 	64 	65 	70 	709 	71 	73 

Economic Region 





t 	 p 

-10- 

Edmon tn 

The Edmonton non-response rate increased from 9.1% in March to 10.0% in 
April. The component to show the largest change was T.A. which increased 
from 3.4% to 3.8%: only N1 showed a decrease (0.1%). 

Four E.R.'s showed overall rates in excess of 10.07, three of which excee-
ded 16.0%. 

The N2  rate, at 2.5%, is the second highest in Canada. Economic Region 84 
(Edmonton, Red Deer) with approximately 25% of the households in the office 
accounted for 58% of the refusal households. This E.R. showed an N 2  
rate of 4.3%, an increase of 1.0% from March. 

The April 1973 non-response rate is slightly higher than the 9.8% level 
recorded in April 1972. 

. 	
N-R 	

dmon ton 

15 

10 

5 

0 

- - R.O. 
Average 

72 	74 	80 	81 	32 	83 	34 	85 	86 

Economic Region 

0 





-11- 

At 14.5% the Vancouver non-response rate was 6.67 higher in April than 
the national average. Compared with March, the April rate has increased 
4.0%. The otheru  component indicated a decrease of 0.8% while all re-
maining components increased. All components showed the highest levels 
in Canada. 

The greatest changes occurred in the T.A. and N1 components which in-
creased by 2.5 and 2.1% respectively. 

The increases appear to be evenly distributed over British Columbia as 
shown by the fact that all E.R.'s except one showed increases. 

Two E.R.'s indicated overall rates in excess of 24.0%, due mainly to T.A. 
and N 1  Economic Region 96 (Prince Rupert) and E.R. 97 (Prince George) 
showed rates of 24.5% and 31.8% respectively. 

The greatest part of the refusal non-response, 87%, originated in two 
E.R.'s containing 71% of the households in the regional office: E.R. 94 
(Vancouver) and E . R. 95 (Victoria) indicated refusal rates of 3.77 and 
3.9% respectively. 

The April 1973 level was 4.6% higher than the 9.9% rate in April 1972. 
This is also the highest level of non-response for the office since August 
1970. 
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TttLE 1. 

April, 1973 

NON-RESPONSE RATES BY C' 

CANADA, AND REGIONAL 

( Percent  ) 

Canada 

St. Jolla's 

Bali fax 

Montreal 

Ottawa 

Toronto 

Winnipeg 

Edmonton 

Vancouver 

Total 	T. A. 

- 

7:  

5.1 2.3 

2.0 

7.4 1.7 

5.6 2.0 

1.9 7.2 

2.8 1.1 

10.0 3.8 

14.5 	J 4.4 
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