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page 2 

HIGHLIGHTS 

I SLIPPAGE 

the estimated slippage rate at the Canada level has decreased slightly from 4.9% 
in April to 4.8 in May (see Summary Table on page 5 and graphs on pages G-1 
and G-2). 

1- By Province: All provinces exhibited positive slippage rates in Hay. From 
April to May, decreases in slippage rates were noted in Ontario, Saskatchewan 
and Alberta. All other provinces showed increases in slippage during this same 
time period. The largest increases in slippage occurred in Manitoba and 
British Columbia. The estimated slippage rate increased from 4.77 to 5.77 in 
Manitoba and from 4.0 to 5.0% in British Columbia. Moreover, the slippage 
rate in Manitoba was higher in May (Survey 275) than in any other month since 
July 1968. 

Newfoundland continues to exhibit the highest slippage rate. In fact, for 
this province, the estimate derived from the May Labour Force Survey sample 
represented only 89.07 (that is a sUppage rate of 11.07) of the popu1ation 
estimate as projected from the 1961 Census. 

2- By Age at the Canada Level: All age groups exhibited positive slippage 
rates in May. From April to May, increases in slippage rates were noted in 
the 14-19 and 45-64 age groups. The slippage rate remained steady for the 
20-24 age group and decreased in the 25-44 and 65 and over age groups. 

Ihe 20-24 age group continues to show the highest slippage rate. In fact, 
:r this age group, the estimate derived from the May Labour Force Survey 
unple represented only 87.57 (that is, a slippage rate of 12.5) of the 

1''pulation estimate as projected from the 1961 Census. 

3.- Analysis of Saskatchewan Slippage Estimates between March and May, 1973: 
As a result of the 1.67 increase in slippage between March and April in 
Saskatchewan the expected household take by rotation group and the average 
size of households were studied. There was a decrease of only 9 expected 
households between March and April, or about one-half percent, (7 of which 
were accounted for by rotation) contributing about 1/3 to the overall decrease 
in the population estimate based on the sample and hence to an increase in 
the slippage estimate. There were very insignificant changes in the other 
rotation groups. The average size of households decreased from 2.374 to 2.348 
between March and April. This decrease is a very insignificant one in absolute 
terms and certainly within sampling variability but since it is about 1, it 
contributes about 2/3 to the decrease in the population estimate and hence to 
an increase in the slippage estimates. 

Between April and May, there was an increase in the number of expected households 
of 34 caused by either growth or rotation, and contributing a 27 gross decrease 
in the slippage estimate. However, a continued decrease in the average size of 
households somewhat dampened the decrease in slippage to about 17. 

All of the changes referred to above are within sampling variability so that 
one need not be too concerned with changes in slippage estimates of 1 to 2 

Ii sinai I 'r provinces. 
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- RESI 1 ONS E 

ihe non-response rate at the Canada Level declined from 7.9% in April to 7.0 
in May. The largest change occurred in the T.A. component (decrease from 2.4 
to 1.8°I) while N1 and "other" showed declines of 0.1 and 0.2Z respectively. 
The N2 remained constant. 

Again in May the Winnipeg Office indicated the lowest overall rate and Vancouver 
the highest. 

The overall May 1973 rate was considerably lower than the 10.5 rate in May 1972. 

See Summary Table on page 5, graphs on pages G-3 to C-tO and for detailed 
informalion, Appendix 2. 

C. REJECTED DOCUMENTS 

The charts for rejected documents were revised to exclude the resulis 
for supplementary questions which vary in numbers and complexity from 
one month to the next. 

The new charts will provide a more valid monthly comparison because they 
will reflect reject rates for regular Labour Force items only. 
The detailed table on the Analysis of Rejected Documents will continue 
to be published in this report and the new charts have been set-up 
tt chow the recf trends for I.ahour Force It-ems for Canada and for 

S 
II 	 I 	I 	 4 	i 

up 0.6, Lrorn the April rate of I.b. With the exception of the St-John's 
Region the reject rate for all regions have registered general upward trends 
since February 1973. 

Most rejects are considered to be in the careless error category and 
reuit from omissions and inconsistent entries for LF items. 

D. ENUMERATION COST 

At the Canada level the May enumeration cost per household, when compared 
with March (when a similar enumeration work load existed), remained unchanged 
at the $2.17 level. It will be remembered that as a result of the Household 
Facilities and Equipment Survey in April it was not possible to make a valid 
comparison between the March and April Labour Force enumeration cost. 

At the regional level, when March and May enumeration costs are compared, we 
find that 3 regions registered increases ra.iging from I to 7 cents and 
5 regions had decreases from I to 5 cents in enumeration costs. 

See Summary Table on page 5 and graphs on pages G-3 to G-10. 
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('NPARISON OF SERIEs 

.1.C. Claimants and LFS Unemployed: 

In April the LFS Unemployed at 570,000 showed a drop of 38,000 from March 
hi1e the IJIC Claimants at 921,000 showed a decline of 82,000 over the 

month. (See Summary Table on page 5 and Graph 11 (1).) 

The comparison of both levels shows that the ratio of the UIC Claimants 
to the LFS Unemployed declined from the high of 1.65 in March to 1.62 in 
April. (See table on page 6) 

It is difficult to draw any conclusion when comparing the LFS and IJIC 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 was at 5.37 in May as compared 
to the American rate of 4.3%. Both rates showed a decline of about the 
same magnitude over the year; the Canadian rate dropped by 0.9 while 
the American rate declined by 0.8. 

(b) Seasonally-adjusted: The seasonally-adjusted unemployment rate continued 
to decline in Canada between April and May while the American rate 
r:iained the same. In May, the Canadian rate was 5.2, as compared to a 

. 	rite of 5.07 in the United States. The Canadian rate has been declining 
:.iflce last December while the American rate has been rather stable. The 
.p between the two seasonally-adjusted unemployment rates was 1.6 in 
Utcember as compared to 0.2 in May. 

See Summary Table on page 5 and Graph ii (2). 
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May 	Apr. 
1972 	1972 
In 	to 

May 	Apr. 
1973 	1971 

unvnary Table 

Moat hiv 1:441 I..tea *nd Rat.'. Month.tSl'Mt'fl(h l.ht,nite 

Apr. Ir. 	Feb. Ian. 

1973 
1972 I 1973 1973 	1973 1973 

to to 	to to 

May Apr. 	Mar. Feb. 

".'y 	April 	March 	Feb. 	Jan. May 	April 1973 1973 	1973 1973 

4.45 	4.9 	4.7 	4.8 	4.2 1 	4.5 	4.4 	11 	- 0.1 	+ 0,2 	- 0.1 	4 0.6 	* 0.1 	4 II. 

2.7 2.0 2.4 2.8 0.14 1.9 1.5 + 	0.7 - 0.4 - 0.4 + 	2,0 4 	0.54 4 	0.5 

7.5 12.5 11.9 12.3 12.2 12.2 10.8 - 4 0.6 - 0.4 * 	0.1 • 	0.1 • 	1.7 

3.9 4.4 1.8 3.0 3.8 3.8 3.4 - (1.5 4 	0.1.  

4.9 4.7 4.3 5.2 4.2 3.8 5.11 40.2 1 	0,2 -0.7 • 	III 4 	1.1 - 0.1 

1,41 2.5 3.0 4.3 1.4 3.1 3.7 -0.7 -0.3 - I.) 2.' - IS  

11.0 10,8 10.3 10.1 9.4 5.14 4.4 • 0.2 4 0.5 • 	0.2 it.7 I 	S.) I 

2.9 2.5 3.3 45.4 4.8 2.3 1.6 .43.4 -0.8 -3.1 - 	4.4 ' 	0.5  

4.5 6.2 6.2 6.4 6.0 2.9 2.1 • 0.3 - -0.2 4 	0,4 4 	lIt 4.1 

7.2 6.9 3.9 6.3 6.3 6.6 6.7 4 0.3 4 	1,0 - 0.4 - I 	0,1. I 	54.2 

3.8 3.6 3.6 3.9 3.4 4.6 4.8 4 0.2 - -0.) 4 	0.5 -41.14 - 	I.) 

5.2 5.9 3.3 5.2 4.5 4.7 4.9 -0.7 +0.6 40.1 • 	(1.7 (4,5 • 	1,0 

5.7 4.7 3.7 4.9 1.3 1.6 2.7 + 	1.0 + 	1.0 - 1.2 4 	1.45 ' 	6.1 + 	2.51 

3.4 4.5 2.9 3.8 1.0 - 1.1 -0.6 - 	1.1 • 	1.6 -0.9 4 	0.11 4 	4.5 4 	4. 

3.1 3.6 3.3 2.1 1.4 5.9 2.5 -0.3 + 	0.1 4 	1.4 40.7 - /.6 4 	1,1 

5.0 4.0 4.9 6.1 5.4 5.3 6.0 4 	1.0 - 0.9 - 1.2 -4 	0.7 - 	(4, 4 - 2.0 

7.0 	7,9 	6.8 	7.2 	7.3 I 	10.5 	9.4 	11 	- 0.9 	I 1.1 	- 0,4 	- (II 	 315 	- I.'. 

4.5 5.1 3.2 3.5 5.1 9.4 7.8 -0.6 + 	1.9 - 0,3 4 0.4 - 4.9 - 2.7 

7.6 7.5 6.3 7.0 6.4 10.5 9.4 4 	0.1 + 	1.2 -0.7 + 0.6 - 2.9 - 1.9 

7.4 7.4 6.8 7.2 8.2 9.1 7.8 - 4 0.6 - 0,4 - 1.0 - 1.7 -0.4 

5.7 5.6 5.2 6.6 8.2 8.7 7.5 + 0.1 + 0.4k - 1,4 - 1.6 - 3.0 - 1.9k 

6.2 7.2 7.0 6.6 6.3 11.8 12.8 - 1.0 40.2 40.4 40.3 -5.6 -5.4 

2.8 2.8 2.8 2.9 2.4 8.2 6.0 - - - 0.1 I 0.3 - 5.4 - 3.2 

9.0 10.0 9.1 11.0 9.4 10.8 9.6 - 1.0 4 0.9 - 1.9 4 	1.6 - 1.8 + 0.2 

9.6 14.5 10.5 10.2 11.9 13.2 9.9 -4.9 + 4.0 * 0.3 - 1.7 - 1.6 + 	4,5. 

8.2 	7.6 	7.4 	6.4 	7.3 1 	10.3 	8.3 	11 	+ 0.6 	-4 0.2 	+ 1.0 	-0.9 	11 - 2.1 	- 0.7 

4.9 5.9 4.1 5.2 5.3 8.3 6.0 - 1.0 + 	1.8 - 1.1 - 0.1 - 3.4 - 0.1 

9.0 7.9 8.1 6.4 7.2 10.6 7.8 + 	1.1 - 0.2 4 	1.7 - 0.45 - 1.6 4 	0.1 

7.2 6.6 5.9 5.3 6.6 9.8 7.0 4 0.8 + 0.5 -0.6 - 	1,1 - 2.6 - 0.6 

7.0 7.1 7.2 6.1 5.1 8.8 8.2 - 0.1 - 0.1 * 	1.1 + 	1,0 - 1.8 - 1.1 

9.8 10.1 10.1 7.1 8.5 12.3 10.5 -0.3 - + 3.0 - 1.4 - 2.5 - 0.4 

6.5 5.7 6.2 5.5 9.6 10.1 7.4 + 0.8 -0.5 + 0.7 - 4.1 - 3, - 1.7 

8.1 6.6 6.0 7.4 6.7 83 8.3 + 	1.3 + 0.6 - 1.4 4 0.7 -0.2 - 1.7 

9.6 9.0 14.0 7.6 7.8 11.2 9.3 4 0.4 + 1.0 + 0.4 -0.2 - 1.8 - 0.5 
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page 6 
Comparison of level of UIC Claimant, and uS Unemployed 

1969 

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

U1C Claimants (000's) ............. 

Ratio: 
Claimants 
Unemployed 

1970 

LFS Unemployed (000.) ............ 

UIC Cl*imant. (000's) ............. 

Claimants 
Ratio. 

Unemployed 

1971 

L.FS Unemployed (000.) ............ 

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

Claimants 
Ratio: Unemployed ................. 

1972 

LFS Unemplcyed (000 , .) ............ 
UIC Claimants (000',) ............. 

R.atjo: Claimants . 	............... 
Unemployed 

121 
LFS Unemployed (000's) ............ 

UIC Claimants (000',) ............. 

Claimant. 
o . 

Unemployed 

Jan. Feb. March April May I 	June I 	July I  August Sept. Oct. Nov. I 	Dec. 

467 473 448 432 386 383 349 318 279 314 354 383 

616 631 594 527 305 277 279 268 260 280 349 537 

1.32 1.33 1.33 1.22 0.79 0.72 0.80 0.84 0.93 0.89 0.99 1.40 

485 526 542 544 513 529 518 448 398 419 476 538 

659 694 705 691 505 442 439 409 391 399 480 672 

1.36 1.32 1.30 1.27 0.98 0.84 0.85 0.91 0.98 0.95 1.01 1.25 

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

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

1.26 1.32 1.32 1.24 0.91 0.76 0.80 0.90 1.00 0.98 1.07 1.30 

665 627 642 592 	552 

827 912 914 874 	814 

1.24 1.45 1.42 1.48 	1.47 

688 655 608 570 

1,056 1,055 1,003 92.1 

1.53 1.61 1.65 1.62 

568 543 503 459 483 524 584 

753 762 722 692 709 765 903 

1.33 1.40 1.44 1.51 1.47 1.46 1.55 

of Claimants under Old Act 

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

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

1. Seasonal Benefits Regulations were applicable from December to mid-May until 1971. This is the reason why in 1972 there was no large 
dec line between April and May in the UIC Claimants as in previous year,. 

2. The Unemployment Insurance Act, 1971,wa. introduced June 27, 1971. The lower portion of the above table indicate, the percentage of 
claimaits under the provision of the old Unemployment Insjrce Act during the period July 1971 to August 1972. 

3. Under the univer,.al provision of the new Unemployment Iosurance Act, some 2,000,000 persons - formerly excluded under the old Act - 
were insured effective January 2, 1972. * 14q.j * 	Je 21, 197!. 

J. 	 . 
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LABOUR FORCE STEVE? 	ANALYSIS OF REJECTED DOCUMETS 

	

ENQUTE SUB LA JLIN-D'OEU1TRE 	ANALYSE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES  

page I 
[SF3 744 

SURVEY No. 	275 
ENQUETE 

May-1973-Mai 

CANADA 	ST.JOHN'S 	HALIFAX 	MONTREAL 	OTfAWA 	-. 	TORONTO 	WINNIPEG 	EDMONTON 	VANCOUVB 

VTAL DOCUMENTS RECEIVED 	 74,897 	49377 	12,877 	14,484 	4,585 	15,425 	6,974 	8,283 	7,892 rQTh IUMf'iTS REçUS 
10,199 	425 	2,034 	1,830 	1 	395 	2,580 	658 	1,126 	1,151 

REJECTED DOCCENTS 
PO!JI10ENTAGE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES 	13.6 	9.7 	15.8 	- 12.6 	8.6 	16.7 	9.4 	13.6 	14.6 

SUPPLEMENTARY ITEMS 
ARTICLES SUPPLEMENTAIRES 

REJECTED DCCUME)TS 	 4,073 	210 	871 	782 	75 	1,072 	200 	454 	40 DOCUMENTS REJETES  
% OF rfOTAL DOCUMENTS  
FOIJRCENTAGE DU TOTAL. DES DOCUMENTS 	5.4 	4.8 	 6.8 	j.,/  1.6 	 Y. 	 . 	 .  
' OP REJECTED DOCUMENTS 
PIURCENTAGE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES 	39.9 	49.4 	42.8 	42.7 	19.0 	41.6 - 	30.4 	40.3 	35.5 

LAROUR FORCE ITEMS 
ARTICI3 DE LA MAIN-D'OEUVRE 

REJECTED IX'CUMETS 	 6,126 	215 	1,163 	1,048 	320 	1,508 	458 	672 	742 DOCUMENTS_PEJETES  
ilTALDOC!JMENTS 	 8.2 	4.9 	 9.0 	7.2 	7.0 	 9.8 	6.5 	8.1 	9.4 QRENTAGE__TOU3 LESQ1ThENTS 

It OF REJECTED DOCUMENTS 
POUNCENTACE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES 	

60.1 	50.5 	57.2 	57.3 	81.0 	58.4 	69.6 	59.7 	64.5 

Nr. OF CARELESS ERRORS 	 3,044 	107 	570 	477 	145 	792 	I 	245 	363 	345 NOMBRE DE FAJTES DINATTENTION  

MYENNtPARDOCU'ENT 	.040 	.024 	.044 	.033 	.032 	.051 	.035 	.044 - 	.044 
AVE 	PER RE2. 	DOCUMENT If 
MOYENNE P12 DC7EN7 RETETE 	 .298 	.252 	.280 	.261 	.367 	.307 	.372 	.322 	- 	.300 

NONREE DE BLANCS_L'IDENTIFICATION 	1,835 	16 	263 	407 	113 	374 	163 	234 	265 

.024 	1 	.004 	.020 	.028 	.025 	.024 	.023 	.028 	.034 
AVE. PER FEJECTED DOCUMENT 
bOYENE PAR DOCUMENT RgJET 	

.180 	.038 	.129 	.222 	.286 	.145 	.248 	.208 	.230 

CARETESS EREOR sum of errors for items I to 10 and 24. 25,  and 26 on the LPS doci.mtent. 
FAtJTE 	iATENTION: tta1 des erreurs aux art1c1e 1-I0 et 214,  2 	26 sur le document LFS. 
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St. John's Regional Office 
C; 3 

o 

. 

Per cent of rejected documents 
Total non - response /e 

(Regular labour force items) 
- 

(I) 
24 ( 2 ) 

22— 	 - 
6-- - 

20— - 
14— - 

8— - 
12— - 

16— - 

10 CANADA 	, - 	- 	 - 
'1 	I 

14— - 

8
-  

- / 12— 
A 	 - 

10 
,l CANADA 	 - 

6— 

4 
- I JOHNS 

2— - ST JOHN'S - 

0  — .itiiiii 2 tI1I (HH 
0 1968 '70 	'72 	' 	972 	 1973 

J 	 J 
1972 	 1973 	

0 

V f RAG £ 
Enumeratian Cost per household 

Enumeration Cost per household° by type of area(° 
3.50— - 3.50— - 

(3) (4) 

3.00— 	 - 3.00— - 

2.50— 
ST 	 HN S ST 

2.50— 
N.S RU. 

2 .o 0— 
CANADA J( DA1 . 2.00 

- 

1,50— - 1.50— - 

1.00— i 	, - 1.00— - 

.50— - .50— - 

o— 0 IIIIMIIIIIIII(l 1111111 
968 	70 	'72 	J 	 D 

1972 	 1973 
'69 	71  

J 1972 	 1973 	0 

AVERAGE 	(a) Includes supplemenlary questions appearing an the L FS regular schedule. 
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Halifax Regional Office 
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Per cent of rejected documents Totol non-response oe 	(Regulor labour 	force items) 
8 

I) 
- 24 	
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(?) 

22— 	 - 
16- - 

20— 	 - 
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18— 	 - 

I 2 
16— 	 - 

tO - CANADA 14— 	 - 

nHALIFAX ,r' 

12— 	 - 
ACANADA 

10 
6— 

8 ,\f 1k' > HALp J 

I - 
6— 	 V - 

2— - 4 - 

- _j_ - - 111111111111 liii liii 2 	111111 	III 	U 	Iii 	i LI 	I 
hM '70 	72 	' 972 	973 1972 	

D 

') 	71 

- .RAG( 

Enumeration cost per household Liumerotion cost per househol&° by type of oreot° 
350— - 3.50— 	 - 

(3) (4) 

3.00— - 3.00— 	 - 

250— - 2.50— 	 - 

CANADA  

200— / 

, 

- 2.00— 	NSR.U. 	p.J 

V 
- 

1.50— - 

- 
ALIFAX 

- 

100— - 1.00— - 

.50— - .50— - 

a— - - liii 11111111 	I 	iii 1111111 0_ I 	I 	111111111 	I 	liii 11111 
68 '70 	'72 	J 

69 	'71 
.j 	 D 972 	1973 J 	 j 	 D 1972 	1973 

AVERAGE (a) Includes supplemenlary queslions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 
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Montreal Regional Office 

,. 	Total, non-response 	 Per cent of rejected documents 
% 	(Regular labour force Items) 
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(2) 

	

16— 	 22— 
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20 - 

	

14— 	 - 
18— 	 - 

r 	 - 16— 

CANADA 

	

- 	I 4 - 	 - 
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- 	 12- 
ACANADA 	 - 

/  10 	 I' 

—J 8 

	

4— 	 - 
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2— 	 - 

	

4— 	 - 

0— - 	— -  2 huh 	HIM 
1968 '70 72 J 	1972 	 1973 	D 	 J 	

1972 	 1973 
'69 '71 

AVERAGE 

Enumeration cost per househol&0) 	 Enumeration cost per household 

	

3.50— 	 3.50—
by type of areo(a) 

- 	 - 
(4) 

	

3.00— 	 - 

	

3.00— 	 - 

NS.R.U. 

LII 	111 	IIIIIILIIII1IIIIIIIIIIIl 	 0 
968 70 72 J 	 J 	 D 	 J1972 	 973 	 1972 	 1973 	D 

69 '71 '  

AVERAGE 	 (o) Includes supplementory questions oppeoring on the L FS regulor schedule. 
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Ottawa Regional Office 
0-6 

Per cent of rejected documents Total non-response - % 	(Regular labour force Items) 
8 

(I) 
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22— 	 - 
16— 

- 

20- 
14— - - 

IS— 	 - 
2— - 

1 I ' 
16— 	 - 

CANADA 	'I "s: 	\ ' 14—  - 

8— LC7v\J\t\ I 2 	
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6— SATr\CANA$f 
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4- 

2— - 4- 

0-—-—-- IHIHIII!IIIIIIIIMIII 2 II HH1 
J 	 J 	 0 

1972 	 973 1968 '70 	72 	' 1972 	' 	1973 

AVER AGE 

Enumerotion cost per household 
Enumeration cost per householdt° by type of orea(°) 

350— - 3.50 - 
(3) -  (4) 

3.00— - 3.00— 	 - 

0 	111111 	I!LIIIlIIItiiIIIIIIIII 	 0 
1968 '70 '72 J 1972 	 1973 	0 

69 '71 	
1972 	 1973 

AVERAGE 	 (a) Includes supplementary questions appearing on the L FS regular schedule. 
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Toronto Regional Office 

Totol non-response Per cent of rejected documents 

	

- 	 /0 	(Regular labour force Items) 
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3.00— 	 - 
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Winnipeg 	Regional Office 

Total non-response Per cent of rejected documents 
(Regular labour force items) - 
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Edmonton Regional Office 
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Vancouver Regional Office 
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COMPARISON OF LABOUR FORCE UNEMPLOYED AND UNEMPLOYMENT 
INSURANCE CLAiMANTS BY MONTH 1  JANUARY 1969 TO DATE 
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Appendix 1 (p.l) 

DEF'lN IT IONS 

I 	I 	I Ji 

Unemployment rate represenLs the number unemployed as a per cent 
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 of some differences in the concepts of claimants and unem-
p1 oyed 

UIC 
	

LF unemployed 

- does not need to have 
worked before 

- 	ed to have worked at 
. 	least 8 weeks in past 

year to be eligible 

- interruption of earnings 
resulting from unemploy-
ment, illness or pregnancy 

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

- contribution and benefit 
entitlement ceases for a 
person: a) at the age of 
70, or b) to whom a retire-
ment pension under the 
Canada Pension Plan or the 
Quebec Pension Plan has at 
any time become payable 

- claimants can work and be 
1igible for total benefit • it weekly earnings do not 
eed one quarter of 

(!kly rate of benefit; 
rk-related income in 

excess of 25% of weekly 
rate is deducted from 
benefit. 

- 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 





Appendix I (p. 2) 

IA 
RELArEl) 10 SEC1ION 

Slippage - popu1a1.oL1 slippage is defitied as the perceiitage dif-
ference between the Census population projection, Pp (based on 
he 1961 Census) for a given month and the population estimate 
p dertved from the Labour Force Survey sample for the same month. 
It is given by 

' 

Pp -p .100 

Pp 

lB 
RELATED TO SECTION 

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

(C- 
RELATED TO SECTION • 

Perceniage of Rejected Documents - The charts reflect a percentage 
of all labour force documents requiring cLerica' edits prior to 
final tabulations. These rejected documents result from missing 
or inconsistent entries in the regular labour force items and in 
the additional questions (supplementary) asked for every survey. 
Since the supplementary questions vary in their complexity from 
one month to the next, they affect the reject rate considerably. 

Careless Errors - The term "careless errors" refers to omissions, 
poor marks 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, 0'Was this person interviewed?" 

ID 
RELATED TO SECt I ON 

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 terms of fees paid to the interviewer (hourly rated employee) 
and the interviewer expenses to cover the assignment (mileage, 
etc.). 





Appendix 2 

NON - RESPONSE 

The contents of this appendix are taken from pubi-
cation NR73-5 (May 1973), Non-Response Rates 
in the Canadian Labour Force Survey, prepared by 

. 

	

	D.S. Murray, Household Surveys Development Staff, and 
.T. McLeod of Field Division. 

0 





labour force survey papers 
articles sur la population active 

NR 73-5 (May 1973) 	 D.S. Murray, 

Published June 1973 	
Household Surveys Development Staff. 

E.T. McLeod, 
Field Division. 

NON-RESPONSE RATES IN THE 

CANADIAN LABOUR FORCE SURVEY 

DOCUMENT FOR RESTRtCTED CIRCULATION WITHIN STATISTICS CANADA 
DIFFUSION RESTREINTE A LINTERIEURE DE STATISTIQUE CANADA 

. 

Ike 	I I 	cri 	 sighs3 Ni I In I(LS( 	 III ctrzihi 	k 0rfrfliUhiI - 	 ( cite 	r i e 	I r t 	 I 	 ia 	Iii 	1. Lii 	lilt 	 I 	IlIIlIIIIIit.Il I'll' ,  

(IonS on a wide vsriety of topie-s connected with the Labour 	ioterncs sur une grande varlete de SUJCCtS (('ILlS a 	'IL'4U1'tt 
Force Survey and often will contain work in progress. The views 	 sur Ia population active et porters souvent des travaux en cours. 
expressed in these papers are those of the authors. 	 Les opinions expriméca dans ces articles n'engagent que les 

auteurS. 





.): :;jLi;& 	i ,_; 

I 	I it 

rIere are a number of ways of measuring the quality of the Labour Force 
urvey. One such method is the calculation of non-response rates. The 
;amp1ing variability of weighted up statistics is inversely proportional 

t:n the response rate so that published figures based on a sample with 
iily 80% response rate (20% non-response rate) will have 90/80 or 1.125 
times the sampling variability of corresponding figures based on the 
inie 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 
re significantly different from those of respondents, then the higher the 

iion-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 
txperiments 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 
tour co:1oncnt 1- ind for t0t3 1 1n-rtponse by month and year. 

Non-rtponse i1 1o:-; ZI ;narkd p1ttLrn sasonally, generally peaking in the 
summer months and declining in the spring and autumn (Graph Gi). 
The seasonality effect is caused by the "temporarily absent-" component 

. 

	

	wFiich increases sharply during the summer months when people are generally 
;w;Jy 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 
ontributions of each component of non-response to the total non-response. 
In this form, comparison of regional offices can also be made. 

Ihe monthly meeting on May 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. 

Commencing 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 Canada and each 
regional office, the total non-response and each of its components. 
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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) 

. 	

efusal. When a responsible member of the household definitely 
iefuses 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_) 





Ila non-ruopontc ratO W tie Can3da level declined from 7.9% in April to 
7.0Z in Nay. The largest change occurred In the T.A. component (decrease 
from 2.4% to 1.87) while N1 and "other" showed declines of 0.1% and 0.2% 
respectively. The N2 remained constant. 

Again in May the Winnipeg Office indicated the lowest overall rate and 
\ rc.'i.' r the hfghest.  

	

1h' -iril I 	1973 rate was considerably lower than the 10.5% rate in 
Mav1972.  
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The overall rate in St.John t s decreased by 0.6% in May. The T.A. and 
'other' components decreased by 1.0% and 0.4% respectively and N1 and N2 
increased by 0.5% and 0.3% respectively. The overall rate in May was 4.5%. 

This regional office indicated the second lowest overall rate in Canada. 
The May 1973 rate was less than half the 9.5% rate shon in May 1972. 
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The overall rate in May was 0.1% higher than in April. The Halifax Office 
was one of two offices to show a higher rate in May than in April. Small 
increases in N1 and other  where partially offset by small decreases in 
T.A. and N2. 

S 

The "roads impassable" part of the "other" component contributed 33 non-
respondent households to the total. In April there were 19 such households. 
In May E.R. 21 was primarily responsible for the large number of households 
which fell into this category. With 19 households not interviewed due to 
"roads impassable" the E.R. showed an overall rate of 10.9%; 3.5% of which 
was attributable to these households. It has been discovered that 17 of the 
19 households coded as not interviewed due to rroads  impassable" were in-
correctly coded. In fact, an interviewer resigned during the survey and 
failed to notify the office. Thus, these households should be coded as not 
interviewed due to ' tno interviewer available' s . 

There seems an obvious solution to the problem of "losing" interviewers 
during the survey or immediately prior to it. The interviewer could be in-
'-;tructed that as soon as she is aware that she will not be available for a 
irvey or part of a survey she should telephone or telegraph (collect) the 
gional office such that someone could be assigned to cover the interviewer's 
signment. 

Despite the decrease (0.1%) in the N2 rate, this component remains high. For 
five consecutive months "refusals" have exceeded 2.0%. Three E.R.'s are 
primarily responsible for the high refusal rate: 

(a) E.R. 22, Halifax-Dartmouth, 2.7% 
(b) E.R. 30, Moncton, 3.5% 
(c) E.R. 31, Saint John, 5.0% 

The overall rate (7.6%) for the Halifax Office in May 1973 was considerably 
lower than the 10.5% rate indicated in May 1972. 
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The Montreal non-response remained unchanged from the April level of 7.4%. 
Increases of 0.1% and 0.2% in the T.A. and Ni  components, respectively, 
were offset by a 0.3% decrease in the N2 component. 

Most of the change in refusals occurred in E.R. 47 (Montreal area). The 
number of refusal households declined 14 and the rate decreased from 3.6% 
to 3.0%. Although the N2 rate for the Office as a whole is somewhat high 
(2.0%) the decrease from April to May is encouraging. 

The May 1973 overall rate of 7.4% showed an improvement over the May 1972 
rate of 9.1%. 
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Otiawa 

The Ottawa Office indicated a slight increase of 0.1% in the overall rate 
in May. The 5.7% level is, however, well below the national figure. 
Changes in the components occurred in the following manner: 

April May Change 	(May - April) 

T.A. 2.0% 1.1% -0.9% 

N1 1.4 1.7 0.3 

N2 1.5 2.0 0.5 

Other 0.7 0.9 0.2 

Total 5.6 5.7 0.1 

Economic Region 50 (Ottawa Valley) contributed a large number of the house-
holds to the increases in all N1, N2 and "other" components. Simultaneously, 
a large part of the decrease in T.A. for the office is attributable to this 
E.R. Since half the households covered by the regional office are located in 
this E.R. changes in non-response in the E.R. are expected to largely affect 
the overall office levels. The "other t' component for this E.R. increased from 
fl.3% in April to 1.4% in May. Because schedules from four households were 
delayed in the mails 0.4 non-response was added to the E.R. non-response. 
Eleven households, or 1.0% of the households in the E.R., were not covered due 
to tiroads  impassable". More than half of these households are located in one 
assignment (east of Ottawa) which could not be completed when a highway was 
closed. The remaining 5 of the 11 households were scattered throughout three 
assignments in the E.R. and because of muddy roads could not be contacted. 

The May 1973 a rate of 5.7% compares favourably with the 8.7% level in May 
1972. 
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Toronto 

The overall non-response rate declined from 7.2% in April to 6.2% in May. 
The T.A., N1 and "other components indicated small decreases while N2 
remained constant. 

The non-response was fairly evenly distributed over all E.R.'s: E.R. 53 
(Hamilton - St. Catherines area) showed the lowest rate 4.67 and E.R. 54 
(London-St.Thomas) the highest, 7.8%. 

The Toronto rate for May 1973 was considerably lower than the 11.87 rate 
in May 1972 and was the lowest rate for May in at least eight years. 

% N-R 	
Toronto 

. 

1 

R.O. Average 

51 	52 	53 	54 	55 	56 	57 

Economic Region 



. 



- q - 

Gi  1111 

For the third consecutive month the overall rate has remained at 2.8%. From 
April to May a 0.2% increase in N2 was offset by a decreases of 0.1% in both 
N 1  and other' components. 

The non-response rates for the individual E.R.'s ranged from 1.3% in E.R. 64 
(Brandon) to 5.0% in E.R. 63 (Portage la Prairie). 

Compared with the 8.2% rate indicated in May 1972 the May 1973 rate is much 
improved. 
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Edmonton 

The overall rate decreased from 10.0% in April to 9.0% in May. Changes 
occurred in all components as follows: 

April nx Change (May-April) 

T.A. 3.8% 2.6% -1.2% 

Nl 2.6 3.3 0.7 

N2 2.5 2.3 -0.2 

Other 1.1 0.8 -0.3 

Total 10.0 9.0 -1.0 

Although there was 0.4% decrease in the N2  rate for E.R. 84 the level re-- - 
mains high. This E.R. (Edmonton-Red Deer) indicated an N2 rate of 3.9% in 
May. 

The non-response was not evenly distributed over all E.R.'s. The overall 
levels for the E.R.'s ranged from 1.8% in E.R. 81 (Lethbridge) to 14.0 in 
F.R. 86 (Peace River Region). 

The May 1973 rate was 1.8 lower than the May 1972 rate of 10.8%. 
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Vancouver 

The overall non-response rate declined from 14.5% in April to 9.6% in May. 
The T.A., N1 and ' tother" components decreased and N2 remained constant. 
The largest decrease occurred in the N1 component which declined from 5.5% 
to 3.2%. 

Decreases in overall rates occurred in all E.R.ts  with the result that only 
two showed rates in excess of 12.0%. This contrasts with the situation in 
April when only two E.R.'s showed rates of less than 12.0%. 

Despite the substantial decrease in the overall rate the N2 component, at 
3.1%, remains high. Economic Region 94 (Vancouver area) showed an N2 rate 
of 3.8%, the highest E.R. in the regional office. Although the office 
showed the highest overall non-response in Canada only the N2 co1ponent 
was higher than in any other office. (Edmonton showed the highest T.A. 
and N1 rates while Halifax had the highest "other" rate). It is obvious, 
therefore, that considerable effort to reduce refusals would reduce 
considerably the overall rate In Vancouver. 

The May 1973 rate was 3.6% lower than the May 1972 rate of 13.2% 
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Ottawa Regional Office 
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Toronto Regional Office 
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Winnipeg Regional Office 
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Edmonton Regional Office 
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TABLE 1. 

May, 1973 

NON-RESPONSE RATES BY COMPONENT, 

CANADA, AND REGIONAL OFFICES 
( Percent ) 

Total T. 	A. N. 	1. N. 	2. Other 

r canada 

St. 	John's 

Uilifax 

Montreal 

Ottawa 

Toronto 

Wirutipeg 

Edmonton 

Vancouver 

7.0 

4.5 

7.6 

- 	 1.8 

1.3 

2.5 2.0 0.7 

2.2 1.0 0.0 

1.8 2.5 2.2 1.1 

0.9 

0.9 

0.5 

0.1 

7.4 1.8 2.7 2.0 

5.7 1.1 - 1.7 2.0 

6.2 

2.8 

1.7 2.2 1.8 

1.1 0.7 0.9 

9.0 

9.6 

2.6 3.3 2.3 0.8 

0.9 2.4 3.2 3.1 
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