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The estimated slippage rate at the Canada level has increased only slightly 
from 4.8 in May to 4.9 in June. See Summary Table on page 5 and graphs on 
pages c-i and G-2. 

I- By Province: All provinces exhibited positive slippage rates in June. 
New Brunswick, Ontario and British Columbia were the only provinces showing 
decreases in slippage from May to June. Increases in slippage rates were 
noted in the other seven provinces. The largest increase in slippage occurred 
in Alberta where the slippage rate increased from 3.3 in May to 5.0 in June. 
Moreover, the slippage rate in Alberta for June (Survey 276) was the highest 
of any month since May 1968 except for May 1972. 

Newfoundland continues to show the largest slippage rate. For this province, 
the estimate derived from the June Labour Force Survey sample represented only 
88.7% (that is, a slippage rate of 11.3%) of the population estimate as 
projected from the 1961 Census. 

2- By Age at the Canada Level: All age groups at the Canada level exhibited 
positive slippage rates in June. From May to June, decreases in the slippage 
rates were noted in all age groups except the 25-44 age group, in which the 
estimated slippage rate increased from 3.9 to 4.8. 

The 20-24 age group continues to show the highest slippage rate. For this 
ae group, the estimate derived from the June Labour Force Survey sample 
rcpresented only 88.37 (that is, a slippage rate of 11.7) of the population 
stimate as projected from the 1961 Census. 

B. NON-RESPONSE 

The Canadian overall non-response rate for the June survey increased to 8.4%. 
This level represents an increase, from May, of 1.4L All components showed 
changes: T.A. and N 1  increased by 1.5% and 0.2% respectively while N 2  and 
"Other" decreased by 0.1 and 0.2 respectively. 

All regional offices showed overall increases. The Halifax and Toronto Offices 
indicated the smallest increase, 0.5% (from 7.67 to 8.1 and from 6.2 to 6.7 
respectively). Montreal and Ottawa Offices indicated the largest increase, 
2.9 (from 7.4 to 10.3 and from 5.7% to 8.6% respectively). 

June was the first month since February that the Vancouver Office has not 
shown the highest non-response rate in Canada. The Edmonton Office, at 11.27, 
now holds this dubious distinction. The Vancouver Office showed the second 
highest rate, 11.0%. 

Again in June, the Winnipeg Regional Office indicated the lowest rate, 3.9%. 

Compared with June 1972 this year's June rate indicates an improvement of 1.0%  
at the Canada level. 

ee Summary Table on page 5, graphs on pages G-3 to G-10 and for detailed 
irformation, Appendix 2. 
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C. REJECTED DOCUMENTS 

All regions, with the exception of Winnipeg, registered increases between May 
and June in the number of documents rejected by edits for regular Labour Force 
Items. At the Canada level an upward trend, which began in February 1973, 
reached 9.07 for June up 0.87 from the May rate of 8.27. In June, the 
Winnipeg region had the lowest rejected document rate (5.8) followed by 
St. John's (6.3). Other regions registered rates ranging from 7.6 to 11.0. 

Most of the increases in rejected documents were in the category of "Careless 
Errors" and result from omissions and inconsistent entries for LF items 1 to 
10, 24, 25 and 26. The total number of these errors at the Canada level was 
5,474 for June representing an 807 increase over the May figure of 3,044 
careless errors. 

At the Canada level, rejected documents due to supplementary questions 
registered 5.77 for June up 0.3 from the May rate of 5.4. 

The number of blanks in identification items increased in St. Johns, Halifax, 
Montreal and Toronto regions while other regions showed declines over the month. 
The Toronto region registered 1,207 blanks in identification for the June 
survey versus a low of 374 for May. 

See Summary Table on page 5, graphs on pages G-3 to G-lO and detailed 
table on page 6. 

D. ENUMERATION COST 

At the Canada level the June enumeration cost per household, compared to May, 
when the work load was similar, was up slightly from $2.17 to $2.20. This 
slight increase would appear to reflect increased enumerator training costs 
due to hiring and training 35 new interviewers in June as compared to 32 in 
May. 

This year the low point for hiring new interviewers was April when only 19 
were hired. Enumeration cost per household was $1.89 in April - 31 cents 
less than the $2.20 cost for June. A study of enumeration cost figures for 
each Regional Office for these months shows a similar pattern. 

These increased costs for May and June could also reflect the slightly more 
involved Supplementary Questions for these two months. 

See Summary Table on page 5 and graphs on pages G-3 to C-b. 

E. COMPARISON OF SERIES 

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

In May the LFS Unemployed at 493,000 showed a decline of 77,000 (13.5) 
from April while the U.I.C. Claimants at 810,000 showed a decline of 
1.1,000 (12.IZ). (See Summary Table on page 5 and Graph ii.,) 

i1t,  comparison of both levels shows that the ratio of the U.I.C. Claimants 
to the LFS Unemployed increased to 1.64 in May from 1.62 in April. (See 
table on page 7.) 
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ifficult to draw any conclusion when comparing the LFS and U.I.C. 
tLa ciue to conceptual differences. See Appendix 3 of the April issue of 
is report. 

2. Canadian and American Unemployment Rates: 

(a) Actual: The Canadian unemployment rate was at 5.2% in June as 
compared to the Anierican rate of 5.4%. Over the year, the Canadian 
rate dropped by 1.0 while the American rate declined by 0.. 

(b) Seasonally-adjusted: The seasonally-adjusted unemployment rate in 
Canada increased to 5.3 in June from 5.27 in May after declining 
for five consecutive months. The American rate was at 4.87 in June 
down from the 5.07 level which had been unchanged since March. 

See Summary Table on page 5 on Graph 11. 
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to 
Her. Jane May 

i 	1973 1973 1973 

Canadn 	- 	ToLd. 	.................... . 4.9 4.8 4.9 4.7 4.8 

14-19 	years 	..................... 7. 2.5 2.7 2.0 2.4 2.8 
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Comparison of level of UIC Claimant, and LFS Unemployed 

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

467 473 448 432 386 383 349 318 279 314 35.4 383 

616 531 594 527 305 277 279 268 260 280 349 537 

Claimants 
Ratio: 1.32 1.33 1.33 1.22 0.79 0.72 0.80 0.84 0.93 0.89 0.99 1.40 

Une.ployed 

485 526 542 544 513 529 518 448 398 419 475 538 

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

[Ratio: Clai
mant, 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 

I.FS 	Unemployed 	(000',) 	................ 

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

[C 	Claimants 	(000's) 	................. 

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

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

IFS Unemployed 	(000's) 	................ 

J[C 	Claimants 	(000',) 	................. 

1972  

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

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

IIIC 	Claimants 	(000's) 	................. 

... 

827 912 914 874 814 753 762 722 692 709 755 903 

Claimants 
Ratio: 	 ... 1.24 1.45 1.42 1.48 1.47 1.33 1.40 1.44 1.51 1.47 1.45 1.55 

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

IFS 	Unemployed 	(000',) 	................ 

IJIC 	Claimants 	(000's) 	................. 

ifl 
688 655 608 570 493 

1,055 1,003 921 810 

IFS Unemployed 	(000',) 	............... 

RIC Claimants 	(000',) 	.............. 1,056 

Claimants 
Ratio: 

Unemployed 	................. 
1.53 1.61 1.65 1.62 1.64 

Z of Claimants under Old Act 

.. (All claimants under Old Act) • 80.4 61.9 44.2 36.6 25.4 17.8 1971 	............................... .. 

1972 	............................... 1 1.9 7.8 5.0 3.4 1.5 0.2 0.1 .... (All cl.i.ants 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 
decline between April and May in the UIC Claimants as in previous years. 

2. The Unemployment Insurance Act, 1971,vas introduced June 27, 	1971. The lower portion of the above table indicates the percentage of 

claimants under the provision of the old Unemployment Insur.nce Act during the period July 1971 to August 1972. 

3. Under the univerial provision of the new Unemployment Insurance Act, some 2,000,000 persona - formerly excluded under the old Act - 

were insured effective January 2, 1972. 

. 	New Act introduced June 27, 1971. 
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Appendix I (p. 1) 

EFI NIT IONS 

RELATED TO SECTION IA 

Slippagc - populat.iou slippage is defined as the percentage dif-
ference between the Census population projection, }'p (based on 
he 1961 Ceitsus) for a given month and the population estimate 

I'p derived from the Labour Force Survey sample for the same month. 
it is given by 

Pp -'p .100 

Pp 

RELATED TO SECTION 13 

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

IU;LATED TO SECTION IC 

. 	Percentage of Rejected Documents - The charts reflect a percentage 
of all labour force documents requiring clerical edits prior to 
tinal 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, "Was this person interviewed?" 

RELATED TO SECTION 1D 

Enumeration Cost per Household - The per household costs are 
calculated using the total number of households sampled ior 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. ). 





é\ppendix I (p. 2) 

. 

U 	 i. i 0.1 i. 

Unemployment rate represents 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 ae 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-
ployed 

UIC 
	

LF unemployed 

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 

• 	

- fleed 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 

laimants can work and be 
• 	ligible for total benefit 

f weekly earnings do not 
(xceed one quarter of 
veekly rate of benefit; 
work-related income in 
excess of 257 of weekly 
rate is deducted from 
benefit. 

- no upper age boundaries. 
See activity concept. 

- unemployed cannot have 
worked a single hour in 
reference week 
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i\J()-tLDP)i._L 

The contents of this appendix are taken from publi-
cation Nk73-6 (June  1973), Non-kiesponse Iates 

• 	n the Canadian Ibour Force survey, prepared by 
i.S. Murray, Household Surveys Development Staff, and 
.T. Mcbeod of Field Division. 
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NR 73-6 (June 1973) 	 D.S. Murray, 

Puhlfshed July 1973 	
Household Surveys Development Staff 

il .T. McLeod, 
lield Division. 

NON-RESPONSE RATES IN TUE 

CANADIAN lABOUR FORCE SURVF.Y 
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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 
only 80% response rate (20% non-response rate) will have 90/80 or 1.125 
times the sampling variability of corresponding figures based on the 
same 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 
experiments 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 1  and for total non-response by month and year. 

Non-response follows a marked pattern seasonally, generally peaking in the 
umnier months and declining In the spring and autumn (Graph Gl). 

• 	The seasonality effect is caused by the "temporarily absent 1-' component 
which increases sharply during the summer months when people are generally 
way on vacation (Graph Cl). 

II. Format of Non-Response Graphs and Monthly Meeting 

The non-response rate for each regional office Is presented by componeni 
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 June 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. 

Conmiencing 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. 

S i  
II L _I1: 
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Total households includes all sampled hcusehold5 but excluding vacant 
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 
fuses 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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Canau a 

The overall non-response rate for the June survey increased to 8.4%. 
This level represents an increase, from May, of 1.4%. All components 
showed changes: T.A. and N1 increased by 1.5% and 0.2% respectively 
while N2 and "Other" decreased by 0.1Z and 0.2Z respectively. 

All regional offices showed overall increases. The Halifax and 
Toronto Offices indicated the smaIlest increase, 0.5 (from 7.67.  
to d.l and from 6.2 to 6.77 respectively). Niontreal and Ottawa 
Offices indicated the largest increase, 2.9 (from 7.4 to 10.3 
and from 5.7 to 8.6 respectively). 

June was the first month since February that the Vancouver Office has 
not shown the highest non-response rate in Canada. The Edmonton 
Office, at 11.2%, now holds this dubious distinction. The Vancouver 
Office showed the second highest rate, 11.0%. 

Again in June, the Winnipeg Regional Office indicated the lowest rate, 
3.9%. 

• 	Compared with June 1972 this year's June rate indicates an improvement 
)f 1.07. From June to June the components of non-response changes as 
tollows: 

June 1972 	June 1973 	Change % 
(%) 	 () 	 (June 1973-June 1972) 

T.A. 	2.5 	3.3 	0.8 

N1 	2.7 	2.7 	0.0 

N2 	2.6 	1.9 	-0.7 

Other 	1.6 	0.5 	-1.1 

Total 	9.4 	8.4 	-1.0 

It has been suggested that the nation-wide increase in T.A. may be 
partially attributable to the fact that the survey was conducted late 
in the month of June. Enumeration Week was the lask week, 25th to 
30th of June. Consequently, it could be anticipated that many of the 
non-respondents departed their usual places of residence in order to 
vacation elsewhere. In addition to the expected increase in T.A. 
non-response, there exists the likelihood that N1 would increase if 
households started vacations during Enumeration Week which coincided 
with the termination of the academic year for primary schools. 

It should also be noted that the Monday fo13wtng numeration Week, a 
day on which follow-up and call-hwk procedures ar risd cxrenstve1v, 
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I ii tuud in this report arc grdplls, snowing for Canada and each 
rt.giona1 office, non-response rates by component for the five year 
period January 1968 to December 1972. 
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From May to June the overall rate increased by 0.9% (from 4.5% to 5.4%). 
The T.A. component indicated the largest change (1.2%) from 1.3% to 
2.5%. A decrease of 0.5% in N1 was partially offset by a 0.1% increase 
In other; N2 remained constant at 1.0%. 

The increase in L.A. was fairly evenly distributed across Newfoundland: 
four E.R.'s showed increases, one remained constant and one showed a 
decrease. 

The June 1973 rate was 3.2% lower than the June 1972 rate. All compo-
nents of non-response showed improvements in 1973 compared with 1972. 
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Halifax 

The non-response rate increased from 7.6% in May to 8.1% in June. In-
creases in T.A. and Ni were partially offset by decreases in N2 and 

?tOther !. As is the case at the Canada level, the T.A. component showed 
the largest change, an increase from 1.8% to 2.4%. In the Halifax 
Office six E.R.'s showed higher T.A. rates and the remaining three E.R.'s 
lower rates. 

The June 1973 rate of 8.1% was considerably lower than the rate of 
11.9% shown in June 1972. 
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Montreal 

The overall rate increased from 7.4% in May to 10.3% in June. Increases 
in T.A. and N1 were partially offset by small decreases in N2 and "Other". 
The T.A. showed a substantial increase of 2.8% (from 1.8% to 4.6%) and 
was distributed over all E.R.'s. The Montreal Office indicated the 
highest level in this component in Canada. 

Three E.R.'s indicated overall rates in excess of 11.0%; 

E.R. 40, Rimouski - Sept Iles 11.3% 

E.R. 43, Québec - Levis 13.4% 

E.R. 47, Montréal 11.8% 

The reia1ning five E.R.'s each showed rates less than 9.0%. 

The Montreal Office was one of the three in Canada that showed a higher 
rate in June 1973 than in June 1972. The overall rate for June 1972 was 
8.6% or 1.7% lower than June 1973. In 1972 the T.A. rate was 2.4% 
compared with 4.6% in June of this year. 
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The overall rate in June was 8.6% or 2.9% higher than in May. Despite the 
moderate decreases in both N2 and "Other" the overall non-response increased 
substantially when both T.A. and N1 more than doubled. The overall rate 
in Ottawa has not reached this level since July of 1972. 

Only E.R. 49 (Rouyn - Noranda, Val d'Or) with a 12.07 rate indicated non-
response in excess of 9.0%. 

The ' BOther" component, which decreased from 0.19% to 0.3% consisted of 
five households all of which were not enumerated due to "roads impassible". 

The June rate in 1973 was 1.5% higher than in June 1972. 
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The non-response rate in the Toronto Office increased from 6.2% in May 
to 6.7% in June. The increase can be wholly attributable to the T.A. 
component: T.A. increased from 1.7% to 2.9% and the three remaining 
components each showed decreases of 0.1% to 0.4%. All of the seven 
E.R.'s covered by this office showed increases in T.A.. 

The Toronto Office has continued to show a marked improvement in non-
response rates since September 1972. In view of the surmuer vacation 
patterns of respondents, the 6.7% overall rate for June is commendable: 
the June rate in 1972 was 9.7%. The recent reduction in N2 non- 
response is somewhat encouraging. Only one E.R. (54, London - St.Thontas) 
indicated a "refusal" rate in excess of 2.0%. Typically, the large 
metropolitan areas indicate relatively high refusal rates and consequen-
tly the less than 2.0% in the Toronto area would indicate that the 
regional office has made an effort to reduce this component of non-
response. 
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All components of non-response except refusals increased in June, compared 
with May. The T.A., which increased from 1.1% to 1.8%, showed the largest 
change. Six E.R.'s indicated higher T.A. rates; two E.R.'s constant T.A. 
rates; and three E.R.'s decreased T.A. rates. The overall rate for the 
regional office increased from 2.8% in May to 3.9% in June. In addition 
to the above noted change in T.A., the overall non-response was affected 
by increases of 0.3% and 0.2% in N1 and "other" respectively and a decrease 
of 0.1% in N2.  For the 24th consecutive survey the Winnipeg Office has 
shown the lowest overall rate in Canada. 

The June 1973 rate of 3.9% compares favourably with the 6.3% rate shown in 
June 1972. 
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T}ic non-rS;.)nS rjtc fr th Edmonton Office incrcasi1 from 9 .OZ in 
1ay to 11.27 in June. The N2 rate remained constant at 2.3% and all 
remaining components increased. The largest increase occurred in the 
I.A. component, from 2.6% in May to 4.3% in June. 

The T.A. rate decreased in two E.R.'s and increased in the remaining 
seven. Economic Region 83 (about 100 miles east of Edmonton) 
Indicated the highest T.A. rate in the office, 6.6%. In view of the 
fact that the major industry in this area is agriculture it seemed 
unusual that the T.A. rate should be high. One would have expected 
that farmers would be somewhat occupied at this time of the year and 
would be on their farms. 

Economic Region 86 (Peace River Area), again in June, showed an 
inordinate overall non-response rate. The rate for this E.R. in-
creased from 14.0% In May to 21.0% in June. Changes in the compo-
occurred as follows: 

May June Change (June-May) 

T.A. 2.0% 5.6% 3.6% 

N1  7.5 10.8 3.3 

N2 2.5 1.5 -1.0 

Other 2.0 3.1 1.1 

S Total (overall) 14.0 21.0 7.0 

At the present time there is no explanation available for the excessive 
T.A. and Nl rates in E.R.'s 83 and 86. it is anticipated that a more 
thorough investigation (which will commence this month) will provide an 
explanation and suggest a solution to the problem. When the results of 
the investigation are available details will be published in a forth-
coming issue of this paper. 

It is interesting to note the pattern of non-response for the Edmonton 
Office in June. with reference to the map below it can be seen that 
the area covered by the Edmonton Office can be classified according to: 

(a) area with overall rate less than 10.0%. 

(b) area with overall rate greater than 11.0%. 

The interesting aspect of the map is the fact that the E.R.'s which 
comprise area (a) are contiguous and those which comprise area (b) are 
contiguous. 

Provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta. The demarcations within the 
rovinces are Economic Region boundaries. Economic Regions 70, 71 and 

. 	73 in Saskatchewan are enumerated by the Winnipeg Office; 72 and 74 by 
the Edmonton Office; 75 is treated in a special manner and is not 
tnumerated by either office. All of Alberta is enumerated by the Edmonton 
Office. 
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The Edmonton Office was one of three offices that indicated a higher 
overall June 1973 rate than in June 1972. This vearys level 
of 11.2% does not compare well with the 8.9% rate shown last year. 
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The Vancouver Office indicated an increase in the overall rate from 9.6% 
in May to 11.0% in June. Most of the increase was due to a much higher 
T.A. rate. The T.A. component increased 1.2%, Nl and N2 both by 0.2% 
and "other" decreased 0.2%. E :onomic Region 95 (Nanaimo) indicated a 
decrease of 0.5% in T.A. while all the remaining eight E.R.'s showed in-
creases. 

Despite the fact that the T.A. component was largely responsible for the 
increase in the overall rate the increase in refusals is not inconsequen-
tial. At 3.3% the N2 rate for Vancouver is the highest in Canada. Only 
once in the last twenty surveys has the N2 rate been less than 2.0%. 
Follow-up procedures have been shown to reduce N2 and it is suggested 
that the Vancouver institute the prescribed procedures. 

The June rate for 1973 was only marginally (0.1%) improved over the 11.1% 
shown in June, 1972. 
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TABLE 1. 

June, 1973 

NON-RESPONSE RATES BY COJTONENT, 

CANADA, AND REGIONAL OFFICES 

( Percent  ) 

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

8.4 3,3 2.7 1.9 0.5 

5.4 2.5 1.7 1.0 0.2 

8.1 2.4 3.0 2.1 0.6 

10.3 4.6 3.3 1.8 0.6 

8.6 3.3 

2.9 

3.5 1.5 0.3 

0.4 6.7 1.8 1.6 

3.9 1.8 1.0 0.8 0.3 

11.2 4.3 3.4 2.3 1.2 

11.0 3.6 3.4 3.3 0.7 
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