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LIPPAUE 

e Canada level, 	the eslimated slippage rate increased slightly from 4.97 	in 
April 	to 5.07, in May. 	This 	increase was contributed by a decrease in the average 
size of household (a change of - 0.0136). If the average size of household had 
remained Lht 	same as 	in April 	1974, the estimated slippage rate in May would 
have been 4.47. 

1 	- 	By province: Saskatchewan was the only province exhibiting a negative 
Ii 1)age rate 	(-. 1.5) 	in May. 	From April 	to May, 	increases 	in the estimated 

slippage rate were noted in Newfoundland (a change of + 0.57.), 	New Brunswick 
(+ 0.67), Quebec 	(+ 0.37), 	Alberta (+ 0.5fl, and British Columbia (+ 0.47) 
while decreases occurred in Prince Edward Island (- 1.9), 	Nova Scotia ( 	0.1fl, 
Ontario (- 0.3) arid Saskatchewan (- 0.6). 	The estimated slippage rate in 
Manitoba for May 1974 was the same as 	the rate recorded in April 	1974. 

It should be noLed that the adjusted slippage rate for May was lower than the 
corresponding estimated slippage rate for May in each province except Nova 
Scotia as shown in the following table: 

Change in Average Estimated Slippage Adjusted 
Province Size of Hhlds Rates Slippage 

(April/74 to May/74) May 1974 	April 	1974 Rates 
() 	(7) () 

Ia - 0.0136 5.0 	4.9 4.4 

- 0.0057 10.9 	10.4 10,8 

P.E.I. - 0.0814 10,9 	12.8 8.0 

N.S. - 0.0014 9.8 	9.9 9.8 

N.B. - 0.0284 8.3 	7.7 7.3 

Quebec - 0.0110 3.1 	2.8 2.7 

0111. - 0.0137 4.7 	5.0 4.1 

tri. - 0.0005 1.7 	1.7 1.6 

• isk. - 0.0052 1.5 	- 	0.9 - 	1.7 

Alta. - 0.0159 8.8 	8.3 8.2 

B.C. - 0.0228 8.0 	7.6 7.0 

Thus, 	the estiLnated slippage rates would have been 	lower in May if there had 
been no changes 	in the average sizes of households between April and May. 



A 

0 



-3- 

should also 
Lwcen April 

. r[lLe in Prince 
anges in the  

low: 

be noted that increases in the estiniated number of households 
and May contributed to decreases in the estirnaLed slippage 
Edward Island, Ontario and Saskatchewan. The approximate 
estimated number of households for these provinces are given 

Province 

P. E. I. 

Ontario 

Saskatchewan 

Change in the Estimated 
Number of Households 
(April/74 to May/74) 

+ 1,000 

+ 27,000 

+ 2,000 

Percentage Change 
in the Estimated 

Number of Households 

3.6 

1.1 

0.7 

2. - By Age at the Canada Level: All age groups at the Canada level exhibited 
positive slippage rates in May. From April to May, increases in the estiivaLed 
s1ip)age rate were noted in the 14-19 age group (an increase of + 1.7) and in 
the 25-44 age group (an increase of + 0.2°L). Each of the other three age groups 
showed decreases in the estimated slippage rate. 

B. NON-RESPONSE 

The non-response rate at the Canada level decreased from 8.37 in April 1974 to 
7.0, in May 1974. This decrease was greater than the decrease recorded for the 

iine period one year ago. Decreases in the T.A.,, Ni, and "other" components 
iccounted for the overall decrease in non-response, with the largest occurring •  

the Nl component. It should be noted that the interviewers were able to make 
ire cailbacks this month since last month two supplementary surveys (Consumer 
I inance and Household Facilities) were conducted. This contributed to a 
decrease in the NL component at the Canada level. The only component showing 
an increase in non-response was the N2 component. This increase may be due to 
the after effect of the two supplementary surveys conducted in April. The 
refusal rate of 2.47. this month was the highest recorded since July 1972. 

Compared with last year's May non-response rate (7.Ofl, this year's rate was the 
same. 

The differences between the actual and expected contributions to the total non-
response at the Canada level, with the possible exception of the Winnipeg and 
Vancouver Regional Offices, did not appear to be significant. 

- 	I 	more delailed information concerning non-response in the May survey, see 
A1eiidix I I of this report. 

- 	C. VARIANCE 

At tue Canada levvl the coefficicnL of variation of Employed decreased slightly 
to 0.347.. The coefficient of variation of Unemployed continued its upward trend 
which began with the January, 1974 survey. The coefficient of variation of 

einpoyed increased from 2.64% in April to 2.73Z in May. Parallel to these 
creases t he cs t ma Led 1 eve 1 of t 1 neiiip 1 o:inen t dc rr's ed throu!-jilout the -iiie 

ttit 	t'1iwii:_ 	He, 
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r, ,; 1 I ntat s and Thei r Coeff ic i ent of Variat cn frUnemnioveci 

Lt. 	 Feb. 	Mar. 	April 	May 

Estimate (000 1 s) 	637 	635 	599 	568 	524 

Coeificient 	
2.29 	2.39 	2.46 	2.64 	2.73 of Variation 

A I provinces with the exception of Prince Edward Island exhibited decreases in 
te coefficient of variation of Employed. These decreases can be accounted for 
b' the iiicreases in the revels of Employed in all provinces. The coefficients 
o variation of Unemployed decreased in the provinces of New Brunswick, Quebec, 
Saskatciiewan and Alberta. 

The analysis of subprovincial contributions to variances of the provincial estimates 
r&sultcd in 7 pairs of PSUs and 3 subunits in which the actual contribution to 
the variance significantly exceeded the desired contribution to the variance. 

diLiona1 information regarding variances of Labour Force estimates for the 

. 	

y. see Appendix 11 of this report. 

,CTED DOCUMENTS 

The May reject rate at the Canada level for Labour Force items was 12.47, an 
increase of 4.07, from the April rate of 8.4%. 

The number of careless errors, which includes Items 1 to 10 (docunent identi-
fication), Items 24 and 25 (Activity last month) and Item 26 (person interviewed) 
increased by 504 from 4,552 for April to 6,835 for May. 

At the Regional level all regions had appreciably higher reject rates for the 
May survey and they were requested to compare the summary tables for errors and 
oitiissions on their computer print-out for May with that of April to obLain some 
a1I)reciaLLn of the problem areas. 

11 should he iioud thaL there was no evidence to substantiate that rejects 
rsu1ting Ironi reader failure increased from April to May. However, the processing 
staff for the Labour Force Survey did indicate that poor coding was the reason 
ir many rejects, i.e., marks were often 8hort, light and not within the coding 
s1 ace. 

The April Labour Force Survey had two major supplements, the Consumer iinrice 
Survey and the Household Facilities and Equipment Survey, which added to the 

pondent burden and adversely affected respondent co-operation; also the 
'rviewers were required to work 5 or 6 days extra because of the supp1ements. 
is possible that the aftermath of the April survey may have been a general 

iorioration in the qualiLv of the interviewer's work. 
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ENUMERATiON COSTS 

. 	

-,e Enumeration Cost per household for April was not available at the time of 
paring the last report; however, cost data for the April and May Labour 

)rce surveys are included in this report. 

Enumeration Cost at the Canada level was calculated at $2.53 per household for 
the April Labour Force Survey, an increase of 15 cents over the March cost of 
$2.38. There were several factors contributing to this increase in average 
cost per household. 

1. In April most interviewers moved into the 2nd level of interviewer rates. 
This 10 cent increase in the hourly rate accounts for a 6.7 cent increase 
in the fee component for the enumeration cost. 

2. The mileage allowance for government travel in private cars was increased 
11/2 cents per fflile effective with April 1st and this was estimated to 
account for a 7 cent increase in the expense component of enumeration costs. 

The increases in the hourly rate and car mileage allowance when combined 
account for 13.7 of the 15 cent increase in Enumeration Costs. 

3. Postal Services could not be depended on during the April survey and 
alternative methods such as bus lines were used to transport returns to the 
Regional Offices. The extra time and mileage required by interviewers to 
use these alternative services contributed to increased Enumeration Costs. 

he Enumeration Cost at the Canada level for May was calculated at $2.51, a 
dcrease of 2 cents from the $2.53 for April. There is little doubt but 
iat a return to normal field conditions for the interviewers for the May 
Lrvev accounts for this decrease. 

At Regional levels, the comparing of Enumeration Cost between the March and 
May surveys is more meaningful because, the April Labour Force survey had two 
niajor supplements added to the workload of Labour Force interview week and the 
precise costing of this extra work was not possible. 

In 6 regions there were increases in Enumeration Cost ranging from 8 to 26 cenls 
between March and May 1974. For the region of St. John's, Nfld. the increase was 
calculated at 29 cents, with the NSRU area costs increasing 36 cents from $2.89 
in March to $3.25 in May. This large increase was mainly the result of unusual 
weather conditions, along the North and N.W. coastal areas of Nfld., during 
interview week when road conditions made it difficult for interviewers to plan 
their enumeration routes in an efficient manner. 

Enumeration cost in the Ottawa region was calculated at $2.49 for May, an 8 
cent decrease when compared with the $2.57 per household for March. This 
office has been concerned about enumeration costs per household and only 50 
of their interviewing staff were eligible to receive the April increase of 10 
cents an hour. The recent pressure on interviewers to carefully plan their 
travel route may account for this decrease. 
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Non R,'nonse RateRje tel :o 'ent Raten and 	•,oerat .n iont 1er Hon-ehold lj Ve6lonal Office 

1914 411 913 

May April March Feb. Jan. Dec. May April March Feb. 	j Jan. Dec. 

Non- reep009e 

C.aonda 	............................. 2 7.0 8.3 6.4 6.0 6.0 6.6 7.0 7.9 6.8 7.2 7.3 6.3 

St. 	Johna 	....................... 2 5.2 7.7 1.9 2.0 2.6 4.1 4.5 5.1 3.2 3.5 3.1 2.7 

Halifax 	.......................... 2 6.9 7.9 6.8 5.9 7.2 7.6 7.6 7.5 6.3 7.0 6.4 7.1 

Montreal 	......................... 2 8.2 8.7 7.1 7.7 6.4 7.6 7.4 7.4 6.8 7.2 8.2 6.5 

Ottawa 	........................... 2 7.3 7.4 7.3 6.7 6.3 8.7 5.7 5.6 5.2 6.6 8.2 5.6 

Toronto .......................... 2 7.0 8.7 7.4 6.0 5.6 6.4 6.2 7.2 7.0 6.6 6.3 6.5 

Winnipeg 	......................... 2 3.0 2.6 2.2 3.0 2.6 2.1 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.9 2.4 1.6 

ldn,onton 	......................... 2 7.3 8.8 6.3 5.0 5.7 5.3 9.3 10.0 9.1 11.0 9.4 7.5 

n,,oaver 	........................ 2 9.0 12.2 8.0 8.4 8.6 9.0 9.6 14.5 10.5 10.2 11.9 9.2 

Rejected Docqasenta 
(Ilegular Labour Force Iteeta) 

Canada 	............................. 1 12,4 8.4 6.9 6.4 7.1 8.2 8.2 7.6. 7.4 6.4 7.3 6.0 

St. 	JOhn'I 	....................... 2 9.2 3.4 2.4 2.5 5.2 6.4 4.9 5.9 4.1 5.2 5.3 4.7 

(laiifmx 	.......................... 2 12.3 7.4 6.4 6.6 8.5 8.1 9.0 7.9 8.1 6.4 7.2 6.5 

Kontrral 	......................... 2 10.7 7.0 7.4 5.8 6.1 7.1 7.2 6.4 5.9 5.3 6.4 5.3 

Ottawa 	........................... 2 10.1 7.8 5.0 4.4 5.5 6.1 7.0 7.1 7.2 6.1 5.1 4.5 

Toronto 	.......................... 2 14.4 11.9 8.2 8.5 8.0 9.4 9.8 10.1 10.1 7.1 8.5 7.4 

Winnipeg 	......................... 2 16.7 5.2 5.6 4.6 6.1 6.9 6.5 5.7 6.2 5.5 9.6 4.7 

Ld'n,.nton 	......................... 2 12.0 11.1 7.4 7.4 7,0 8.7 8.1 6.6 6.0 7.4 6.7 5.8 

Van,ouver 	........................ 1 11.7 9.3 8.4 7.2 8.0 10.7 9,4 9.0 8.0 7.6 7.8 7.0 

numerat ton Coat per Hou.ehold 

Cnn,,d,, 	............................. $ 2.51 2.53 2.38 2.38 2.40 2.32 2.17 1.89 2.17 2.18 2.20 2.20 

Sc. 	.lohn'a 	....................... $ 3.01 2.61 2.72 2.75 2.78 2.70 2.59 2.17 2.52 2.47 2.35 2.42 

IlCilfix 	.......................... $ 2,41 2.48 2.32 2.24 2.31 2.18 1.98 1.74 1.95 1.92 1.90 1.86 

Montreal 	......................... $ 2.69 2.67 2.43 2.53 2.52 2.37 2.36 2.00 2.37 2.38 2.42 2.47 

(>ttawa 	........................... $ 2.49 2.61 2.57 2.57 2.66 2.44 2.33 2.05 2.36 2.40 2.20 2.35 

Toronto 	.......................... $ 2.49 2.43 2.35 2.39 2.42 2.43 2.29 1.98 2.27 2.31 2.48 2.43 

Winnipeg 	......... ... ...... ....... $ 2.51 2.64 2.41 2.43 2.42 2.40 2.19 2.07 2.24 2.21 2.22 2.21 • 
ljmonton 	...... . .................. $ 2.40 2.54 2.26 2.21 2.24 2.11 1.78 1.66 1.79 1.91 1.93 1.89 

Vantrcve-r 	........................ $ 2,34 2.39 2.26 2.19 2.19 2.16 1,98 1.72 2.00 1.99 1.98 1.96 

Month-to-month change Year-to-year change 

1976 1973 May April March Feb. 
1973 1973 1973 1973 

April March Feb. Jan. April March Feb. Jan. to to to to 
to to to to to to to to May April Match Feb. 
May April March Feb. May April March Feb. 1974 1974 1976 1974 

lIon- reapon.. 

	

.................. 2 	-1.3 	+1.9 	+0.4 	- 	-0.9 +1.1 	-0.4 	-0.1 	- 	+13.4 	-0.6 	-1.2 

	

"t. John'a ....................... 2 	- 2.5 	4  5,8 	- 0.1 	- 0.6 	- 0.6 + 1.9 	- 0.3 	+ 0.4 	+ 0.7 	+ 2.6 	- 1.3 	- 1.5 

	

Halifax .......................... 2 	- 1.0 	+ 1.1 	+ 0.9 	- 1.3 	+ 0,1 	+ 1.2 	- 0.7 	+ 0.6 	- 0.7 	4 0.4 	4 0.5 	- 1.1 

	

1.,ntreal .........................1 	-0.5 	'4 1.6 	-0.6 	+ 1.3 	- 	4 0.6 	-0.4 	- 1.0 	+ 0.8 	4 1.3 	+ 0.3 	4 0.5 

	

Ottawa ...........................I 	- 0.1 	+ 0.1 	4 0.6 	+ 0.4 	+ 0.1 4  0.4 	- 1.4 	- 1.6 	+ 1.6 	+ 1.8 	4 2.1 	4 0.1 

	

Toronto ..........................I 	- 1.7 	+ 1.3 	+ 1.4 	+ 0.4 	- 1.0 4  0.2 	+ 0.4 	+ 0.3 	+ 0.8 	+ 1.5 	+ 0.4 	- 0.6 

	

Winnipeg .........................2 	4 3.4 	+ 0.4 	- 0.8 	+ 0.4 	- 	- 	- 0.1 	+ 0.5 	4 0.2 	- 0.2 	- 0.6 	4 0.1 

	

Edisonton .........................2 	-1.5 	'4 2.5 	4  1.3 	-0.7 	-1.0'4 0.9 	-1.9 	+1.6 	-1.7 	-1.2 	-2.8 	-6.0 

	

Vancouver ........................1 	- 3.2 	+ 4.2 	- 0.4 	- 0.2 	- 4.9 + 4.0 	+ 0.3 	- 1.7 	- 0.6 	- 2.3 	- 2.5 	- 1.8 

Rejected Docuinente 
(Regular Labour Force 1tas) 

	

Canada .............................2 	4 4.0 	+ 1.5 	+ 0.5 	- 0.7 	+ 0.6 + 0,2 	+ 1.0 	- 0.9 	+ 4.2 	+ 0.8 	- 0.5 	- 
St. John' 	.......................1 	+5.8 	+1.0 	-0.1 	.2.7 	-1.0 +1.8 	'l.1 	-0.1 	+4.3 	-2.5 	-1.7 	-2.7 

	

Halifax ..........................2 	+ 4.9 	+ 1.0 	-0.2 	-1.9 	4- 1.1 	-0.2 	+ 1.7 	-0.8 	4  3.3 	-0.5 	- 1.7 	+ 0.2 

	

Montreal' .......................I 	+ 3.7 	-0.4 	+ 1.6 	-0.3 	+ 0.8 + 0.5 	• 0.6 	- 1.1 	4 3.5 	4 0.6 	4 1.5 	4 0.5 

	

Ottawa ...........................2 	+ 2.3 	+ 2.8 	4 0.6 	- 1.1 	- 0.1 - 0.1 	+ 1.1 	4 1.0 	+ 3.1 	+ 0.7 	- 2.2 	- I.? 

	

Toronto .......................... X 	+ 2.5 	+ 3.7 	- 0.3 	+ 0.5 	- 0.3 	- 	+ 3.0 	- 1.4 	4 4.6 	+ 1.8 	- 1.9 	4 1.4 

	

Winnip.g ... ...................... z 	+11,5 	- 0.4 	4  1.0 	- 1.5 	+ 0.8 - 0.5 	'4 0.7 	- 4.1 	410.2 	- 	- 0.6 	- 0.9 

	

Fdnonton .........................2 	+ 0.9 	+ 3.7 	- 	+ 0.4 	+ 1,5 + 0.6 	- 1.4 	4 0.7 	4 3.9 	+ 4.5 	+ 1.4 	- 

	

Vanyoav4r ........................2 	+ 2.4 	+ 0.9 	+ 1.2 	- 0.8 	4 0.4 4  1.0 	+ 0.4 	- 0.2 	4 2.3 	+ 0.3 	+ 0.4 	- 0.4 

Fpurnerat ion Coat per Houaehold 

	

Canada . ............................ $ 	- 0.02 4 0,15 	- 	- 0.02 + 0.28 - 0.28 - 0.01 	- 0.02 + 0.34 	+ 0.64 + 0.21 4 0.20 

	

Ti. John's .......................8 	4 0.40 - 0.11 - 0.03 	- 0.03 4 0.42 - 0.35 4 0.05 	4 0.12 + 0.42 	4 0.44 4 0.20 1 0.28 

	

lalilax ..........................$ 	- 0.07 	+ 0.16 4-  0.08 	- 0.07 + 0.24 - 0.21 + 0.03 	+ 0.02 + 0.41 	• 0.74 4 0.37 4 0.32 

	

Montreal .........................$ 	4 0.02 4 0.24 - 0.10 	4 0.01 4 0.36 - 0.37 - 0.01 	- 0.04 4 0.33 	4 0.67 + 0.06 + 0.15 

	

l)ttawe ...........................$ 	- 0.12 + 0.04 	- 	- 0.09 4 0.28 - 0.31 - 0.04 	+ 0.20 4 0.16 	4 0.56 4 0.21 	0.17 

	

roronto ..........................9 	40.06+0.08 -0.04 	-0.03 + 0.31-0.29 -0.04 	-0.17 4 0.20 	+ 0.45 4 0.08 4 0.08 

	

Winnipeg .........................$ 	- 0.13 4  0.21 - 0.02 	+ 0.01 4 0.12 - 0.17 4- 0.03 	- 0.01 4 0.32 	4 0.57 + 0.17 + 0.22 

	

Fdmonto .........................$ 	- 0.14 4 0.28 4  0.05 	- 0.03 + 0.12 - 0.13 - 0.12 	- 0.02 4 0.0 	4 0.88 + 0.47 + 0.30 

	

Venrnuvet ................ .. ...... $ 	- 0.05 4- 0.13 4  0.07 	- 	+ 0,76 - 0.28 4 0.01 	+ 0.01 4 0.36 	4 0,67 + 0.26 4 0.20 

SI Ippage rate, have b.,-n de1td r .'n';'ora.rl to from th I, table eq hI ntor Ira I rat en are not yet ..valI aT I .- "n ti'. too I ard  
H,'evrr. • inTl, 	in gin.', 	'n yo' ;r glvi'g ,lii','...• mien for 9-cit 1I7. 	n-i May 1974 	al ol,,t, 	','o 	1 	'0 ri.jr ira 	'.'.,-d 	'n 	Ia' 
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Slippage Rates( 1 ), Canada by Age and Provincial Totals 

April and May 1974 

April 
May 	April 	to 
1974 	1974 	May 

Change 

Canada 5.0 49 + 0.1 
14-19 years 4.7 3.0 4- 	1.7 

20-24 years 10.1 10.7 - 0.6 
25-44 years 5.7 5.5 + 0.2 
45-64 years 2.6 2.9 - 0.3 
65 and over 2.8 4.1 - 	1.3 

May 
1974 

April 
1974 

Apr it 
to 

May 
Change 

NfId. 10.9 10.4 4- 0.5 
P.E.I. 10.9 12.8 - 	1.9 
N.S. 9.8 9.9 - 0.1 
N.B. 8.3 7.7 4- 0.6 
Que. 3.1 2.8 + 0.3 
Ont. 4.7 5.0 - 0.3 
Man. 1.7 1.7 - 
Sask. - 	1.5 - 	0.9 - 0.6 
Alta. 8,8 8.3 + 0.5 
B.C. 8.0 7.6 + 0.4 

L€: Abov. kat 	irc CaIcu1atd Cii 1'pu1ation Projections Based on 1971 Census. 

Srippage Fates by Ae Groups dt Canada Level 	 Slippage Rates by Province 

% 	 May 1974 	 May 1974 
12- 	 - 

- 

8- 	 - 

- 
--------- 	 Canada -------- 

4_r 	: 	 - 

:- - 

2 y ,•. 	.1 	fr - - 

• 	- 	- - 
14-19 	20-24 	2544 	4564 	65+ 	 MId, 	N.S. 	Que. I Man. 	Alta. 

P.E.I. 	W.B. 	Ont. 	Sask. 	B.C. 

(1) The Aboyi Rates are Calculated on Popuaton Projections Based on 1971 Census. 
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St. John's Regional Office 
Per cent ot rejectea oocuments 
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H1.lifax Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
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Montreal Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
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Toronto Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
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Winnipeg Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
(Regular labour force items) rioirepOI1s 

- 	 20 - 
)I) 

(2) 

18 -- - 
18— 

16 --- 16— 	 -- - 

4— 
ji 	

- 	 14— 	 - 

12 	-- 
I' 

--- 2 
It 

10 - 
\ Cdna 

Canada 	
- 	 10 - 
	Canada 

I 

8 
I 	I 

6-- 
1\_i 

- 	 6 
- 	 innipeg 

- 

Winitpeq 4-- -- 

2-  

1IIll!tlI11111 

2-- 

	

1111)11 	 0 	LIIIIIIIIIHIN 	1111111 

	

0 	 0 S 7072, 1973 	 974 	 1973 

Tveriqes 

Enumeration cost per household 
$ Enumeration cost per household 	 by type of area 

4.00 — - 4.00 - 
(3) (4) 

3.50 	- - 	3.50— 	 -- 

300 -- 	3.00- 
N.S.FI.U.  

/ 

() 

/ -- 	2.50 --_. 
(iri.a hi 	

vJ  
? 00 7f ' 	I 

/ 	Canada 
* -- 	2.00 

0 * 	* 	Rh 

I 50 - 	1.50 - 

100 	-- - 	1.00 - - 

5() - 	.50- 

73 	J 
0 

J 	 U 	 j 	 j 	 0 
70 	72 1973 	. 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 

- (UI Inclilde siippIementiry questions alpearinq on the LFS reqular schedule 
0 rhe variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supIementary 

Survey IWIflq conducted in conjunction with the reqular Labour Force Survey. 



. 

S 



- 19 - 

Edmonton Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
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Vancouver Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
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Non-Response Rates by Component, Canada and the Regional Offices 
April and May 1972, [973 and 1974 

1974 1973 1972 

May April May April May April 

Total 

7. 0  8.3 7.0 7.9 10.5 9.4 

St. 	John's 5.2 7.7 4.5 5.1 9.4 7.8 

Halifax 	.............. 6.9 7.9 7.6 7.5 10.5 9.4 

Montreal 8.2 8.7 7.4 7.4 9.1 7.8 
7.3 7.4 5.7 5.6 8.7 7.5 

Toronto 7.0 8.7 6.2 7.2 11.8 12.8 

Canada ................. 

Winnipeg 3.0 2.6 2.8 2.8 8.2 6.0 

Ottawa ...............

Edmonton 7.3 8.8 9.0 10.0 10.8 9.8 
Vancouver 9.0 12.2 9.6 14.5 13.2 9.9 

Teinporari ly  Absent 

[.5 2.0 1.8 2.4 2.3 2.0 Canada 	................. 
St. John's 1.0 1.8 1.3 2.3 2.9 3.2 
Halifax 1.4 1.8 1.8 2.0 2.1 2.0 
Montreal 1.0 1.6 1.8 1.7 1.8 1.6 

1.7 2.0 1.1 2.0 2.4 2.3 Ottawa 	............... 
Toronto 1.7 2.9 1.7 1.9 2.2 2.1 
Winnipeg 1.0 0.8 1.1 1.1 1.9 1.4 
Edmonton 1.8 2.2 2.6 3.8 2.6 2.2 
Vancouver 2.0 2.3 2.4 4.4 3.0 1.9 

No one home 

1.9 2.8 2.5 2.6 4.1 3.7 Canada 	................. 
St. John's 1.3 2.7 2.2 1.7 3.7 2.9 
Halifax 2.2 3.0 2.5 2.2 4.5 4.0 
Montreal 2.0 3.2 2.7 2.5 3.6 3.2 

3.0 3.2 1.7 1.4 3.5 2.6 
Toronto 1.7 2.8 2.2 2.9 5.0 5.7 
Winnipeg 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.8 2.4 1.4 
Edmonton 2.3 2.8 3.3 2.6 4.1 3.2 
Vancouver 2.2 3.5 3.2 5.5 4.7 3.8 

Refusals 

2.4 2.1 2.0 2.0 2.9 2.3 Canada 	................. 
St. John's 1.2 0.7 1.0 0.7 1.4 0.7 
Halifax .............. 2.2 1.7 2.2 2.3 2.5 1.8 
Montreal 2.6 2.1 2.0 2.3 2.9 2.3 
Ottawa 	.............. 2.0 1.4 2.0 1.5 2.3 1.8 
Toronto .............. 2.6 2.2 1.8 1.8 3.2 2.8 

Ottawa 	............... 

Winnipeg 0.9 1.0 0.9 0.7 3.0 2.6 
Edmonton 2.1 1.8 2.3 2.5 2.7 1.7 
Vancouver 4.1 4.1 3.1 3.1 3.6 3.1 

Other 

Canada 	................. 1.2 1.4 0.7 0.9 1.2 1.4 
St. 	John's 1.7 2.5 0.0 0.4 1.4 1.0 
Halifax 1.1 1.4 1.1 1.0 1.4 1.6 
Montreal 2.6 1.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.7 
Ottawa 	.............. 0.6 018 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.8 
Toronto 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.6 1.4 2.2 
Winn1pe 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.9 0.6 
Edmonton 1.1 2.0 0.8 1.1 1.4 2.7 
Vancouver 0.7 2.3 0.9 1.5 1.9 1.1 
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Vancouver 	............................$ 

S.R.u. 

Canada 	.................................$ 
Si , 	John'a 	...........................S 
H.IItnx 	..............................$ 
Montreal 	.............................$ 
Ottawa 	...............................$ 
toronto 	..............................$ 
Winnipeg 	.............................$ 
Ldmonton 	.............................$ 
Vancouver 	............................$ 

N .S .8 ,U 

Canada 	..... .... ........................ 	$ 
St. 	John' 	...........................$ 
llaLii.ix 	..............................$ 
l ',ntreaI 	.............................S 
"tl1wa 	......................... . ..... 	$ 

rontO 	.............................. $ 

. 
.i'lpeg 	............................. $ 
'onion 	.. ........................... 	$ 

• 	,suvcr 	.................... ........ 	$ 

2.51 2.53 2.38 2.38 2.40 2.32 
3.01 2.61 2.12 2.15 2.78 2.70 
2.41 2.48 2.32 2.24 2.31 2.18 
2.69 2.61 2.43 2.53 2.52 2.37 
2.49 2.61 2.57 2.57 2.66 2.44 
2.49 2.43 2.35 2.39 2.42 2.43 
2.51 2.64 2.41 2.43 2.42 2.40 
2.40 2.54 2.26 2.21 2.24 2.11 
2.34 2.39 2.26 2.19 2.19 2.16 

2.16 2.34 2.09 2.14 2.14 2.10 
2.15 2.54 2.27 2.28 2.27 2.13 
2.10 2.20 2.10 2.17 2.11 2.04 
2.11 2.41 2.09 2.25 2.25 2.12 
2.29 2.44 2.39 2.43 2.51 2.33 
2.33 2.39 2.24 2.28 2.31 2.31 
2.19 2.43 2.01 2.05 2.02 2.12 
1.68 2.10 1.63 1.56 1.56 1.40 
203 2.26 204 1.99 1.97 1.98 

2.97 2.78 2.75 2.70 2.15 2.61 
3.25 2.64 2.89 2.92 2.95 2.90 
2.61 2.65 2.46 2.30 2.45 2.21 
3.64 3.13 3.07 3.06 3.00 2.83 
2.85 2.91 2.89 2.81 2.89 2.60 
2,89 2.55 2.67 2.70 2.69 2,60 
2,80 2.83 2.80 2.79 2.81 2.66 
3.11 2.99 2.91 2,89 2.96 2,83 
2.19 2,57 2.60 2.52 2.52 2.44 

2.11 L89 2.17 2.18 2,20 
2.59 2.)! 2.52 2.47 2.35 
1.98 1.74 1.93 1.92 1.90 
2.36 2.00 2.31 2.38 2.42 
2.33 2.05 2.36 2.40 2.20 
2.29 1.98 2.21 2.31 2.48 
2.19 2.01 2.24 2.21 2.22 
1.18 1.66 1.19 1.91 1.93 
1.98 1.72 2.00 1.99 1.98 

2.04 1.18 2.04 2.06 2.14 
2.36 2.13 2.18 2.13 2.14 
1.80 1.55 1.68 1.62 1.71 
2.23 1.86 2.32 2.34 2.33 
2.24 1.98 2.32 2.33 2.20 
2.20 1.92 2.19 2.23 2.39 
1.94 1.90 2.04 1.93 2.05 
1.44 1.39 1.43 1.61 1.68 
1.94 1.65 1.90 1.89 2.01 

2.32 2.04 2.31 2.33 2.29 
2.67 2.18 2.64 2.59 2.43 
2.10 1.85 2.12 2.12 2.02 
2.61 2.28 2.46 2.47 2.60 
2.46 2.16 2,41 2,51 2,19 
2.55 2.14 2.61 2.52 2,14 
2.61 2.22 2.42 2.45 2.38 
2.09 1.93 2.14 2.18 2.11 
2.03 1.84 2.17 2.15 1.93 

2.20 
2.42 
1.86 
2.47 
2.35 
2.43 
2.21 
1.89  
1.96 

2,10 
2.12 
1.64 
2.41 
2.34 
2.32 
2.03 
1.61 
1.88 

2,32 
2.54 
2.00 
2.58  
2.36 
2.76  
2.38 
2.16 
2.10 
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r' 	tr!_J'.Y 	 :' 	* 	'th1....L2L' 

S 
- 	 1914 	 1913 	 1913 	 1912 

May 1 April  1 March I 	eb. I Jan. 	Dec. 	May I April I )larCt!i_Feb.1 lan. I Dec. 

U 

Month-to-month change 

1914 	 1913 

Aprill March I  Feb. 	{ Jan. 	April March 	Feb. 	Jan 
to 	to 	to 	to 	to 	to 	to 	to 
May 	Apr11 	March 	Feb. 	Hay 	April 	March I Feb  

Year-to-year change 

May 	April 	Harh 	Feb. 
1973 	1973 	1913 	1913 
to 	to 	to 	to 

May 	April 	M.,rch I Feb. 
1974 	1914 	1914 	1974 

All areas 

Canada $ -  0.02 + 0.15 - - 0.02 + 0.28 - 0.28 - 0.01 - 0.02 + 0.34 + 0.64 + 0,21 + 0.20 
................................. 

$ 
4 0.40 - 0.11 - 0.03 - 0.03 + 0.42 - 0.35 + 0.05 + 0.12 + 0,42 + 0.44 + 0,20 + 0.2$ ..

$ 
li t 

-0.07 + 0,16 + 0.08 - 0.07 + 0.24 - 0.21 + 0.03 + 0,02 + 0,43 + 0.74 + 0.37 + 0,32 
Montreal $ 4 	0.02 + 0.24 - 0.10 + 0.01 + 0.36 - 0.37 - 0.01 - 0.04 + 0,33 + 0.67 + 0.06 + 	0.15 
()ttawt $ - 0 . 12 4 0.04 - - 0.09 4 0.28 - 0.31 - 0.04 + 0.20 + 0.16 + 0.56 + 0 21 + 0.17 
Toronto 	.............................. S  4 	06 + 0.08 -0.04 -0.03 + 0.31 -0.29 -0.04 -0.17 + 0.20 + 3.45 + 0.08 + 0.08 
W1nnt'eg 	............................. $ 0.13 + 0.23 -0.07 + 0.01 + 0.12 -0.17 + 0.03 -0.01 4'  0.32 + 0.57 + 0.17 + 0.22 
F:'lmoolon 	............................. $ -0.14 + 0.28 + 0.05 -0.03 + 0.12 -0.13 -0.12 -0.02 + 0.62 + 0.88 + 0.47 + 0,30 
Vancouver 	............................ $ - 0.05 + 0.13 + 0,07 - + 0.26 - 0.28 + 0.01 + 0.01 + 0.36 + 0.67 + 0,26 + 0.20 

RU 

Canada 	................................. $ -0.18 + 0.25 -0.05 - + 0.26 -0.26 -0.02 -0.08 4' 0.12 4' 0.56 + 0.05 + 0.08 St. 	Join', 	........................... $ - 	(),1 41 4. 0.27 - 0.01 + 0,01 + 0.23 - 0.05 + 0.05 -0.01 - 0.01 + 0.41 + 0.09 + 0.15 halifax 	.............................. $ - 0.00 + 0.10 - 0.07 + 0.06 + 0,25 -0.13 + 0.06 - 0.09 + 0.30 + 0.65 + 0.42 4 0.55 Hontr-al 	............................. $ 0. '4 4. 0.32 - 0.16 - 4' 0.37 - 0.46 - 0,02 + 0.01 - 0.06 + 0.35 - 0.23 - 0.09 Ottawa 	............................... $ - 	0.15 + 0,05 -0.04 -0.08 + 0.26 -0.34 -0.01 + 0.13 4'0.05 + 0.46 + 0.07 + 0.10 To,onto 	.............................. -- 	0.04. + 0.15 -0.04 -0.03 + 0.28 -0.27 -0.04 -0.16 + 0.13 40.47 + 0.05 + 0.05 WInr,I'.'t 	............................. $ - 	11.76 + 0,42 -. 0,04 + 0.03 + 0.04 - 0.14 + 0.11 - 0.12 + 0.25 + 0.53 - 0.03 + 0.12 ........................... $ -0,47 40.41 +0.07 - +0.05 -0.06 -0,18 -0.07 +0,24 +0,71 +0.20 -0.05 Va,,,o,,ver 	............................ c - 0.73 4 0.22 4 0.05 + 0.02 • 0.29 - 0.25 + 0.01 - 0.12 + 0.09 + 0.61 + 0.4 + 0.10 
N. 9.8. II. 

........................... 

... 

S + 	4). 19 + 0.03 + 0.05 - 0,05 + 0.28 - 0.21 - 0.02 + 0.04 + 0.65 + 0.74 + 0.44 + 0.37 4 	('il - 0.73 - ((.07 - 0.01 + 0,61 - 0.46 + 	fl5 + 0f, + 0,58 + (3,46 + 0.21 + 0.33 ......................... 
I 

5 0.4(6 0,l'4 40.1' -0.l 4.25 -0.21 -. +o.io +0,51 40.80 +0,4 +0,18 

•JoI.n'a 	.............................. 

............................. $ ) I." 4 	41,10, (1,1)4 + 0.04, ii.)] -0.18 -0.01 -0.13 + 	1.03 + 0,85 + 0.61 + 0,5, ........................ 9 ((.46, 4 0.02 0.08 - 0.08 + 0.31) - 0.25 - 0.10 4 0.37 + 0.39 + 0,15 + 0,46 + 0.30  + 0.34 0.12 - 0.03 + 0.01 + 0.41 - 0.33 - 0.05 - 0.22 + 0.34 + 0.41 + 0,20 + 0.18 
............ 	..................... 

nlp.'g 	............................. $ -0.03 +0.03 +001 -0.02 +0,19 -0,20 -0.03 +0.07 +0.39 40,61 +0.38 +0.34 "11,0 	............................. $ + 0.17 4 0.08 + 0.02 - 0.07 + 0.16 - 0.21 - 0.04 + 0.01 + 1.02 + 	1.06 + 0.77 + 0.71 ........................... $ 4 	0.22 -0.03 + 0.08 - + 0.19 -0.33 + 0.02 + 0,20 + 0.76 + 0.73 + 0.43 + 0.37 
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DEFINiTIONS 

. 

- IJI'u 1 aLion slij)page is defined as the percentage dif -
1rence IeLwcen the Census population projecLion, Pp (preliminary 
projectwns based on, the 1971 Census) for a given month and the 

puIat ion estituaLe Pp derived from the Labour F'orce Survey sample 
br LIte same month. It is given by 

A 
Pp - Pp 	100 

Pp 

RELATED TO SECTION lB 

lotal non-response - proport[on of households which were not 
interviewed due to lack of co-operation or their unavailability 
to the survey interviewer. 

RE!ATED TO SECTION IC 

;lriance - There is a certain amount of error present in any estimate 
taind from a sample, 	(due to the 1.ack of complete information about the 
puIation). 	The average of the estimates, obtained from the varrns 

possible samples, 	is called the exDected val.ue of the estimate, 	lf 
the difference between an estimate and its expected value is squared 
and this squared difference is averaged over all possible samples 
which could be selected from the sample frame, we obtain the sampling 
variance. 	The square root of the sampl.ing variance is called the 
standard deviation. 	The coefficient of variation of an estimate is 
(I(Iined to he the standard deviation of 	the estimate divided by the 
stimaLe times 100 to convert to a percentage. 	If the expected value 
1 an estimate is not equal to the true population val.ue then the 

(sLtInaL( 	is sai 	to be biased. 	Among the causes of this bias are 
l)n-response, slippage and processing errors. 	The square of the 
difference between an estimate and the true popul.ation value averaged 
Over all possible samples from the sample frame is called the mean 
square error. 	The variance estimate for a characteristic is influenced 
by changes in the population size, 	the sample size, and the frequency 
of 	ihe characteristic being considered. 	For these reasons the variance 
estimates sbould be standardized; the binomial factor is one such 
standardization. 	The binomial factor is defined to be the ratio of 
Lhe variance estimate to an estimate of what the variance would be 
if a similar sample has been obtained through a simple random sampling 
procedui- e. 	The binomial factor measures the behaviour of the sample 
design relative to a simple random sample as far as the characteristic 
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PercenLage of Rejected Documents - The Summary Table and Charts 
give the percentage of labour force documents requiring clerical 
edits due to missing or inconsistent entries in the regular labour 
force items. 

Careless Errors - The term "careless errors" refers to omissions, 
pocr marks and inconsistent entries on the Labour Lorce schedule 
for identification, sex, marital status, relationship to head and 
age as Laken li-orn the entries on the Household Record Card, plus 
the failure to answer item 26 "Was this person interviewed? 

RELATED TO SECIIUN IE 

Enumeration Cosi p e r 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). 

lnterviewing refers to obtaining the information by personal visit 
the household, or by telephoning the household to obtain the 

ton, I r I hi LV survv 	for cuppJ vcnt ar-' quest iis add.d 
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I nt roduc t on 

Another important quality measure pertaining to the sta-

tistics is that of sampling variance, defined by the mean square 

deviation of statistics over all possible samples from the expected 

value over all possftle samples which may be selected from the sample 

frame. Due to the well designed sampling procedure and to careful 

processing of the data, the bias of this statistic should be small. 

The estimated variances, the standard deviations, and the coefficients 

of variation are calculated each month for a set of characteristics. 

From the estimated standard deviations and the coefficients of varia- 

tion confidence intervals for published statistics, ignoring the effect 

of non-sampling errors, may be obtained under the assumption that 

estimated totals are normally distributed about the true population 

value. Thus if it is found that an unemployed estimate possesses a 

coefficient of variation of 3 then an unemployed estimate may vary 

6 (2 standard deviations) about the true population value in either 
direction in 95 of the samples that could be drawn from the LFS frame. 

Rough confidence intervals may be obtained from the lettered 

. 	ymbols given in the monthly publcations (The Labour Force: Catalogue 

1-001). Due to time deadlines for the release of these publications 

he lettered symbols are based on the average of the monthly coefficients 

of variation for the previous year. The lettered symbol, which 

indicates a range in which the coefficient of variation is expected 

to fall, gives the user an indrcation of the reliab lity of the estimate. 

From any particular survey the obtained coefficient of 

variation will not necessarily fall within the range indicated by the 

lettered symbol found in the publication because of 1) the sampling 

variance of the estimated coefficient of variaUon and 2) the seasonal 

effects which are not reflected in the published lettered symbols. 

Example: For an estimate of 175,000 with a coefflcient of 
variation of 2.47 then in 95 of all different samples that could 

be selected from the sample frame, the estimate would deviate from 

the true population value by not more than 8,645. 

The complexity of the formulas for the theoretical variance 

based on the multi-stage sampling procedure for the Labour Force 

Survey niake it difficult to determine from the calculations alone if 

the variances are high consderinq the sample design or the frequency 

of the chiracterstic even if they are high for purposes of analysis. 

E3ecause coefficients of variation decrease with increases in the 
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tne Ldiculdted vrances shouiu be compared with some siandard vaiues. 

/\ssurning a similar number of persons were drawn at random 

in each pruvince one such standard value is the corresponding random 

sampie variance, which is a function of the population size, the 

sample size, and the frequency of the characteristic. The ratio of 

the estimated variance from the computer programs to this random 

sample variance or the binomial factor is calculated monthly for 

each characteristic. 

The higher the factor the worse the sample design relative 

to a simple random sample as far as the characteristic is concerned. 

A high factor may be the result of Hmitations imposed by cost 

restrictions and not the result of a bad sample design. 

High factors do indicate where further analysis should be 

undertaken and where there is potential for improvement in the present 

sample design. High variances at provincial levels are frequently 

attributable to one or two PSUs so that for quality studies, the 

analysis will often centre around studies of sub-provincial contri-

butions to the total variance. 	In table 1 are included the binomial 

factors and the coefficients of variation for several estimates. 

. 

DL f n t i on' 

Sampling variance: The average of squared deviations of sta-

tistics over all possible samples from the average value of the statistics 

over all possible samples (neglecting the effect of non-sampling errors). 

Non-sampling errors: Deviations from the true (but usually 

unknown) value of a statistic caused by factors other than sampling 

(such as non-response, slippage, codinq errors). 

St3ndard 'eviation: The square root of the sanipflng variance. 

Coefficient of variation: The standard deviation expressed 

- 	 ciS d percent of the estimate of a quantity, sometimes termed percent 
stanthrd deviation. 

Confidence intervals: The intervals in which the unknown value 

- 	of the population to be estimated from a sample may be expected to He a 

qiven percent of the time (comnonly 95 of the time). 

fl 
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Pop 	I.t Ion 

Can.ida 6, 4492 

Nild. 378 

81 

N.S. 568 

N.6. 474 

Ont. 6.021 

IlJn. 721 

S.ik. 65 

AU.. 1 ,22 

B.C. .177 

(..pIoycd Unemp'oyed In Labour Force - 

Liti.'ate C.V. Sybol O.F. Est..ae CV. SybOI B.F. Estinate C.V. Syn'bol B.F. 

9,52 	. 0.3. A 1.05 5244 2.73 0 1.85 9676 0.30 A 0.96 

151 2.56 0 2.17 33 7.76 ( 2.93 184 1 .69 C 1.3 

3 4.67 D 2.92 3 12.06 F 0.58 1.6 3.77 0 2.18 

281 0.99 B 0.72 1 7 8.56 E 1.60 298 0.93 B 0.72 

221 1.65 C 152 27 5.32 ( 120 2448 1.1.7 C 152 

2,401 0.75 8 1.07 203 4.89 D 2.00 2,6044 0.62 S 0.85 

3.545 0.57 B 1.02 139 5.58 E 1.60 3,684 0.54 A 1.01 

414 1.23 C 0.90 16 io.46 F 103 429 LB C 0.90 

355 1.39 C 1.01 10 13.11 F 1.09 365 1.36 C 1.03 

738 1.10 C 1.40 20 1171 F 1.5 157 1.09 C 1.447 

1.002 0.83 8 0.83 58 8.86 ( 2.45 1,060 0.7" 5 0.75 

0 
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Htc as C ,, L 	 i ion tre sample considering Lhe 
U; '.;Ljn compared with the vrince of a statistic obtained 

in a simple random sample of the same size. 

Reliability: 	Not really a statistical term but referring in 
general to the stindard deviation, variance of a statistic, and con-
fidence interval. In Table 1, the coefficient of variation is used 
as a measure of the reliability of estimates. 

The following table presents some results of the monthly 
Labour Force Survey. 	Included are estimates, coefficients of 
variation and binomial factors for the characteristics Employed, 
Unemployed and 'In Labour Force". 

table I: (tm.atrs. their Coefficients of Variatio.' and Their 9.nomial 

Factors for Canada md y Provir'Ce for Ma 

C.U. Coefficient of V,rtation 

B.F. Iinomt.,I Eator 

£tiit.j In TIsandi 

Percent of Estimates at 
One Standard Deviation 

0.0 - 	0.5 
0.6 - 
1.1 - 	2.5 
2.6 - 	5.02 
5.1 - 
10.1 - 
16.6 - 	25.0 
25.1 - 	33.3; 
33.4 - 	50.0 
50.1 + 

Alphabetic Symbol 

A 
B 
C 

. 
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On the basis of the biromi3l factor corresponding to ftc 
estimated total of a characteristic, the decision is made whether 
to study sub-provincial contributions to the variance of this 
characteristic or not. A high binomial factor or a substantial in- 
crease in the factor over the corresponding factors for the previous 
months indftate that a study should be carried out to determine the 
origins of the high variance or increase in the factor. 

A portion of the provincial variance is contributed by 
each subunit or pair of PSUs and these contributions tallied over all 
subunits and pairs of PSUs yield the variance estimate of the characteri-
istic total at the provincial level. The purpose of the analysis of 
subprovincial contributions to the variance is to determine those sub-
units or PSUs where the portion of the varance contributed is excessively 
large relative to a desired portion based on the population and sampHng 
ratio in the sub-provincial area. Such "problem areas" are determined 
by a statistical test of hypothesis. 

The results of the analysis for those characteristics and 
provinces, as determined by their binomial factors, are presented 
in Tables 2a, 2b, etc. The percentage of the variance contributed is 
simply the contribution by the pair of PSUs or subunit expressed as • 

	

	d percentage of the provincial variance. The desired percentage contri- 
bution is the ratio of a weighted population estimate of the subunit 
or stratum to a weighted total population estimate of the province ex-
pressed as a percentage. The weights (a weight of I for NSRU PSUs 
and a weight of 1.5 for SRU subunits) adjust the population estimates 
to take into account the difference in sampling ratios between NSRU 
and SRU parts of the province. 

0 



rl 

. 

0 



Wi L iI 	i 	.. 	Lu i; 

. 	 Ti: 	noni.i, i.tor or the ratio of the variance of a Labour 
r>rce &stimate to the variance of this estimate if similar results 
jad been obtained from a simple random sample is a measure of the 
ivality of the variances of Labour Force estimates. For those 
stimates where the binomial factor is large, either absolutely or 
lative to previous months, a detailed study of the subprovincial 
ontrihut1ons to the variance is carried out. This analysis 
:;llt i.: 	v 	epirlt; tue subprnvi ncial :ireas into two groups: 

I 	rhoset r. ;i ind ubun i L; wii Li contributed significantly 
in excess of the desired conLribution by the area. 

ii: 	) 'Ihose strata and subunits which contributed more or less 
the desired contribution by the area. 

The question may arise as to what the binomial factor would 
hive been if the strata or subunits in (1) contributed more or less 
the desired contribution, based on the estimated population. The 
idjustment which is proposed and which is being tried out for 

iv;is is as follows: 
(i) The variance remains unchanged in (2) 
ii) The variance is reduced in (1) and the combined variance 
and (2) is reduced so that the contribution in (1) and (2) 

i direct proportion to weighted sample takes. 

\ more detailed write-up and algebraic development is to be 

S 	:nted In an LFSP series report. 
'he adjusted binomial factor reduces the binomial factor to a 

v. He it would have been had the variance contribution by the areas 
identified by (1) contributed in the same proportion as the areas 
identified in (2). If this adjusted binoniial factor has approximately 
:be same value as previous binomial factors in which a subprovincial 
i'vi1ysis was not deemed necessary, then the subprovincial areas 

iitified in (1) were the cause of the high variance. If the adjusted 
'iiiomial factor is still in excess of previous binomial factors then 
i. subprovincial areas identified in (1) although part of the cause 
1 the high variance were not the only causes of a high variance; other 
'iuses might be a general clustering of the characteristic throughout 
ie whole provin , gradual deterioration of the stratification or 
tiier reasons. These binomial factors do possess a sampling variance 
id this results in rigorous interpretations of these binomial factors 
Hig impossible to make. 

In the quality report variance,write-up, the adjusted binomial 
tors will be calculated to determine whether or not the subprovincial 

•is identified appear to be the main cause for the high variance. 
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flovini 	Ltirates fr te Mdy, 	Survey 

bHomal factor for Unemployed in Newfoundland increased 

H'. 	 Hr the April survey to 2.93  for the May survey. Upon 

eKaminatior, of the contribution by the strata or subunits to the estimate 

of the variance of the total Unemployed in Newfoundland, one pair of 

PSU5 was identified in wHch the actual contribution to the variance 

qrcit1 	:dd 	deed cctriHtior tn th'e vincc. 

i) 	i\tu 	VS. UCNUJ L)fl iUt i Ufl 	C, t1k Vuiarce 

Unemployed in Newfoundland by PSUs and Subunits 

Percentage of the 	Desired Percentage 

PSUs or Subunits 	Variance Contributed Contribution 

04021 & 04025 	+0.2 	2.0 

All other PSUs 	
59.8 	98.0 

and Subunits 

;4C.? 	 rq 	s... -. 

ne adjusted binornaI factor of 1.79 lies witnin an acceptable 

irqe lul Ln15 characteristic and this province based on the relative 

agnitude of the same binomial factor for some previous surveys. This 

ndicates that the pair of PSU5 identified above were the major cause 

• h nh vn r i n e 	I rri t 	n Ncwfound 1 ;ind 

Inc binomHi factor of 2.00 corrcsponding to Lhe estimate of 
Unemployed in Quebec, although lower than its corresponding value for 

the April survey., remains well above the general level of the binomial 

factor for most previous months. A detailed analysis of the subprovincial 

contributions to the variance yielded the following subprovincial areas 

ihich contributed in excess of their desired contribution. 
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6 Icui]c 2) 	Actual v. Dsird ConLHbutions to the Var i ance of 
Unemployed in Quebec by PSUs and Subunits 

PSUs or 	Subunits 

Percentage of the 

Variance Contributed 

Desired Percentage 
Contribution 

1+0009 & 1+0012 12.8 0.8 

100 	& 	1+1013 12.8 0.7 

1+2008 	& 	1+2011 4.3 0.6 

Al 1 	other PSUs 
70 97.9 

and 	Subunits 

PSU 40009 & 1+0012 are located along the Sagueny River and the north shore 

of the St. Lawrence River. PSUs 1+1001+ & 1+1013 are on the north and eastern 

pert of the Gaspe Peninsula. PSUs 1+2308 & 1+2011 are in the Quebec region 

Of C 1,)ud ire. 

The adjusted binomial for the estimate of Unemployed in Quebec 

'ij of 1.1+3. 	Since this value lies in a reasonable range considering 

he binomial factors for prevous months, the conclusion can be drawn that 
above subprovinciai areas were the main cause of the high variance 

In Albert3 the binomial factor corresponding to the estimate of 
Eiip1oycd increased to 1.1+0 for the May survey which is well above the 
\.alue of the corresponding binomial factor for most previous surveys. 
The followng tb1e is the result of the subprovTnca1 	nlysis of vnrLncr 

)1 t  r 	hut 

Lii: I: 2L 	A;tuI v. D,ir(d CuntHbution, to th 	VarLmce n 
Lpoye' in Mberta by PSUs and Subunits 

Percentage of the 	Desired Percentage 

PSUs or Subunits 	Variance Contributed 	Contribution 

85002 & 85009 	8.6 	1.6 

80901 - 80902 	1 	8.8 	2.6 

All other PSUs 

	

82.6 	95.8 
and Subunits 

PSL'; 15002 & 85009 are located along a farming belt north of the North 
katchewn Piver and Edmonton. The special area 80901 - 80902 is located 

t he ou 	st corner of the province. 
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.fl wnich is still in excess of the corresponUng bnoma 

tuI for previous surveys. This indicates that although the designated 

,ubprovincial areas were in part responsible for the high variance 
estimate, they were not the sole cause. Such additional causes might 

be a general clustering of Employment by industry or by area. 

In British Columbia the binomial factor for Unemployed remains 

in excess of 2 with a value of 2.45. One of the subprovincial areas, 

namely PSUs 92003 and 92013 for the fourth consecutive nxnth has contri-

buted substantially in excess of its desired contribution. 

Table 2d) Actual vs. Desired Contribution to the Variance 
of Unemployed in British Columbia by PSUs and Subunits 

PSUs or Subunits 

Percentage of 	the 

Variance Contributed 

Desired Percentage 

Contribution 

92003 & 92013 13.3 2.8 

97003 & 97008 10.8 3.2 

97101 4.7 0.9 

All 	other PSUs 
71.2 93.1 

and 	Subunits 

PSUs 92003 & 92013 are located in the Okanagan district of British Columbia. 
PSUs 97003 & 97008 are located in the north eastern part of the province. 

At 1.87 the adjusted binomial factor lies in an acceptable 

range compared with the binomial factors for some previous surveys. 

Thus the above subprovincial areas account for most of the high variance 
for this characteristic. 

Further Analysis of Some 'Problem Areas from the April Quality Report 

For the April survey PSUs 40009 and 40012 contributed 14.6 

of the variance of the estimate of Unemployed in Quebec compared with 
a desired contribution of 0.8*. A detailed examination of the breakdown 

of Labour Force status by industry yielded the following conclusions: 

0 
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L'etween the two PSUs accompanied by high unemployment 
associated with the industry. For example in PSU 40009 

there were an estimated 3,519 persons (corresponding to 

a sample take of 15 persons) in the construction industry 

all of whom were unemp'oyed whereas in PSU 40012 there 

were an estimated 865 persons (corresponding to a sample 
take of 4 persons) all of whom were employed. 

2) There was a genera' tendency of unemployment to cluster 

in PSU 40009 resulting in the two PSUs being appreciably 

different as regards Labour Force status characteristics. 
In PSU 40009, 30.4 of the population 14 and over were 

unemployed whereas in PSU 40012 the corresponding figure 

was 11.6. The foflowing table presents a breakdown of 

Labour Force status by industry for these two PSUs. 

Table 3a) Estimates and Sample Takes by Characteristic and PSU 

Employed - Unemployed In Labour Force 

Industry 1+0009 i00t2 1 0009 +0012 40009 40012 

Est. # Est. # Est. # Est. # Est. # Est. # () 

.i.. 666 3 903 4 0 0 0 0 666 3 903 4 

iiiYry ' 	,' 
222 1 426 2 2951  13 2038 9 3173 14 2464 11 

I. 

Manu. 0 0 623 3 229 1 455 2 229 1 1078 5 

Const. 0 0 865 4 3519  15 0 0 3519  15 865 4 

701 3 862 4 0 0 0 0 701 3 862 4 

Trade 908 4 1748 8 0 0 0 0 908 4 1748 8 

Finance 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Services 903 4 4970  24 205 1 0 0 1108 5 4970 24 

Publ ft Admi 
0 0 424 2 222 1 423 2 222 1 847 4 

Total 3400 15 10821 51 7126 31 2916 13 10526  46  13737 64 

() Est. refers weighted samp'e estimates from the PSU 
# 	refers to unweighted sample counts 

n 
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[iso for the April survey, PSUs 41004 and 41012 contributed 
in excess of their desired contribution to the variance of the estimate 

I Unemployed in Quebec. The actua' contribution was 24.3 compared 

o a desired contribution of 0.6. 

Similarly as for the pair of PSUs 40009 & 40012, there was an 

unequal distribution by industry between the two PSUs and subsequently 
high unemployment associated with these industries. This is particularly 

true for the industries manufacturing, construction, services and public 

administration which are more prevalent in PSU 41012 than in PSU 41004. 

The net result is that 19.5 of the population 14 and over is unemployed 

in PSU 41004 whHe 31.4 of the population 1 4 and over is unemployed in 
PSu 41012. The following table clearly depicts these results. 

Table 3b) Estimates and Sample Takes by Characteristic and PSU 

Employed 
-- 

 --  Unemployed  In 	Labour Force 
4 I04 4 1 1 0 TJ 41I3 -4104 -- —Zi 

Industry 	(*) ! Est. Est. 0 Est. # Est. A' Est. 

Agriculture 450 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 450 2 0 0 

er Primary 458 2 0 0 611 3 662 3 1069 5 662 3 

0 ~ustries  

nutacturing 0 0 0 0 229 1 901 4 229 1 901 4 

Construction 0 0 220 1 229 1 1314 6 229 1 1 534 7 

428 2 415 2 704 3 1511 71132 51926 

Services 1338 6 23,1 10 183 1 2612 12 1521 7 5003 22 

Public Admin. 215 1 960 4 0 0 646 3 215 1 1606 7 

Never Worked 
0 0 0 0 0 0 445 2 0 0 445 2 

Before 

- Total 2889 13 4697 20 1 956 9 8091 37 4845 22 12788 55 

0 
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2313 conrioued 	of ue varc1nce of the provincia' estimate of 

neinpoyed compared with a desired contribution of 2.9.  The overall 
percentage of persons unemployed in PSU 92003 was 10.6 while in PSU 

92013 the percentage was 5.5. This occurred due to an unequal distri- 

bution by industry between the two PSUs and associated high unemployment 

with these industries. This is notably the case for "other primary 

industries" where there are an estimated 2,695 persons (a sample take 
of 15 individuals) in this classification in PSU 92003 of whom 1,083 
persons (a sample take of 6 individuals) are unemployed; however, in 

PSU 92013 there are an estimated 199  persons ( a sample take of 1 
individual) in this classification and these persons are all employed. 

These and other results are presented in the following table. 

Table 3c) Estimates and Sample Takes by Characteristic and PSU 

Industry 92003 
Em1  1oed 

- 	92013 
Unemployed -- In Labour Force 

92003 	- 92013 92003 92OTj 
t. ! Est. # Est. Est. II Est. # _ I Est. 

Agriculture 2199 13 1398 8 169 1 326 2 2368 11+ 172 1+ 10 

çr 	Primary 1612 9 199 1 1083 6 0 0 2695 15 199 .istries 

nufacturing 4362 24 1995 12 143 1+ 8 343 2 5796 32 2338 1 1 e 

Construction 1561 8 1038 6 0 0 397 2 1561 8 1435 8 

Transp. 	
¶ 

Other 	Util. 
921 1 1517 9 730 4 0 0 1651 8 1517 9 

Trade 2927 11+ 331+1+ 20 766 4 199 1 3693 18 3543 21 

Finance 221 1 31+5 2 0 0 0 0 221 1 31+5 2 

Services 3139 17 3078 19 156 1 332 2 3295 18 31+10 21 

Public 	Admin. 0 0 679 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 679 1 

Never Worked 
0 0 0 861 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Be fore 

IOtdl 16942 90 1 3593 81 5199  28 1597 9 22141 11 1+ 15190 90 

. 





NON - RES PUN SE 

The contents of this appendix are taken from publi-
cation NR74-5 (May 1974), Non-Response Rates in the 
(:,inadian Labour Force Survey, prepared by F.T. Newton 
a'ci J.R. Norris, Household Surveys Development Staff,  

of F teid Div1ii-i. 
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Labour Force Survey 

I. 	TrlLL- oaUCtlOn 

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 the 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 
ion-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. 

Non-response follows a marked pattern seasonally, generally peaking in the 
. 	summer months and declining in the spring and autumn (Graph Cl). The 

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

ormat of the Non-Response Report 

T' 'niort will be concerned with the following items: 

) :ionth to month and year to year changes in the non-
response rates at the Canada and regional office levels. 

(ii) contribution by each of the non-response components to 
the total non-response at the Canada and regional off-
c 	1evJ.. 

(iii) regional office contributions to the total non-response 
at the Canada level. 

iv) contributions by economic regions to the total non-
response of the regional office. 

() an analysis of non-response in some of the economic 
'egions whose contribution to non-response is greater 
than its contribution to the expected number of house-
holds (the expectedcontribution to non-response). 
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. 	 in the non-response rates and the contributions of each non-response 
irnponent (ie, T.A., Ni, N2, N3-N5) will be included in this report. 

w.th respect to items (iii) and (lv), the actuai contributions made to 
the total non-response will be compared with the expected contribution to 
the overaii non-response. The actual contribution is defined as the ra- 
tio of the totai number of non-respondent househoids (that is, those 
ouseho1ds ciassified as T.A., Nl, N2, N3-N5) in the economic region (or 
regional office) to the totai number of non-respondent househoids in the 
regional office (or in Canada) expressed as a percentage. The expected 
contribution is defined as the ratio of the expected number of households 

the economic region (or regional office) to the expected number of 
households in the regionai office (or in Canada) expressed as a percent-
age. The purpose of this comparison is to determine those economic re-
gions where the actuai contribution to non-response exceeds the expected 
contribution. Furthermore, it is hoped that in the near future, a 
tatist1cal test of hypothesis could be set up to determine if the diff-
rence between the actual and expected contributions was significant. 

üme of the economic regions where the actuai contribution to non- 
- sponse exceeds the expected contributions will be cioseiy examined to 
icertain the reasons for the relatively high contributions to non-
response. 

Non-response data at the Canada level are given in appendix 1. Appendices 
.to 9 contain non-response data for each of the eight regional offices. 

A summary of the current month's non-response rates by component at the 
Canada and regionai office levels as well as definitions of terms used in 
t}is report is given in appendix 10. 

ii:. Month1v1eeting onNon-Response 

A rn 	on non-response with J.R. Norris and F.T. Newton, Househoid 
urveys Development Staff and E.T. McLeod, Field Division, is held every 
intb to discuss the more pronounced movements in the current non-response 
dta. The points raised during this meeting are incnrporated in the 
;inaJ. 	-, 	 in Y 	n::t 	et iuu. 

0 
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Analysis 

A. At the Canada Level 

The non-response rate at the Canada level decreased from 8.3% in April 
1974 to 7.0% in May 1974. This decrease was greater than the decrease 
recorded for the same period one year ago. Decreases in the T.A., Nl, 
and "other" components accounted for the overall decrease in non- 
response, with the largest occurring in the Nl component. It should 
be noted that the interviewers were able to make more callbacks this 
month since last month two supplementary surveys (Consumer Finance and 
Household Facilities) were conducted. This contributed to a decrease 
in the Nl component at the Canada level. The only component showing 
an increase in non-response was the N2 component. This increase may be 
due to the after effect of the two supplementary surveys conducted in 
April. The refusal rate of 2.4% this month was the highest recorded 
since July 1972. 

Compared with last year's May non-response rate (7.0%), this year's 
rate was the same. 

The differences between the actual and expected contributions to the 
total non-response at the Canada level, with the possible exception of 
the Winnipeg and Vancouver Regional Offices, did not appear to be 
significant. 

It should also be noted that refusal rates in some economic regions 
. 	(which will be mentioned later in this report) have been either 

climbing steadily or have been persistently high over the last few 
months. A study will be undertaken to ascertain the causes of these 
high rates of refusals. 

B. At the Regional Office Level 

1. St. John's Regional Office 

The non-response r ate for the St. John's Regional Office decreased 
from 7.7% in April 1974 to 5.2% in May 1974. The decrease recorded 
this year was much greater than the one exhibited over the same two 
months last year. Lecreases in the T.A., Nl, and "other" components 
of 0.8%, 1.4%, and 0.8% respectively accounted fo r the overall change 
in non-response. 

Compared with last year's May rate (4.5%) this year's rate was higher. 
An Increase in the "other" component (0.1% in May 1973 to 1.7% in May 
1974) was mainly responsible for the overall increase in the year to 
year non-response change. 

Comparing the actual and expected contributions to the total non-
response of the regional office at the economic region level, it was 
found that in E.R. 03, the actual contribution was more than double that 
of thc - t 	 Lclitr thut h•n to non-rpyti 	For t I 	or,om i  k rLLI. t& 

E 
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• 	age contriuution 10 tite total non-response by each component 
aL iii E.R. level is given below: 

E.R. 03 

(%) 

T.A. 	12.8 

Nl 	12.8 

N2 	15.4 

Other 	59.0 

The high contribution was due to the "other" component. While there were 
28 households listed as "other" in the regional office, 23 of these were 
found in thiseconoinic region. Of the 23 "other" households, 21 were not 
contacted because the regular interviewer had moved from the area, thus 
leaving no interviewer available to make an enumeration. Furthermore, 
these 21 households were located on islands on the northwest coast of 
Newfoundland, and because of ice conditions along this coast, no other 
interviewer was able to carry out the enumeration in this area. 

Halifax Regional Office 

ie non-response rate for the Halifax Regional Office dropped from 7.9% 
in April 1974 to 6.9% in May 1974. While there was a decrease in this 
year's month to month change, an increase of 0.1% was exhibited by the 
same month to month period last year. At the component level, the largest 
decrease occurred in the Nl component whose rate decreased from 3.0% in 
April 1974 to 2.2% in May 1974. 

This year's May rate was lower than last year's non-response rate of 7.6%. 
Both the T.A. and Nl components showed changes of -0.4% and -0.3% 
respectively. 

Two of the economic regions where the actual contributions exceeded the 
expected contributions were Economic Regions 22 and 31. The percentage 
contributions to total non-response by component at the E.R. level in 
each of these two economic regions are given below: 

E.R. 22 	 E.R. 31 

() 	 (%) 

T.A. 	16.3 	 T.A. 	13.6 

Nl 	23.9 	 Nl 	42.3 

S 





:.Le, WL 	is ueefl on Liie rise over the isi tlir - 	::rths. 	In addiLion, 
. 

	

	.2 households listed as "other" were not contacted uecause there was no 
Mt1 vucr available (the regular interviewer resigned). 

ki 1J 31, the Ni component accounted for the high actuai contribution 
made 	01S economic region to the totai non-response of the regional 
off 

3. 	ontr(.1 Rion;J Office 

The non-response rate for the Montreal Regional Office decreased from 8.7% 
in April 1974 to 8.2% in May 1974. No change was recorded over the same 
wo months one year ago. At the component ievei the decrease in the Nl 
component was mainiy responsible for the overali decrease in the month to 
month change this year. 

(ompared with the non-response rate (7.4%) in May 1974, this year's May 
rite was higher. The increase was mainiy due to an increase in the "other" 
ornponent. 

(t), LL 	i1 	rent 	twei 	Ltu;11 	ii1 	'xp 	t d 	tit rilu- 
ions to non-response were found to be larger in E.R.'s 46 and 47, whiie 
.R.'s 40 and 44 dispiayed rather high rates in the "other" component. 
ntributions to total non-response at the economic region levei by each 
mponent are given below for these economic regions: 

. 

	

L. R.40 	E.R. 44 	E.R. 46 	E.R. 47 

	

(%) 	(70) 	 (%) 

T.A. 	' A. 	4.8 	T.A. 	9.3 

	

17.5 	Nl 	25.3 

	

7.7 
	

N2 	17.9 	N2 	19.0 	N2 	36.8 

	

::her 57.7 
	

Other 	56.4 	Other 	58.7 	Other 	28.6 

the 23 househoids which were not contacted due to no interviewer avail- 
1e, 14 househoids were located in E.R. 40. The regular enumerator was 
ilied away during survey week due to a death in the family and was not 
k:)Le to compiete her assignment. 

E.R.'s 44, 46, and 47, there were 119 households (21 in E.R. 44, 30 in 
R. 46, and 68 in E.R. 47) which were listed as N3 househoids. For a 
zttie over haif of these households, the documents were received too 
ite for processing by the regional office because of delays in the mail. 

The high contributions to the total non-response in E.R.'s 46 and 47 were 
ue to the totherIt and N2 components respectively. E.R. 46 contains 7.9% 

of the sampled households in the Montreai Regional Office but contains 23.7% 
of all N3 households. In addition, E.R. 47 contains 46.4% of the sampled 
househoid; however, it contains 62.8% of all N2 households. 

. 
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-. Ottawa Regional Office 

ie non-response rate for the Ottawa Regional Office decreased slightly 
rom 7.4% in April 1974 to 7.3% in May 1974. While a decrease was 

recorded this year, there was no change in last year's month to month 
change from April to May. At the component level, the most noticeable 
change between April and May of this year occurred in the N2 rate which 
increased by 0.6%. The other components displayed slight decreases in 
their rates. 

Compared with the non-response rate (5.6%) in May 1973, this year's 
rate was higher. The major reason for this higher rate was the 1.37 
increase in the Nl component. 

From table 5(b), the actual contribution to the total non-response for 
the regional office by E.R. 48 was more than twice the expected contrib-
ution. By each component, the percentage contribution to the total non-
response for this economic region is given below: 

E.R. 48 

(%) 

	

T.A. 	16.7 

30.5 

. 

	

27.8 

	

Other 	25.0 

The high contribution by this economic region was due to the Nl, N2 
and other components. Eight households could not be interviewed 
because of impassable road conditions resulting from the Gatineau River 
floods. These flooding conditions also resulted in an increase in the 
number of Ni households because of persons temporarily vacating their 
dwellings and the difficulty interviewers had in making calibacks due 
to road detours. 

5. Toronto Regiona Office 

The non-response rate for the Toronto Regional Office decreased from 8.7% 
in April 1974 to 7.0% in May 1974. This decrease was larger than the 
decrease recorded between the same two months one year ago. At the 
component level, decreases in the T.A. and Nl components were responsible 
for the decrease of the overall non-response rate this year. 

Compared with the non-response rate (6.2%) in May 1973, this year's May 
rate was higher. The most noteable change in non-response was the 
increase in the N2 component (+0.8%). 

0 





Li U.; . lcVei, 	WO ot tue eCOii 	regii 	WiJrL: tie acLui 	uuL rib- 
. 	ions e; 	ed the expected contributions were E.R. 52 (area including 

md surrounding the Metropolitan Area of Toronto) and E.R. 54 (the London 
The contributions to non-response at the E.R. level by the four 

1;I - rtSpOflSe components for each of these E.R.'s are given below: 

E.R. 54 
() 

N2 	39.6 	 N2 	56.0 

	

Other 	11.4 	 Other 	6.0 

in these economic region, the higher actual contributions were mainly 
due to the N2 component (refusal). 

'itheruiore, the refusal rate (N2) (4.6%) in E.R. 54 is quite high compared 
o the refusal rate at the regional office level (2.67.). 

Winnipeg Regional Office 

non-response rate for the Winnipeg Regional Office increased from 2.6% 
in April 1974 to 3.0% in May 1974. There was no change in last year's 

. 	iouth to month non-response rates (April 1973 to May 1973). From April 
1974 to May 1974, all components showed slight increases in non-response 
Lxcept the N2 component which decreased slightly. 

Compared with the non-response rate (2.8) in May 1973, this year's May 
rate was slightly higher. Only small year to year changes have occurred 
in the rates at the component level. 

•\ the economic region level, one economic region where the actual percent- 
;e contribution exceeded the expected contribution was E.R. 60. The 
rcentage contribution by each of the non-response components to the total 

below: 

E.R. 60 

iA. 	28.) 

NI 	33.3 

31.1 

Dther 	6.7 

Th 	iiigi&r itt; 	üLrIutoI1 br E.R. 60 is due to the Nl and N2 compo- 
• nents. In fact, this economic region contains approximately 56% of the Nl 

huseho1ds and 527 f the refusal households in the Winnipeg Regionil Off-
i e. 
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Y. Edmonton Regional Office 

The non-response rate for the Edmonton Regional Office decreased from 8.8% 
in April 1974 to 7.3 in May 1974. This decrease was larger than the 
decrease recorded between the same two months one year ago. At the compo-
nent level, the most noteable change occurred in the "other" component 
which decreased by 0.9% from April 1974 to May 1974. 

Compared with the non-response rate (9.0%) in May 1973, this year's May 
rate was lower. This decrease was mainly attributed to decreases in the 
T.A. and Ni components. 

At the economic region level, one economic region where the actual contrib-
ution to non-response exceeded the expected contribution (see Table 8(b)) 
was E.R. 85. The percentage contribution by the four non-response compo-
nents to the total non-response of E.R. 85 are given below: 

E.R. 85 
(70) 

T.A. 	19.4 

Nl 	13.9 

N2 	2.8 

. 

	

Other 63.9 

The high percentage contribution made by the "other" component was due to 
impassable road conditions resulting from the floods that occurred in 
April. 

8. Vancouver Regional Office 

The non-response rate for the Vancouver Regional Office decreased from 12.2% 
in April 1974 to 9.0% in May 1974. This decrease was smaller than the one 
recorded for the same two months last year. Except for the N2 component, 
whose rate remained the same as in April 1974, all other components displayed 
decreases in non-response this month with the largest decreases occurring in 
the Nl and "other" components. It should be noted that the decrease in the 
overall rate this month was greater than those recorded in any other regional 
office this month. 

The fact that the N2 component of non-response remained at 4.1% continues 
to be of major concern. Within the Vancouver Regional Office, 45.4% of the 
total non-response were refusals and the refusal rate was almost twice 
that of the Canada level. 	One of the problems that may cause this 
unusually high rate, however, was that the Vancouver R.O. had a deficiency 
of experienced staff to follow up early refusals during survey week. Most 
of the experienced staff has been assigned to special projects or other 

0 
	1r:1-. A '- &tn in previ ()tlS months, the reii 	problem area seemed to he in 
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i<. IJ 4 which contained 53 .O, of i ii sampLed houselic)IGs in the 

V.incouver Regional Office but contained 66.1% of the "refusal" house-
holds. 

At the economic region level, three of the economic regions where the 
actual contribution to non-response exceeded the expected contribution 
were E.R.'s 91, 93 and 94. Contributions to total non-response for 
these economic regions by each of their four non-response components 
are given below: 

E.R. 

T.A. 

Nl 

N2 

Other 

As shown in 
made by the 
were mainly 

91 	E.R. 93 	E.R. 94 

	

(7) 	(70) 	 (%) 

	

8.4 	T.A. 	27.3 	T.A. 	19.2 

	

45.8 	Nl 	31.8 	Nl 	20.2 

	

25.0 	N2 	40.9 	N2 	54.0 

	

20.8 	Other 	0.0 	Other 	6.6 

the above tables, in E.R. 91, the major contribution was 
Nl component, while in E.R.'s 93 and 94, the contributions 
due to the N2 component. 

. 
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,1e 1(a) 

CANADA 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month I Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to to to -- 

1974 Month 1973 Month Year 
Change Change Change 

Non-Response 
Component Apr. 	1974 Apr. 	1973 May 1973 

May April to 
May 	1974 

May April to 
May 	1973 

to 
May 1974 

(%) (%) (%) (%) () (%) (%) 

Overall 7.0 8.3 -1.3 7.0 7.9 -0.9 - 

T.A. 1.5 2.0 -0.5 1.8 2.4 -0.6 -0.3 

Ni 1.9 2.8 -0.9 2.5 2.6 -0.1 -0.6 

N2 2.4 2.1 4 0.3 2.0 2.0 - 4.0.4 

Other 1.2 1.4 -0.2 0.7 0.9 0.2 +0.5 
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'cr 	 ,\i\ 	or-,1' Lu. 1Oit.LiL 

to Total Non-Response at the 

Canada level 

N.2 

 

/(17.8%) 
(33.7) 	 Other 

N.1 	\(%) 
\(27.7%) 	\ 

S
ay 1974 

- 

N.2 	 N.2 

(24.7%) 	/ \ 	 (28.8%) 

/ 	\. /Other \ 	I 	

t(26.1%) 

(34:1) 	
(34:8%)

) 

\ 	
(24.2%)  
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. 

ab1e 1(b) 

CANADA 

Non-Response Data at 
the Regional Office level 

May, 1974 

Expected 
Actual Expected 

Regional Number Non-Response 
Contribution to Contribution to 

Office of Rate 
Total Total 

Households 
Non-Response at Non-Response at 
the Canada level the Canada level 

()  

St.John's 1,621 5.2 3.5 4.8 

Halifax 5,564 6.9 16.1 16.4 

Montreal 6,347 8.2 19.4 18.4 

Ottawa 2,105 7.3 6.5 6.2 

Toronto 7,05 7.0 21.0 20.0 

Winnipeg 3,3?4 3.0 4.1 9.7 

Ednionton 3,844 7.3 11.8 11.4 

Vancouver 3,950 9.0 15.0 II. .7 

S 





11 -14 

TEM1ORARY ASSENT  
- 	 NO ONF' HOME -X--}-K L IL 

II  
--t--- 

\ 	/ 

_ 
- - 

lilt I -1 - 	T - II - 	- I -- 

Al  I , I- 	_...__+ .\. 	. . 	.- ,,•. 

• . 	. .4-. 	. I  

. .\: . 

• 	I 	. . .q •-- . 

I . 
REITSAL -. .. 

[ 	197-2 I 	1973 1974 

16 

15 

14 

13 

12 

11 

10 

9 

8 

7 

6 

5 

4 

3 

2 

1 

0 

2 

1 

11 





111-15 

(Appendix 2) 

E 

ST.JOHN'S REGIONAL OFFICE 

. 
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- C )  

ST.JOHN'S REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response_Rates Month Year 
to to to 

1974 Month 1973 Month Year 
Change Change Change 

Non-Response 
Component 

Apr. 1974 Apr. 	1973 May 1973 

May April to 
May April to to 

hay 	1974 JEay 	1973 May 1974 

(70) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) 

Overall 5.2 7.7 -2.5 4.5 5.1 -0.6 -$ 	0.7 

T.A. 1.0 1.8 -0.8 1.3 2.3 -1.0 -0.3 

Ni 1.3 2.7 -1.4 2.1 1.7 * 0.4 -0.8 

N2 1.2 0.7 40.5 1.0 0.7 +0.3 .j- 0.2 

Other 1.7 2.5 -0.8 0.1 0.4 -0.3 +1.6 

. 

. 





N. 
(35, 

N.2 \ 	Other 
9.6%) \, (32.0%) 

111-17 

I e Contribution by Each Non-Response Component 

to Total Non-Response in the 

St. John t s Regional Office 

Other 
(32.2%) 

N.2 
(22.6%) 

N.1 
\ 	T.A. 

(25.0%) \ (20.2%) 

T.A. 
3.2Z) 

/ 

N.2 
(21.97) 

T.A. 
(28.8%) 

N.1 
(47.9%) 

1973 
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Table 2(b) 

ST.JO1IN'S REGIONAL OFFICE 

Non-Response Data at 
the Economic Region level 

May, 1974 

Actual Expected 
Expected Contribution to Contribution to 

Economic Number Non-Response Total Total 
Region of Rate Non-1esponse at Non-Response at 

Households the R.O. 	level the R.O. 	level 

(%) (%) (%) 

00 
249 2.4 7.2 1.4 

01 647 4.3 33.3 39.9 

02 141 0.7 1.2 8.7 

03 288 13.5 46.4 17.8 

04 276 3.3 10.7 17.0 

05 20 5.0 1.2 1.2 

. 
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(Appendix 3) 

HALIFAX REGIONAL OFFICE 
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Table 3(a) 

HALIFAX REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to to to 

1974 Month 1973 Month Year 
Change Change Change Non-Response 

Component 

Apr. 1974 Apr. 1973 May 1973 

May April to 
May 	1974 May April to 

May 	1973 
to 

May 1974 
(%) (%) (%) () (%) (%) (%) 

Overall 6.9 7.9 -1.0 7.6 7.5 4-0.1 -0.7 

T.A. 1.4 1.8 -0.4 1.8 2.0 -0.2 -0.4 

Ni 2.2 3.0 -0.8 2.5 2.2 . 0.3 -0.3 

N2 2.2 1.7 f- 0..5 2.2 2.3 -0.1 - 

Other 1.1 1.4 -0.3 1.1 1.0 p0.1 - 
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. 
	

irtag 	riitior by sach Non-sons. Uu;cnL 

to Total Non-Response in the 

Halifax Regional Office 

/ 
/ 

N.2 I 	Other 
(31.1%) (16.5%) 

N.l 	
\ 

T.A. 
(32.5%) (19.9%) 

May 1974 

 

N.2 
(21.2%) Other 

(17.ó%) 

/ N.2 

/ 	(29.3%) 	• 
/ Other 

(14.0%)  

(32.9%) 	

\ 	

(23.7%)) 

N. 1 
(38.4%) 

 

l.A. 
(22.8%) 

April 1974 	 May 1973 

0 
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Table 3(b) 

IALIFAX REGIONAL OFFICE 

Non-Response Data at 
the Econoiric Region level 

May, 1974 

Actual Expected 
Expected Contribution to Contribution to 
Number Total Total 

Economic of 
Non-Respoise 

Non-Response at Non-Response at 
Region Households 

Rate 
the R.O. level the R.O. 	level 

(%) (%) (') 

10 425 3.8 4.2 7.6 

20 488 5.5 7.1 8.8 

21 580 5.5 8.4 10.4 

22 1,319 8.9 30.6 23.7 

23 438 8.4 9.7 

30 498 8.6 11.2 9.0 

31 590 10.0 15.4 10.6 

32 680 5.4 9.7 12.2 

33 546 2.6 3.7 9.8 
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(Appendix 4) 

0 

MONTREAL REGIONAL OFFICE 

0 





. 

111-26 

Ta 	L '. 

MONTREAL REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to to to 

Month Month Year 
1974 Change 1973  Change Change 

Non-Response  
Component 

Apr. 1974 Apr. 1973 May 1973 
May April to 

1974 Ma y ril A p to to 
May 	1973 May 1974 

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (70) (Z) 

Overall 8.2 8.7 -0.5 7.4 7.4 - + 0.8 

T.A. 1.0 1.6 -O. 1.8 1.7 - 0.1 -0.8 

Ni 2.0 3.2 -1.2 2.7 2.5 1-0.2 -0.7 

N2 2.6 2.1 4-0.5 2.0 2.3 -0.3 +0.6 

Other 2. 1.8 0.9 0.9 - fi.7 

. 

S 
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. 	 iritac .. :cribution by Each Non-Response Component 

to Total Non-Response in the 

Montreal Regional Office 

L5%) 

N.2
(31.4%

A.  
.1%) 

. 

	
av 1974 

/ 

IAN (23:8%) / 

Other 
(20.1%) 

N.1 
(37.3%) 	T.A. 

(18.8%) 

N.1 
(37.2%) 

N.2 
(27 .2%) 

Other 
(11.6%) 

T.A. 
(24.0%) 

. 
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jD. 	4(.) 

MONTREAL REGIONAL OFFICE 

Non-Response Data at 
the Economic Region level 

May, 1974 

Actual Expected 
Expected Contribution to Contribution to 

Economic Number Non-Response Total Total 
Region of Rate Non-Response at Non-Response at 

Households the R.O. level the R.O. 	level 

(%) 	- (%) (%) 

40 310 8.4 4.1 4.8 

41 382 4.2 3.0 6.0 

42 206 11.7 4.6 3.2 

43 940 5.3 9.6 14.8 

44 433 9.0 7.5 6.8 

45 635 3.8 4.6 10.0 

46 498 12.7 12.1 7.9 

47 2,943 9.5 53.t 

. 

S 
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(Appendix 5) 

. 

OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICE 
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Ui 	(i) 

OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to to to 

Month Month Year 
1974 Change 1973 Change Change 

son-Response  

Apr. 1974 Apr. 1973 May 1973 
Component 

May April to May April to to 
May 	1974 May 	1973 May 1974 

(Z) (%) (Z) (%) (%) (%) (%) 

Overall 7.3 7.4 -0.1 5.6 5.6 - +1.7 

T.A. 1.7 2.0 -0.3 1.1 2.0 --0.9 

Ni 3.0 3.2 -0.2 1.7 1.4 4-0.3 +1.3 

N2 2.0 1.4 kO.6 2.0 1.5 .-0.5 - 

Other 0.6 0.8 -0.2 0.8 0.7 - 	0.1 -0.2 

. 

0 
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9 	 u'c 	 Cc nnt 

to Total Non-Response in the 

Ottawa Regional Office 

N.2 
(27.9%) 

N.l 
(40.9%) 

Other 
(8.5 

T.A. 
(22.7%) 

 

/ 	\ N.2 

/ 	\(119.4%)  

I 	\ 	- her 

N.1 	\"(10.3%) 

(43.9Z) 	r 
\ 	T.A. 

(26.4%) 

/ 

\'r! 1 	1Q7/ 

(36.0%) 

(29.8%) 

Other 
(14.9%) 

T.A. 
(19.3%) 

- v l97 
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Table 5(b) 

OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICE 

Non-Response Data at 
the Economic Region level 

May, 1974 

Expected 
Actual Expected 

Contribution to Contribution to 
Economic 

Number Non-Response Total Total 
Region 

of Rate Non-Response at Non-Response at 
Households the R.O. 	level the R.O. 	level 

(%) (%) (Z) 

40 19 0.0 0.0 0.9 

48 241 14.9 23.4 11.5 

49 144 2.8 2.6 6.8 

50 1,107 7.1 51.3 52.6 

58 594 5.9 22.7 28.2 

I4 
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(Appendix 6) 

S 

TORONTO REGIONAL OFFICE 

. 

S 





Tabic 6(a) 

TORONTO REGIONAL OFFICE 

o Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the on-Rc onsF Rate'; 

1av, 	974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to to to 

Month Month Year 
1974 Change 1973 Change Change 

Non-Response 
Component 

Apr. 1974 Apr. 	1973 May 1973 

May April to 
May 	1974 

May April to 
May 	1973 

to 
May 1974 

(%) (%) (%) (70) (%) (Z) (%) 

Overall 7.0 8.7 -1.7 6.2 7.2 -1.0 0.8 

T.A. 1.7 2.9 -1.2 1.7 1.9 -0.2 - 

Ni 1.7 2.8 -1.1 2.2 2.9 -0.7 -0.5 

N2 2.6 2.2 0.4 1.8 1.8 - 0.8 

Other 1.0 0.8 0.2 0.5 0.6 -0.1 0.5 

S 





N.. 

(P\  

2 
6%) 

Other 
-- 	(7.8%) 

T.A. 
(28.6%) 

May 1973 

111-37 

to Total Non-Response in the 

Toronto Regional Office 

(37.5%) 

Other 
(13.9%) 

N.l 	T.A. 
(23.7%) 	(24.9%) 

N.1 	- 	Ot1er\ 
(32.3%) 	

/ 

T.A. 
(32.6%) 

/ 

Apr I I 174 
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Table 6(b) 

TORONTO REGIONAL OFFICE 

Non-Response Data at 
the Economic Region level 

May, 1974 

Actual Expected 
Expected Contribution to Contribution to 

Economic 
Number 

Non-Response 
Total Total 

Region 
of 

Rate Non-Response at Non-Response at 
Households the R.O. level the R.O. 	level 

(%) (Z) (Z) 

51 456 5.0 4.0 

52 3,053 8.0 49.2 4•]. 

53 1,101 5.5 12.1 15.5 

54 ()14 8.1 10.) L7 

55 643 9.2 11.9 9.1 

56 625 6.4 8.0 

57 593 3.5 4.2 8.4 
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fab1 /(a) 

WINNIPEG REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to to to 

Month Month Year 
1974 Change 1973 Change 

 
Change 

Non-Response 
Component 

Apr. 1974 Apr. 	1973 May 1973 

May April 
to May Ari1 to to 

May 	1974 Nay 	1973 May 1974 

() (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) 

Overall 3.0 2.6 -O.1+ 2.8 2.8 k0.2 

T.A. 1.0 G.8 +0.2 1.1 1.1 - -0.1 

Ni 0.3 0.7 4-0.1 0.7 0.3 -0.1 

N2 0.9 1.0 -0.1 0.9 0.7 F0.2 - 

Other 0.3 0.1 -0.2 0.1 0.2 -0.1 0.2 

-. - 	 - 	 1 -_•_-- 

. 

LL 



~l 

0 
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rcntage Contribution by Each Non-Response UompouenL 

to Total Non-Response in the 

Winnipeg Regional Office 

N.2 
(29.6%) 

Other 

N.l 
	(10.2% 

(27.5%) 

T.A. 
(32.7%) 

. 

N.2 

((27.6%.) 

(36.8%) 

Other(4.6 
 / 

/T.A. 	) 
(31.0%) 	

/ 

N 





59 232 

60 
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I * 1' G 1i1ONAL OFFiCE 

- esponse Data at 
conornic Region level 

May, 1974 

Expected 
Economic 	Number 
Region 	of 

households 

509 	13 

Non-Response 
Rate 

Actual 
Contribution to 

Total 
Non-Response at 
the R.O. level 

Expected 
Contribution to 

Total 
Non-Response at 
the R.O. level 

(7.) 
0.0 

(%) 
0.0 

(7.) 
0.4 

2.2 5.1 7.0 

4.1 45.9 33.1 

3.2 6.1 5.6 

1.3 1.0 2.3 

0.7 1.0 4.1 

0.9 3.1 

2.4 3.1 3.7 

4.0 21.4  

1.8 6.1 10.2 

2.5 7.2 8.4 

M. 
	76 

138 

64 
	

321 

65 
	

123 

70 
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/ 
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hbic b(a) 

EDMONTON REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month Non-Response Rates Month Year 
to --.-- to to - 

Month Month Year 
1974 Change 1973 Changc Change 

Non-Response 
Component 

Apr. 	1974 Apr. 	1973 May 1973 
to to to 

May April May 	1974 May April May 	1973 May 1974 

() (70) () () () () (%) 

Overall 7.3 8.8 -1.5 9.0 10.0 -1.0 -1.7 

T.A. 1.8 2.2 -0.4 2.6 3.8 -1.2 -0.8 

Ni 2.3 2.8 -0.5 3.3 2.6 - 	6.7 -1.0 

N2 2.1 1.8 10.3 13  2.5 -0.2 -0.2 

Other 1.1 2.0 -0.9 0.8 1.1 -0.3 -0.3 

. 





Other 
(8.9%) 

• 	N.2 	/ Other 
(20.9%) 	/ 	(22.7%) 

N.l 	T.A. 
\, (31.9%) 	(24.5%) 

/ 	N.2 

/ N.l 
( (36.7%) 	f 

I 
I 	T.A. 

/ 	(28.6%) 

11 1-47 

Ibution by Each Non-Response Component 

to Total Non-Response in the 

Edmonton Regional Office 

N.2 
(28.1%) 

N.1 
(32.0%) 

Other 
(15.3%) 

T.A. 
(24.6%) 	1 

40 
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Table 8(b) 

. : 

Non-Response Data at 
the Economic Regioil level 

May, 1974 

Actual Expected 
Expected Contribution to Contribution to 

Economic Number Non-Response Total Total 
Region of Rate Non-Response at Non-Response at 

Households the R.O. level the R.O. 	level 

(%) (%) (%) 

72 399 6.8 9.6 10.4 

74 413 6.8 10.0 10.7 

80 146 12.3 6.4 3.8 

81 230 4.3 3.6 h.() 

82 917 6.4 21.() 23.8 

83 237 8.4 7.1 6.2 

84 1,137 6.7 27.0 29.6 

85 15.5 12.8 

86 133 5.3 2.5 
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(Appendix 9) 

VANCOUVER REGIONAL OFFICE 





C 

hi-Si 

T11 

VANCOUVER REGIONAL OFFICE 

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes 
in the Non-Response Rates 

May, 1974 

Non-Response Rates Month 
Non-Response Rates 

Month Year 
- to to to 

1974 
Month 

1973 Month Year 
Change Change Change 

Non- Response 
Component 

Apr. 	1974 Apr. 	1973 1973 

May Apr'l 
to 

Nay 	1974 
April 

to 
M 	1973 

to 
May 	1974 

() (Z) (%) (%) () () (7) 

Overall 9.0 12.2 -3.2 9.6 14.5 4.9 0.6 

T.A. 2.0 2.3 -0.3 2.4 4.4 -2.0 -0.4 

Ni 2.2 3.5 -1.3 3.2 5.5 -2.3 -1.0 

N2 4.1 4.1 - 3.1 3.1 - j-i.fl 

Other 0.7 -1. 0.9 1.5 -06 -0.2 

0 





N.2 
1 	(33.7) 

N.l 
(28.5%) 

/ 	N.2 / 
227) -. 

/
I -  

Other 

( N.l 
(33.3%) 

T.A. 
(24.7%) 

/ 

/ 
/ 

/ 
./' Other 

(19.6%) 
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• 	 ibution by Each Non-Response Component 

rotal Non-Response in the 

.incouver Regional Office 

/ 	N.2 
/1 	

(45.4%) 

\ N 	::) 
(24.4%) 

1()74 

. 
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Table 9(b) 

\ ANCOUVER REGIONAL OFFICE 

Non-Response Data at 
e L &nmic Region level 

'iy, 1974 

Actual Expected 
Expected Contribution to Contribution to 
Number 

Economic 	Non-Response Total Total 
0 

Region 	Rate Non-Response at Non-Response at 
Households the R.O. 	level the R.O. 	level 

(%) (%) (%) 

90 89 13.5 3.3 ,  2.2 

91 156 15.4 6.7 4.0 

92 279 6.5 5.0 7.1 

93 174 12.6 6.2 4.4 

94 2,095 9.4 55.5 53.0 

95 794 7.8 17.4 20.1 

62 1.6 0.3 1.6 

246 6.1 4.2 

98 55 9.1 1.4 1.4 
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t ions 

1. )WtiI1 

A dwelling is a set of living quarters which is structurally separate and 
has a private entrance from outside the building or from a common hall or 
stairway inside the building. The entrance must be one which can be used 
without passing through someone else's living quarters. 

2. Household 

A household refers to any person or group of persons occupying a dwelling. 
A household may consist of a family group with or without servants, lodgers 
etc., or it my consist of a group of unrelated persons sharing a dwelling, 
or even one person living alone. Hotels, motels and institutions may also 
contain one or more households composed of staff members, employees, per-
manent residents or persons who have no usual place of residence elsewhere. 

3. Expected Number of Households 

The expected number of households is defined as the number of households 
(as defined above) in a specified area. It should be noted that dwellings 
classified as a V-types are not included in this count since they contain no 
houschc I 

1.4 
	

4• Non-RtpntIe Rate 

The non-response rate refers to the proportion of the expected number of 
households that were not interviewed due to their unavailability to the 
survey interviewer or to the lack of co-operation on the part of the 
householder. It is the sum of the four components defined below: 

(i) Temporarily absent (T.A.) 

A temporarily absent household refers to a household where 
all the household members are absent for the entire in-
terview week. 

(ii) No one home (Nl) 

A non-interview household is designated as "No one home" 
when after a reasonable number of call backs, there was 
no responsible member available to interview. 

(iii) Refusal (N2) 

A non-Interview household is designated as a "refusal" 
when a responsible member of the household definitely 
refuses to provide the survey information requested. 

0 
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A non-interview household is designated as "other" when 
the non-interview is due to reasons other than those 
specified above. Such non-interviews may be due to no 
Interviewer available, Impassable road conditions, 
death, illness, language problems, interviewers' 
returns lost in the mail, etc. 

5. Economic Region (E.R.) 

Each province in Canada is divided into a number of geographical areas 
called economic regions. An economic region is defined as an area of 
structural homogeneity according to such factors as soil characteristics, 
production and marketing possibilites and commercial and industrial 
potential. 

6. Actual Contribution to Non-Response 

This term is defined as the ratio of the number non-respondent households 
(ie, T.A., Nl, N2, N3-N5) in an economic region (or in a regional office) 
to the number of non-respondent households in the regional office (or in 
Canada). This ratio is expressed as a percentage. 

Lxpected Contribution to Non-Response 

This term is defined as the ratio of the expected number of households 
in an economic region (or in a regional office) to the expected number 
of households in the regional office (or in Canada). This ratio is 
expressed as a percentage. 

. 

S 
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IV- 1 
Comparison of Canadian and American Unemployment Rates 

ay 1973 to May 1974 

Seasonally-adjusted Actual 

Canadian American Canadian American 

1974 - May 5.5 5.2 5.4 4.6 
April 5.3 5.0 6.0 4.8 
March 5.4 5.1 6.4 5.3 
February 5.5 5.2 6.8 5.7 
January 5.5 5.2 6.9 5.6 

1973 - December 5.4 4.8 5.5 4.5 
November 5.5 4.7 5.0 4.5 
October 5.6 4.6 4.6 4.2 
September 5.9 4.7 4.6 4.8 
August 5.4 4.7 4.5 4.7 
July 5.3 4.7 4.8 5.0 
June 5.4 4.8 5.2 5.4 
May 5.4 4.9 5.3 4.3 

Comparison of Canadian and American Unemployment Rates 
by Month, January 1971 to Date 
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IV-2 

Comparison of U'S Unemployed and UIC Claimants Series 
January 1973 to date 

US 

Unemployed 

(000,) 

UIC 

Cleimants 

(000's) 

Ratio 

Claimants 

LFS 

Unemp1oed 

(000's) 

UIC 

Claimants 

(000's) 

Retio 

Claimants 

Unemployed LSiemploved 

December December 512 835 1.63 

November November 468 766 1.59 

October October 429 677 1.58 

September September 421 676 1.61 

August August 433 691 1.60 

July July 461 733 1.59 

June June 503 739 1.47 

Nay 524 May 493 810 1.64 

April 568 960 1.69 April 570 921 1.62 

M&rch 599 984 1.64 March 608 1.003 1.65 

February 635 1,009 1.59 February 655 1,055 1.61 

January 637 981 1.54 January 688 1,056 1.53 

Note: It is difficult to draw any conclusion when comparing the LFS and 
U1C data due to conceptual differences. See Appendix III of the 
April 1973 issue of this report. 

Comparison of Labour Force Unemployed and Unemployment 
Insurance Claimants by Month, January 1971 to Date 
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IV-3 

k 0 	 crnployrnent rate represents the number unemployed as a per cent 
the civilian laboL 	force. 

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

Anerican civilian Labour Force, in the Current Population Survey 
concept, is composed of that portion of the civilian non-instiLutional 
population 16 years of age and over who, during the reference week 
(which contains the 12th day of the month), were employed or unem-
ployed. 

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

UIC 
	

LF unemployed 

- need to have worked at 
least B weeks in past 
year to be eligible 

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

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

- 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 

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

- claimants can work and be 
eligible for total benefit 
if weekly earnings do not 
exceed one quarter of 
weekly rate of benefit; 
work-related income in 
excess of 25% of weekly 

. 	rate is deducted from 
'nefit. 

- no upper age boundaries. 
See activity concept. 

- unemployed cannot have worked 
worked a single hour in reference week 
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