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A. SLIPPAGE

At the Canada level, the estimated slippage rate decreased from 5.07 in May to
4.6% in June. This decrease was mainly attributed to the C.9% increase in the
estimated number of households.

1. - By province: Saskatchewan was the only province exhibiting a negative
% estimated slippage rate in June. From May to June, the estimated slippage rate
decreased in Prince Edward Island, Quebec, Ontario and Alberta and increased in
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba, Saskatchewan and British Columbia. There
- was no month to month change in the estimated slippage rate for Newfoundland.

The largest increase in the estimated slippage rate was noted in Manitoba where

the estimated slippage increased from 1.7% in May to 5.0% in June. This change

was mainly attributed to the decrease in the average size of households (a change
of — 0.0362) and to the 1.7% decrease in the estimated number of households between
May and June.

The month to month increases in the estimated slippage rates in Saskatchewan and
British Columbia were largely due to decreases in the estimated number of house-
holds (a percentage change of — 1.2 and — 0.2 respectively) whereas in Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick, the increases in slippage were mainly due to decreases in the
average size of households (a change of — 0.0138 and — 0.0152 respectively).

The largest decrease in the estimated slippage rate was in Prince Edward Island

witere the estimated slippage rate decreased from 10.97% in May to 8.8% in June,
. This decrease was mainly attributed to the increase in the average size of house-

%w1ds (a change of + 0.0493) and to the 0.77 increase in the estimated number

=% households.

The estimated and adjusted slippage rates and the changes in the average size
of households and in the estimated number of households for each province are
given in the following table:

Percentage Change Change in the Estimated Adjusted
Ll in the Estimated Average Size Slippage Rates Slippage
Number of Households of Households Rates
(May/74 to June/74) (May /74 to June/74) June/74 May/74 June/74
(%) (%) (%)
Canada + 0.9 - 0.0066 4.6 5.0 4.3
- Nfld. =e il - 0.0247 10.9 10.9 10.1
. E 4% + 0.7 + 0.0493 8.8 10.9 10.5
N.S. + 0.4 — 0.0138 10.2 9.8 9.7
- 4Bl + 0.6 — 0.0152 BrH 8.3 8.0
Quebec 3 il — 0.0085 l.6 3.1 L3
Ont. + 1.0 — 0.0067 4,2 4,7 4,0
Man. - 1.7 -~ 0.0362 5110 127 3% 3
Sask. - 1.2 - 0,0018 —ai0, 1 == 185 ¥ —"J0,2
Alta. ot 14 + 0.0041 7.6 8.8 7.8
ks =« (\80 — 10008 B ) W B






2. - B3y Age at the Canada Level: All age groups at the Canada level exhibited
positive estimated slippage rates in June. From May to June, increases in
slippage were noted in the 20-24 age group (an increase of 0.47) and in the

65 and over age group (an increase of 1.27). Each of the remaining three age

groups showed decreases in the estimated slippage rate.

B. MON-RESPONSE

Tha overall non-response rate at the Canada level decreased from 7.07 in May to
6.8% in June. Only the T.A. component showed an increase in its rate. The
remaining three components showed decreases in their rates.

Compared with last year's non-response rate for June (8.47), this year's June
rate was lower. This year's lower rate was mainly due to the lower rates in
the T.A. and Nl components. However, the refusal rate for June 1974 (2,37) was
higher thon Ehai racordad in Juna 1572 1.9,

Witz the edcastion of ‘the Yapcouver Ragional Ofiice, -the actusl contvibabion o
non-response at the Canada level tor each Regional Office was either lower or
anproximately the same as the expected contribution to the total non-response
for Cunada.

For more detailad informatiod concerning non-reaspoase in the June furvey, s3c

Appendix [11 of this report.

. VARIANCE

Av the Canada level a slight increase of .01% to 0.35% was observed for the
coefficient of variation of Employed. Although the estimated level of Unem-
ployment decreased sharply from 524,000 to 469,000 the coefficient of variation
of the estimate of Unemployed still managed to decrease slightly from 2.737 in
May to 2.727% in June. The coefficient of variation of "In Labour Force" remained
constant from the one month to the next.

At the provincial level 5 provinces exhibited increases in the coefficient of
variation of Employed; namely, Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario, Saskatchewan and
British Columbia. This occurred in spite of increases in the levels of employed
in all provinces. There were 4 provinces in which decreases in the coefficients
of variation for Unemployed were observed. They were Quebec, Ontario and

Pt sl OF 1 lslib%a .

The amalysis of subprovincial contributions yielded 7 pairs of PSUs and 1 subunit

in which the actual contribution to the variance of the provincial estimate
Sl Seoantl v axtowded’ tha dasfived contFibution.
Fov addizional information regarding variances of Labour Force estimates for the

June survey, see Appendix L1 of this report,

D. REJECTED DOCUMENTS

The June reject rate at the Canada level for Labour Force items was 10,27, a
giZrease 0 2.208 from the Mayv rate of 12,47,
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At the regional level, all regions had a lower reject rate for the June survey,
with Winnipeg having the largest decrease, going from 16.77% in May to 8.47 in
June.

The total number of rejected documents at the Canada level for June was 7,783 out
ni 76,563 documents in the survey - approximately one in every ten being rejected.

The number of careless errors, which includes Items 1 to 10 (document identifi-
cation) Items 24 and 25 (activity last month) and Item 26 (person interviewed)
decreased by 31%, from 6,835 for May to 4,711 for June,

All regional offices were sent a special summary which indicated the number of
documents rejected because of careless errors (38.17%) and those rejected because
of errors and omissions in items pertaining to Labour Force data (61.97). This
summary appears on page 22.

E. ENUMERATION COSTS

The Enumeration Cost at the Canada level for June was calculated at $2.56, an
increase of 5 cents from $2.51 in May. This increase is due in part to the
new rates paid to the interviewers.

In 6 regions, there were increases in Enumeration Cost ranging from 3 to 24 cents
between May and June. Toronto, Winnipeg, Edmonton and Vancouver had increases

of 18, 10, 13 and 24 cents respectively, all due to the new rates paid to the
interviewers. The other offices will be using these new rates starting with

the July survey. St. John's had a slight increase of 3 cents due to increased
interviewer fees. Ottawa R.0. showed an increase of 19 cents per sample
household between May and June. However, there was a decrease of 12 cents
between April and May. Therefore, it seems that this regional office simply
returned to its normal cost level.

Halifax and Montreal regional offices showed a decrease of 9 and 24 cents
respectively, largely due to a reduction in interviewer fees.
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Bon-Response Rates, Refected Document Rates and Enumeration Cost per Household by Regional Offfice

January 1973 to June 1973 and Januaty 1974 to June 1974

7} 1974 1973
. & I May lApril inu'ch I Feb. I Sant A Tong | May | April IHArch [ Feb. I.un.
Nor-response

(7 1y | S S ‘oo S0k O 13 4 6.8 7.0 8.3 6.4 6.0 6,0 8.4 7.0 7.9 6.8 7.2 7.3
St, John's ....eviieiiiaiaaaan o Chicae ) 5.1 5.2 7.7 1.9 2.0 2.6 5.4 4.5 5.1 3.2 345 3.1
Halifax .....covvuniaanaaanans P 4 6.6 6.9 7.9 6.8 5.9 7.2 8.1 7.6 7.5 6.3 7.0 6.4
Montresl ..... RN R, = % 6.9 8.2 8.7 7.1 7.7 6.4 10.3 7.4 7.4 6.8 7.2 8.2

« LEEWR .o avvsararaaensaonnss B 6,2 7.3 1.4 7.2 6.7 6.3 8.6 5.7 5.6 5.2 6.6 8.2
Toronto ..... il A e B e 7.0 1.0 8.7 7.4 6.0 5.6 6.7 6.2 7.2 7.0 6.6 6.3
BIMRBLPOR  cpoiofoiie «iote e'o e vo o v amiatonas % 3.7 3.0 2.6 2.2 3.0 2.6 3.9 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.9 2.4
EdMONEON . ...cccuruarvrorereansoas . 6.4 1.3 8.8 6.3 5.0 5.7 11.2 9.0 10.0 9.1 1r.0 9.4
WIBHCOUTST, TR R < ok o oe & o ok Mpmpeto ose®) (RUIH 1OSIS 9.0 12,2 8.0 8.4 8.6 11.0 9.6 14.5 10.5 10.2 11.9

Rejected Documents
(Regular labour Force Items)

ST S e e S % 110, 2 12.4 8.4 6.9 6.4 7.1 9.0 8.2 1.6 1.4 6.4 7.3
St. John's ........... e A % 8.4 9.2 13.4 2.4 2.5 5.2 6.3 4.9 5.9 4.1 5.2 5.3
HalifAX (..ovivecnransnvensnnnaans <% 1S 12.3 1.4 6.4 6.6 8.5 9.8 3.0 7.9 8.1 6.4 7.2
MONUERAN R . R B, e e e B 8.9 10.7 7.0 7.4 5.8 6.1 7.8 7.2 6.4 5.9 SER 6.4
Oteawa ......ccc0unee0n b . 8.4 10.1 7.8 5.0 4.4 5.% 7.6 7.0 7.1 7.2 6.1 5.1
Toronto ......... 00850 ot R 51 e/ 14.4 11.9 8.2 8.5 8.0 11.0 9.8 i0.1 10.1 7.1 8.5
Winnlpeg .vocvesnacvocnvans PP, - ” 8.4 16.7 5.2 5.6 4.6 6,1 5.8 65 5.7 6.2 5.5 9.6
Edmonton ..... o el + W ok ey ottt 1, 1 12,0 11.1 7.4 7.4 7.0 9.9 8.1 6.6 6.0 1.4 6.7
Vancouver ..... P =, P 1 % 9.9 11.7 9.3 8.4 7.2 8.0 10,4 9.4 9.0 8.0 7.6 7.8

Enumeration Cost per Household

Canada ............ - o b . 'S 2.56 2,51 2.53 2,38 2,38 2,40 2,20 2.17 1.89 2.17 2,18 2.20
St. John's .......c0iiinenn " S 3.04 j.ol 2.61 2.72 2,75 2.78 2.50 2.59 2.17 2.52 2.47 2.35
Hallfax ......c0000.. A ..l $ 2.32 2.41 2.48 2.32 2.24 2.31 2.02 1.98 1.74 1.95 1.92 1.90
Montreal ..... + « i e ke e e $ 2.45 2.69 2.67 2.43 2.53 2.52 2.30 2.36 2,00 2.37 2.38 2.42
Ottawa ..... ldigen TR Y. M3 oy $ 2.68 2.49 2.61 2.57 2.57 2.66 2,49  2.33 2,05 2.36 2,40 2.20
TOTONEO ..v.vovuanrenarotatoansonns $ .67 2.49 2.43 2.35 2.39 2,42 2,37 2.29 1.98 .27 2.0 2.48
Hinnipeg ooverivrernvenens . $ 2.61 2.51 2,64 .41 2.43 2.42 2,25  2.19 2.07 2,24 2.2 2.22
Bdionton ... .......o.. i $ 2.53 2.40 2.54 2,26 2.21 2.24 1.91 1.78 1.66 1.79 1.91 1.93
I il o ke S 2.58 2.34 2,39 2.26 2.19 2.19 2.01 1.98 1.72 2.00 1,99 1.98

. Month-to-month Change Year -to-year Change

1974 1973 June May April | March
1973 1972 19723 1973
May April | March | Feb. May April | Mavch | Feb. to to to to
to to to to to to to to June May April | March
June May April | March June May April | March 1974 1974 | 1974 1974
on-response

Canada ........ LS TR T R vy % B=0,2 - 1.3 +1.9 +04) +1.6 ~0.9 +1.1 -0.4} -1.6 - + 0.4 -~0.4
St. John's ....... " e e SN S (8 -2.5 +5.8 -~0.1|] +09 -0,6 +1.9 -03]-0.3 +0.7 +2.6 -1.3
Halifax ..... s N pter . % 5 oado: B, 23l ] -1.0 +1.1 +0.9| +0.5 +0.1 41,2 -07] ~-1.5 =~0.7 +0.46 +0.5
Montreal ......... B . Boo 000 il 5 A0 -0,5 +1.6 -—-0.6]| +2.9 ad +0.6 -04) ~23.6 +0.8 +1.3 +0,2]
OLLAWA ..ovevoconvasnsanaane viohor e o % = 165)) - 0.1 +0.1 +0.6]| +2.9 +0,1 + 0.4 =14 - 2.0 +1.6 +1.8 + 2.1
Torento ..... M Jo T BERE T 05 Bl o S b -1,7 +1.3 +1.4] +0.5 -10 +0,2 +0,4)] +0,3 +0.8B + 1,5 + 0.4
L1 (7Y A M ST it TR S SRTA RO . 7 +0.4 +0.4 -0.8]+1.1 - - -0.1|-0.2 +02 -0,2 -0.6
HEmonton . ....eevaes W00 030 50 oM Bo kIl Gt -15 +25 +1.3}!+2.2 -1.0 +0.9 ~-1.9|-4.8 ~-1.7 ~-1.2 ~-2.,8
VERCHUVET . .i.veaee . o .o X+ 1.5 - 3.2 + 4.2 -—0.4 + 1.6 -—-4.,9 + 4,0 + 0.3 - 0.5 - 0.6 - 2.3 - 2.5

* Rejected Documents
(Negular Labour Force Items)
(5 T RPIEE S oo P o3 PR | +40 +1.5 +05)| +0.8 +0.6 +0.2 +1.0| +1.2 +4.,2 +0.8 -0.5
N R TohnSIRNA L . . oiuiohe o ais ke veeosssess ® |~ 0.8 +5.8 +1.0 -0.1]+1.4 -1.0 +1.8 -1.1] +2.1 +43 -28%5 ~1.7
= VUL A A ST Sl P8 . . % |- 0.8 +4.9 +1.0 -0.21+0.8 +1.1 -0.2 +1.70 +1.7 +3.3 =05 -1.7
HORSGO Al | R s ¢ioid 3h deie e de e 0 o s % 1= LB +3.7 —-04 +1.6[ +0.6 +0.8 +0.5 +0.6| + 1.1 + 3)% + 0.6 + 1.5
RO b L a a) L Boo 50, BN LW +2.3 +2.8 +0,6} +0.6 -0,1 -0.1 +1.1| +0.B +3.1 +0,7 -=2.2
TSR CoRy, & feres - ot e i o S0 e (| ) ) +2.5 +3.7 ~03| +1.2 -~0.3 - +3.0] +0.7 +46 +1.8 -1.9
Wirnipeg oocvvieieian. RN A % ]-8.3 #11.5 -04 +1,0)] -0.7 +0.B —-0.5 +0.7| +2.6 +10.2 -0.5 -20.6
Edsonton ... .ecvvieainen veesesaaas % |- 0.9 +0.9 + 3.7 = # 1.8 =415 +7006 - 1,68 4 1.2  F3.9 o+ 4050+ Tlnk
REBUVCE = T « i sios « ofre s apet S % {~ 1.8 +2.4 409 +1.2| +1.0 +04 +1.0 +046| —-0.5 +2,3 +0.3 +0.4
Enumeration Cost per Houschold

Conade .,...... g o ... .« 5[+0,05 -—-0.02 +0.i5 - +0.03 +0.,28 —0,28 ~0,01] +#06.36 +0.34 + 0,64 + 0,21
G A IS s o e ne s . $ 14003 . +0.40 -0.11 -0.03 -0.09 +0.42 —0.35 +0.05| + 0.5 + 0.42 + 0.446 + 0.20
Hallfae PR e a e $1-0.09 -0.07 +0.16 + 0.08] +0.04 + 0.26 - 0.21 +0.03] +0.30 +0.43 + 0.76 + 0.37

IMETERL ..o veernteriiiaiinnnneess $1-0.24 +0.02 + 024 ~0,10] ~0,06 +0.36 —0.37 —0.01] +0.15 + 0.33 + 0.67 + 0.06
Fdwe .. .. ......, o veveveais $ 140,19 —-0.12 + 0,04 - +0.,16 + 0,28 - 0.31 —0.04f + 0.19 + 0.16 + 0.56 + 0.21
TOhEmeL ... . eiiniiiiiiiieiieren.s $ (40,18 +0,06 + 0.08 - 0.04] + 0.08 +0.31 -0.29 ~-0,04f +0.30 +0.20 + 0,45 + 0,08
"f""ﬂ*h‘-"& { S T LR ceevss $ 140,10 ~0.,13 +0.22 -0.02] + 0,06 +0.12 - 0.17 4 0.03] +0.36 + 0.32 + 0.57 + 0.17
Edronton ........ ot SPEE < A cevess $ f40.13 - 0.14 +0.28 4+ 0.05 +0.13 +0.12 —0.13 — 0,12 + 0.62 + 0.62 + 0.88 + 0.47
Vantouyer, .. .. 0h e . .. 0. .0 sevev. § )4 0,26 -0.05 +0.i13 40,07 +0.03 +0,26 —0.28 +0.01] +0.57 +0.26 + 0.67 + 0.26

NOTE: Slippage rates have been deleted temporarily from this table s historical rates are not yet available

Rowever, o table 13 given on next paze giving slippage rates

on the revised basis,
for Mav and hine 19724 calerectatad am aceol ar - o .






May and June 1974

Slippage Rates{1), Canada by Age and Provincial Totals
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(1) The Above Rates are Calculated on Population Projections Based on 1971 Census.






Non-response Rates, Enumeration Cost and Rejected Documents by Regional Office

June 1974
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Nonrespons: Rates, by Component
June 1974
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Employed and Unemployed

Canada and the Provinces

v

Binomial Factors for the Labour Force

June 1974

" Labour Force

et I |

=

W/

//A

"\

B.C.

Sask.

P.E.Il N.S. N.B. Que. Ont.

Nfid.

— 4

Employed

-- Canada - --{

- =

e = = == ——

b o = o

=

P.E.I. N.S. N.B. Que. Ont. Man. Sask. Alta, B.C.

Nfid.

Unemployed

e

5







L Al =

Slippage by Age Group at the Canada Level
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Slippage by Province
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St. John's Regional Office

Y Total non-response
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Halifax Regional Office
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Ottawa negional Office
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Winnipeg Regional Office
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Non-Response Rates by Component, Canada and the Regional Offices
May and June 1972, 1973 and 1974

1974 1973 1972
June May June May June May
Total
(Vs 7 0 o IR IR - Mo 6.8 7.0 8.4 7.0 9.4 10.5
SERSRIBIMIEUSINN, Sos o oo o oloia ofars 5.1 5.2 5.4 4.5 8.6 9.4
HANMMEAR ™ haia o o o o oioio oio shefolamo s 6.6 6.9 8.1 7.6 11.9 10.5
Montreal .....vec0va000canas 6.9 8.2 10.3 7.4 8.6 9.1
B, e Al D2 7:37 b 8.6 5.7 7.1 aet
BaEenco. . 8. 00N, B SR 7.0 7.0 6.7 6.2 9.7 11.8
Winnipeg ...ccaveeseiconnacs 3% 3.0 3.9 2.8 6.3 8.2
Edmenkon Bl Pt o cndea.d 6.4 7E3 11.2 9.0 8.9 10.8
VANCOUVELr .ccovsnasascoceancs 10.5 9.0 11.0 9.6 11.1 132
Temporarily Absent
CATNELATIN, . S aare Bl ™ olislse o Toge ¥o 2.0 ) ) 3.3 1.8 2/85 2.3
S ETORN 18] Siale e s 0t s are ¢ 1018 1.2 1.0 2.5 1.3 3.9 2.9
HEIPSEAC . o10 o onovere o o o srehons s s o ok 2.0 1.4 2.4 1.8 2.3 2l
Montreal ....ccocovevevensas 2.1 1.0 4.6 1.8 2.4 1.8
OttaAWA ..ccvsvoccrncesrannsns 2‘1 1-7 3.3 1-1 200 2.4
RORONED" os 5 oroistae slsie e » v [5ia o ole 2.2 1% 2.9 .7 2.0 2.2
WEDRIPER o0 ake oo ovsl o o ois 0 o0 oae 1.5 1.0 1.8 1.0 1.8 1.9
EOMOTIECOTNu5s eis.dges o als e Hagala ol o 1.9 1.8 4.3 2.6 3.0 2.6
VANCOUVEL «osesvsososacssacss 2.7 2.0 3.6 2.4 3.1 3.0
No one home
GATRAR) o Slife e oz o ey sishe olefil e o o oo o 1.8 1.9 2.7 2.5 2,7 4.1
St. John.s et cnsesssses O l.l 1.3 1.7 2.2 2.“ 3-7
HEUSISEADE S, o4s) ois oo o oo sTe)aRalel« 1.7 2,2 3.0 2,5 2.5 4,5
MORERAN, MRl 5, | L L e olote 1.9 2.0 3.3 2.7 3.0 3.6
OGEARAR, , RV, 0 N, . L 2.1 3.0 3.5 1.7 2.4 3.5
RO ROMCON S T (N i . o oo o o Shole*Shele 1.6 1.7 1.8 2% 2 2.9 5.0
Winnipeg «ssescvsvocesesaacea 0.9 0.8 1.0 0.7 1.3 2.4
HAMONIEGRLE o¥e. 515 1.6 » eoteno s o o shofaks 2.4 2.3 3.4 3.3 2.9 4,1
VBLGEOUVEE o Tl e o aiec v s e ohofe 2.3 2.2 3.4 3.2 3.6 4,7
Refusals
CANATRY 4 Rate o oo o 1 0fe o ot Masile ae 23 2.4 1.9 2.0 2.6 2.9
SEMRIOHDY'S M. oicicre obllle o b oln Ko o 1.3 1.2 1.0 1.0 l1.4 1.4
HBMEISEA L %, BT o Fejaiole o127 a¥ol 2,3 2.2 2.1 2% 2.8 2.5
MERERe Ml ., . 57 o oo eage ¢ snsks ol 2.2 2.6 1.8 2.0 2.6 2.9
() o W N TR A B 1.7 2.0 L5 2,0 2.4 23
FRORODEORINY » o o 5a s oVeiela elerhdpelars 255 2.6 1.6 1.8 2.5 3.2
Winnipeg ..veoreacescscoonns 1.2 0.9 0.8 0.9 2.7 3.0
ABONEONI 1. «1s bate 1o 3075 5.0 0 ¢ 1.8 2.1 2.3 253 2,5 2.7
WVANCOUMO: % eia o suone o s ofaisiofs oiole s 4.1 4,1 3.3 3.1 3.4 3.6
Other
Ganada k. .z e el desrsiadilon « v 0.7 1.2 0.5 0.7 1.6 1.2
SSRIchnl sPl. 0 L. b0 BN [ 1.7 0.2 0.0 0.9 1.4
Halbabs o v, . s T 0.6 U [ 0.6 1.1 f 4.1 1.4
MoREReRIN" 5. JB e < o o e P . - 0,7 2.6 0.6 0.9 0.6 0.8
OEEAWA, S, TN ot Neiitoneks et it h 0.3 0.6 0.3 0.9 0.3 0.5
RORARIEON S ¥ ke o) ¢ shooone's SlehoNihoress 0.7 1.0 0.4 0.5 2.3 1.4
WITRHIPERuaie o sfais o « & Jaagons) o) agebe 0.1 0.3 0.3 0,1 0.5 0.9
EAMOTEOTE o o o ol afs| 2 axe 2 e o o oo 3 0.3 1.1 12 0.8 0.5 1.4
VADNCOUVEE W5 « - ¢ Ve o challs sut cxonerki 1.4 0.7 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.9







STATISTICS CANADA — STATISTIQUE CANADA

, PIELD DIVISION — DIVISION DES OTERATIONS RECTONALES LFS T4
3 SURVEY No. 288
LABOUR FORCE SURVEY  ANALYSIS OF REZJECTED DOCUMENTS ENQUETE %
' ENQUETE SUR LA MAIN-D'OEUVRE AWALYSE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES . -
une 1974 juin
CANADA | ST.JOHN'S | HALIFAX | MONTREAL | OTTAWA TORONTO | WINNIPEG | EDMONTON | VANCOUVER
e .
MOTAL DOCUMENTS RECEIVED g S
0%AL DES_DACITIENTS REGUS 76,563 | 4,200 | 13,271 | 14,889 4,774 | 15.821 | 7.205 | 8,440 7,963
. 5GUR FORCE ITENMS
ARTICLED D
BRIECRED DoCUrElTS 7,783 351 1,525 1,322 401 | 1,854 607 937 786
T Or T0VAL DICUKENTS ’ :
:-M’rrrzr:s':'r;.na DZ_TOLS TES DOCUMENTS 10.2 8.4 =1k 5 8.9 8.4 1.7 8.4 1] 9.0 &
;
r:f:fﬁ g;‘“k&?rg’*g’giﬂmm 4,711 120 912 910 166 | 1,228 387 685 303
STl DOCULRNT
218 oGl e .062 .029 .069 .061 .035 .078 .054 081 038
PER REGECTFR DOCUMENT,
S0YENE PA s £ .
Lo et 605 342 .598 688 414 | .662 638 731 386
Les ngfnmgNTIFICATIon ﬁ 2,358 42 448 419 85 546 209 422 187
o e .031 .010 .034 .028 018 035 029 050 024
2. PIR REGSCiED DOCUNEN
YOYENNE PAR DOCUMENT REJETE .303 120 .294 &7 .212 .294 .344 .450 .238
ChLE sur of errers for itexs on the LFS document.

"CANELESS EARON: surn
FAUTE ATTEAT IO
071380 £ 3T

tulzl des =rTeurs aux Ar-tizies

to 10 and 24, 25, and b
. 1-10 2t .ﬂl‘

e Ja

e -"

daeument IFE.







7’
SOMMATRE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES DE JUIN

' JUNE REJECTS - SUMMARY
o~
o~
Lanada St-John Halifax | Montreal | Ottawa Toronto | Winnipeg Edmonton |Vancouver
Total Documents received :
Total des documents regus 76,563 4200 13271 19889 4774 15,821 7205 8440 7963
Total Documents Rejected ] '
Fotal des dozxuments rejetés 7783 351 1525 1322 401 1854 607 937 786
% Total Documents Received
¥ de tous les documents regus 10.2 8.4 11.5 8.9 8.4 11.7 8.4 11.1 9.9
R e L oo L T e o : R TR B
. o1 ogypnge telected for |
0. Bociments rejetés pour -
s d'inattention 2977 89 565 554 116 828 266 369 190
Total Documents received ' ; '
de tous les documents regus 3.89 2.12 4.26 3572 2.43 5.28 3.69 4.37 2.39
¥o, . of Doi gejs ted for errors \
i 1 £5396°°C
0. Egméocuments rejetés a cause
¢ onpauns-au-pos teseil-2335- 4806 262 960 768 285 1026 341 568 596 _
Total Documents received
de tous oo couments regus 6.28 6.24 7.28 5.16 5.97 6.49 4.73 6.73 7.48

% Exclude rejects for items 24 & 25

' Exelus les documents rejetés d cause d'erreurs awr postes 24 & 25.
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Enumeration Cost pec Houschold by Regional Office, S,R.U, and N,S.R,U.

January to June, 1973 and 1974

1974 1973
June l May l Apru[ March 1 Feb. ] Jan. June I May 1 April | March Feb. 1 Jan.
11 sreas

R o Lt o A S e P N 2,56 2.51 2.53 2.38 2.38 2,40 2.20 2.17 1.89 2.17 2.18 2,20
B JOUTIAST % «imbesers otore ofoue. sigl]e = SYepgitot S 3.04 3.o1 2.6t 2.72 2,75 2.78 2.50 2.59 2.17 2.52 2.47 2.35
Halifax ....cooovnee 000000 F b -~ 3 2.32 2.41 2.48 2.32 2.24 2.31 2.02 1.98 1.74 1.95 1.92 1.90
MONELERL ..ouvecrrassocrosassostocaans 9 2.45 2.69 2.67 2.43 2.53 2.52 2.30 2.36 2.00 2.37 2.38 2.42
OHERVAR - T Spiolie % o - o olslomiim oo STt e S 2.68 2.49 2,61 2.57 2.57 2.66 2.49 2.33 2.05 2.36 2,40 2.20
TOLONLO .oveevorrcosaronse ol B SO0 I 2.67 2.49 2.43 2.35 2.39 2.42 2.7 2.29 1.98 02,27 2.31 2.48
ARTIIpeg. T, . i o o ofoid e oo 0 Worthhl, BERHS § 2.61 2.51 2.64 2.41 2.43 2,42 2.25 2.19 2.07 2.24 2.21 2.22
Edmonton ......ecicvecene Y. . .. 561 2.53 2.40 2,54 2.26 2.21 2.24 1.91 1.78 1.66 1.79 1.91 1.93
ANCOULEE. o« BPRLH. L s wovorcanle « R - N0 2.58 2.34 2,39 2.26 2.19 2.19 2.01 1.98 1.72 2.00 1.99 1.98

8.R,U.

Canada ........ R et e L . $ 2.17 2.16 2,34 2,09 2.14 2,14 2.06 2.04 1.78 2.04 2,06 2.14
St. JOhn'e .....veevvecrvovrvenaicncans $ 2.38 2.35 2.5 2.27 2.28 2.27 2820 2.36 2.13 2.18 2.13 2.14
Ratifax ...... 0o TE0EST At T $ 1.94 2.10 2,20 2,10 2.17 2,11 1.80 1.80 1.55 1.68 1.62 1.71
Montreal ....... Koo '8 oo TigaResrs o o Rore NN 1.92 2,17 2.41 2,09 2,25 2.25 2.13 2.3 1.86 2.32 2.34 2.33
OETBUE | . EIE- 5000 o o o5 srore o agosoBiolole s oTake o 0 o 9 2.34 2.29 2.44 2.39 2,43 2,51 2.36 2.24 1.98 2.32 2M38 2.20
Toronto ....... Q00D o 50, o e Tl 2,47 2.33 2.39 2,24 2,28 2.31 2.31 2.2 1.92 2.19 2.23 2539
BHINGIBOREY - Fyrore Bete o o ok's s » 7o thes0 sidtage /e 0G 21 2.19 2.43 2,01 2.05 2.02 1.94 1.94 1.90 2.04 1.93 2,05
EdmONtON .cuconerscocasrsrooncnanenns g5 1.86 1.68 2.10 1.63 1.56 1.56 1.55 1.44 1.39 1.43 1.61 1.68
VANCOUVEL .cocoenanurs B Tyt OB e O TS 2.26 2,03 2.26 2.04 1.99 1.97 1.92 1.94 1.65 1.90 1.89 2,01

BS.R.V,

Canada .........  v0 o800 o ot ol 3 o o MG $ 3.05 2.97 2.78 2.75 2.70 2.75 2,40 2,32 2.04 2.31 2.3 2.29
St., John's ...... A fr T T L $ 3.28 3.25 2.64 2.89 2.92 2,95 2.60 2.67 2.18 2.64 2.59 2.43
T T R R T (IR 5 PR S O R 2.56 2,61 2.65 2.46 2.30 2,45 2.16 2.10 1.85 2,12 2.12 2.02
R AR L PPN, . o 5iane s leile Aepe TR 3.38 3.64 3.13 3.07 3.06 3.00 2.64 2.61 2.28 2,46 2.47 2.60
AYCAWA .ooovrireosssaorovsarosssnsarns $ 3.27 2.85 2.91 2.89 2.81 2,89 2.72 2,46 2.16 2.41 251 2.19
BEE it or R R AL e, LA . $ 3.18 2.89 2.55 2,67 2.70 2.69 2.54 2.55 2,14 2.47 2.52 2.74
IARCE g - e R A e o e $ 2.99 2.80 2.83 2.80 2.79 2.81 2.52 2.41 2,22 2.42 2.45 2.38
RS N S R R P $ 3.17 3.11 2.99 2,91 2.89 2.96 2.26 2.09 1.93 2.14 2.18 2.17
o R N T IS D U 3.08 2,79 2.57 2.60 2.52 2.52 2.15 2.03 1.84 2.17 2.15 1.95

Month-to-month Change Year-to-year Change
1974 1973 June May April | March
1973 1973 1973 1973
May April | March Feb, May April | March Feb. to to to to
to to to to to to to to June May April | March
June May April | March | June May April | March | 1974 1974 1974 1974
All aress

(C e e e R e WO AR WRE o TR +0.05 ~0.02 +0.15 —-|+0.03 +0.28 ~0.28 ~0.01] +0.36 + 0.3 4+ 0,64 + 0.21
S John st ZoRNNEEE: o e . Y Y +0.03 +0.40 —-0.11 -~ 0.03]—0.09 + 0.42 —0.35 +0.051 + 0.54 + 0.42 + 0.44 + 0.20
Ra)i{fax ....... oy o=, & Je 4505000 oot ABNMES - 0.09 =0.07 +0.16 +0.08/+0.04 +0.24 —-0.21 +0.03 | +0.30 +0.43 +0.74 +0.37
Montresl ...... W Vg - AR TS -~ 0.26 +0.02 4+0.246 —0,10/-0.06 +0.36 ~ 0,37 ~0.01 [ +0.15 +0.33 + 0.67 + 0.06
Oticawal . ... . S8R ¥ . o 0 DL STl 102190 —LOS)2pe+N004 —]+0.16 +0.28 —-0.31 —~0.04 ] +0.19 + 0.16 4+ 0.56 + 0.21
Toronto ......cevvivnnvenene B e B +4 18 +0.06 +0,08 —0.0414+0.08 + 0.31 —~0.29 - 0.04 | + 0,30 + 0.20 + 0.45 + 0.08
IANGLPEE. Sereovte s 7o efoleronye - o s e « oo . +0.10 -0.13 +0.23 - 0,02+ 0.06 4 0.12 —~0.17 +0.0) | +0.36 + 0.32 + 0.57 + 0.17
Edmonton .... +0.13 -~ 0,14 +0.28 - 0.05/+0.,13 +0.12 ~0.13 ~0.12| +0.62 +0.62 + 0.88 + 0.47
VANCOUVEY ...uav.. +0.24 ~0.05 4+0.13 +0,07/+ 0,03 +0.26 —0.28 +0.01 | +0.57 + 0.36 + 0.67 + 0.26

Cennda ..... Sl AW . . b S g b booc L) +0.01 -0.18 +0.25 - 0,054+ 0,02 +0.26 —0.26 —0.02 | +0.11 + 0,12 4+ 0.5 + 0.05
St. John's .... oot o k) +0,03 ~0.19 +0.27 - 0.01|-0.09 +0.23 - 0.05 +0.05]| +#0.11 =~ 0.01 + 0.41 +0.09
HEl i@, v, e A 8. a0 P ., AU Y - 0.16 -~ 0.10 +0.10 -~ 0.07 ~ 4+0.25 ~0.13 +0.06 | +40.14 + 0.30 + 0.65 + 0.42
Mot ea il v S PERE L. e $ S aetere [ TeReRay I -~ 0.25 -~ 0.24 4+ 0.32 - 0.16/-0.10 + 0.37 - 0.46 —0.02 | - 0.21 - 0,06 + 0.55 = 0.23
Ottawva .. ......... o O ST R SRR ) +0.05 ~0.15 +0.05 ~0.04/+0.12 +0.26 —0.34 - 0.01 | —0.02Z +0.05 + 0.46 + 0.07
TOrOnEO .euvcosvnoreanocosossssnscncses $ +0.14 - 0,06 +0.15 —0.04/+0.11 +0.28 - 0,27 ~0.04 | +0.16 + 0.13 + 0.47 + 0.0%
Vaanipeg seeeecann be o o0 Soaollo B o h ST - =0,24 40,42 -0.04 - 40,06 -0.14 +0.11 [ +0.25 + 0.25 + 0,53 - 0.03
Edmonton ........... KA S Ot o0 400, +0.18 ~0,42 4 0.47 +0.07(+ 0.11 +0.05 —0.04 —0.18 | +0.31 + 0.26 + 0.71 +0.,20
(7 8, 0T R i N oo T80 &) +0,23 —-0.23 +0.22 +0.05j~0.02 +0.29 —0.25 +0.01 | +0.34 + 0.09 + 0.6l + 0.14

L 5.R, U,

annila i wah.11.. SHE AR - o o oo ddkd & 40,08 +0,19 +0,03 +0.05/4+0.08 +0.28 —0.27 —~0.02 | +0.65_ +0.65 + 0.74 + 0.44
u.-.l P e L e, S +0.03 +0,61 —-0.25 —0.07]—-0.07 + 0,49 - 0.46 + 0.05 | +0.68 + 0.58 + 0.46 + 0,2}
. R i Ee B IR Wigss Mo .. .50y —0.05 ~0.04 4+0.19 +0.16{+ 0.06 + 0.25 - 0.27 - + 0.40 40.51 + 0.80 + 0.34
WRrcal, . LA M e les § - 0.26 +0.51 +0.06 + 0.01|+0.03 +0.33 —0.18 ~0,01 | +0.74 + 1.03 + 0.85 + 0.61
Tty s R S8 TS e B +0.42 ~0.06 + 0,02 +0.08/+0.26 + 0,30 —0.25 —0.10 | +0.55 +0.39 + 0.75 + 0.48
Toronto ..e...vcvevurnun o1 ofe silarerXeTietoletalty +0.29 +0.346 =0.12 ~0.03|-0.01 +0.41 —0.33 — 0.05| +0.64 +0.34 + 0.41 + 0.20
WHDNIPeg .. .. Sl i .. Bodo oo o, +0.19 ~0.03 +0.03 +0.0l{+0.11 +0.19 —0.20 —0.03 | + 0.47 4+ 0.3%9 4 0.61 + 0.38
Edmontonie,. ... cB STl . sesecss +0.06 +0.12 4+0.08 +0.02(+0.17 +0.16 —-0,21 —0.04 | +0.91-+4 1.02 +1.06 +0.77
VaNCOUVEr ,.u.i.vvnererivnreviconseres $ +0.29 +0.22 ~ 0.0 +0.08{+0.12 +0.19 ~0.33 +0.02| +0.93 +0.76 + 0.73 + 0.43
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DEFINITIONS

RLAERD 0L IRCTION i

Slippage - population slippage is defined as the percentage dif-
ference between the Census population projection, PP (preliminary
projections based on_ the 1971 Census) for a given month and the
population estimate Pp derived from the Labour Force Survey sample
for the same month. It is given by

A
Pp - Pp . 100

Pp

RELATED TO SECTION 1B

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

XELATED TO SECTION 1C {

Variance - There is a certain amount of error present in any estimate
obtained from a sample, (due to the lack of complete information about the
population). The average of the estimates, obtained from the various
possible samples, is called the expected value of the eetimate, If

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 sampling variance is called the
standard deviation. The coefficient of variation of an estimate is
defined to be the standard deviation of the estimate divided by the
estimate times 100 to convert to a percentage. If the expected value
of an estimate is not equal to the true population value then the
estimate is said to be biagsed. Among the causes of this bias are
non-response, slippage and processing errors. The square of the
difference between an estimate and the true population 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 the characteristic being considered. For these reasons the variance
estimates should be standardized; the binomial factor is one such
standardization. The binomial factor is defined to be the ratio of"
the variance estimate to an estimate of what the variance would be

if a similar sample has been obtained through a simple random sampling
psrocedure. The binomial factor measures the behaviour of the sample

¢nusign relative to a simple random sample as far as the characteristic
!s concerned,







Al RO SRCTION 12 "

Percentage 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,

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 lE

i

inumeration Cost per Household - The per household costs are

calculated using the total number of households sampled for

the survey in relation to the cost incurred to do the interviewing,
in terms of fees paid to the interviewer (hourly rated employee)

and the interviewer expenses to cover the assigmuent (nileape. etc).

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

information, for the LF survey and for supplementary questions added

= outtlicy inT Se S ey K5 WHlE | JurERe eec .






Variances in the Labour Force Survey

Introduction

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 possible 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
eof 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
symbols given in the monthly publications (The Labour Force: Catalogue
71-001). Due to time deadlines for the release of these publications
the lettered symbols are based on the average of the monthly coefficients
of varfation 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 indication of the reliability 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 varlation and 2) the seasonal
effects which are not reflected in the published lettered symbols.

Example: For an estimate of 175,000 with a coefficient 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 make it difficult to determine from the calculations alone if
the variances are high considering the sample design or the frequency
of the characteristic even if they are high for purposes of aralysis.
deuaise coarfloTents of wiarigtlionh decroasa wlkh increazes In the






population, the sanpie size and the Treqguency ot the characterisilic,
the calculated variances should be compared with some standard values.

Assuming a similar number of persons were drawn at random
in each province one such standard value is the corresponding random
sample 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 limitations 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.

Definitions

' 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, coding errors).

Standard ceviation: The square root of the sampling variance.

Coefficient of variation: The standard deviation expressed

as a percent of the estimate of a quantity, sometimes termed percent
standard deviation.

Confidence intervals: The intervals in which the unknown value
of the population to be estimated from a sample may be expected to lie a
given percent of the time (commonly 95% of the time).
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Binomial Factor desige offact; . . The ratlo oFf tha car! -
ance oF & «tatistic as estimated from the sample considering the
sample design compared with the variance of a statistic obtained
in a simple random sample of the same size.

i Reliability: Not really a statistical term but referring in
general to the standard 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: Estimates, Their €oefficients of Variation and Thelr Binomial
Factors for Canada and by Province for June, 1974

Empioyed Unemployed In Labour Force
Population
Estimate Estimate Cc.v. Symbo | B.F.|Estimate C.V. Symbol B.F., |Estimate C.V. Symbol) B.F.
. chnada 16,533 9,399 0.35 A 1.16] 469 2.72 ° 1.60 9,868 0.30 A 1.0l
Nfld. 379 157 2.27 c .80 30 8.65 E 3.32 187 1.5) c 1.10
P.E.I. 82 45 4.06 0 2.46 2 37.81 J 3.38 7 2.72 0 1.2%
N.S. 568 291 .14 (4 1.03 16 9.07 E 1.75 308 1.00 8 0.89
N.B. 476 237 1.58 (e 1.61 17 11.99 F 3.58 254 1.33 (% 1.3)
Que. 4,604 2,480 0.78 8 1.22 165 4,76 1.50 2,645 0.65 8 0.97
Ont. 6,038 3,620 0.59 8 1.14 148 .39 E 1.61 3,768 0.53 A 1.03
Man. 721 425 1.07 c 0.71 12 1.4 F 0.94% 438 1.13 (d 0.85
Sask. 655 369 1.54 G 1.36 6 19.61 6 1.45 375 1.55 G 1.43
Alta. 1,214 760 1.07 c 1.41 16 12.67 F 1.46 776 0.97 ) 1.23
8.C. 1,77k 1,014 0.86 8 0.92 57 7.05 € 1.55 1,001 0.77 8 0.83
C.V. = Coefficient of Variatlon
8.F. =~ @8inomlal Factor
R L TN TR - . Percent of Estimates at
Alphabetic Symbol One Standard Deviation
A 0.0 - 0.5%
B 0.6 - 1.0%
iy W oo 2.5
. f) 276p 175 0%
L 5.1 - 10.0%
F 10.1 - 16.5%
a 16.6 - 25.0%
H 25.1 - 33.3%
J 33.4 - 50.0%
K 50.1 +







Analysis OF Sub-rrovincial contribucicns LG Lhe vdal farnce

On the basis of the binomial factor corresponding to the
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 indicate 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 variance contributed is excessively
large relative to a desired portion based on the population and sampling
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
imply the contribution by the pair of PSUs or subunit expressed as
« 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 1 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.






Adjusted Binomial Factors

‘he binomial factor or the ratio of the variance of a Labour
¥orce estimate to the variance of this estimate if similar results
had been obtained from a simple random sample is a measure of the
quality of the variances of Labour Force estimates. For those
estimates where the binomial factor is large, either absolutely or
relative to previous months, a detailed study of the subprovincial
contributions to the variance is carried out. This analysis
essentially separates the subprovincial areas into two groups:

1) Those strata and subunits which contributed significantly
in excess of the desired contribution by the area.
and 2) Those 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
have been if the strata or subunits in (1) contributed more or less
the desired contribution, based on the estimated population. The
adjustment which is proposed and which is being tried out for
analysis is as follows:

(1) The variance remains unchanged in (2)

(ii) The variance is reduced in (1) and the combined variance
in (1) and (2) is reduced so that the contribution in (1) and (2)
are in direct proportion to weighted sample takes.

A more detailed write-up and algebraic development is to be
presented in an LFSP series report.

The adjusted binomial factor reduces the binomial factor to a
value 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 binomial factor has approximately
the same value as previous binomial factors in which a subprovincial
analysis was not deemed necessary, then the subprovincial areas
identified in (1) were the cause of the high variance. If the adjusted
binomial factor is still in excess of previous binomial factors then
the subprovincial areas identified in (1) although part of the cause .
of the high variance were not the only causes of a high variance; other
causes might be a general clustering of the characteristic throughout
the whole province, gradual deterioration of the stratification or
other reasons. These binomial factors do possess a sampling variance
and this results in rigorous interpretatlions of these binomial factors
being impossible to make.

In the quality report variance,write-up, the adjusted binomial
factors will be calculated to determine whether or not the subprovincial
areas identified appear to be the main cause for the high variance.
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in Newfoundland the binomial factor of Unemployed increased
from 2.93 for the May Survey to 3.32 for the June Survey. Upon examina-
of the subprovincial contributions to the estimated variance of the
provincial estimate of Unemployed 3 pairs of PSUs were identified in
which the actual contribution to the variance exceeded the desired
contribution by the pair of PSUs.

Table 2a) Actual vs Desired Contributions to the Variance of Unemployed
in Newfoundland by PSUs and Subunits

Percentage of Desired
the Variance Percentage
Ildentification Location Contributed Contribution
00021 & 00022 Along the south coast of 8.9 27
Nfld. from Port-aux-Basques
east
GRGOE & 03006 In the central portion of 7.0 2.0
Nfld. extending east to the
Atlantic
0402% & 04025 Along the western coast of N 2.0
Nfld.
All other PSUs 52 32 93.3

and Subunits

The adjusted binomial factor for this estimate is 1.86. Since
this falls within an acceptable range considering the binomial factors
for previous surveys +he conclusion can be made that the above sub-
provincial areas were indeed the cause of the high variance estimate
for the estimate of Unemployed in Newfoundland.

In the province of Prince Edward Island the binomial factor
corresponding to the estimate of Employed at 2.46 indicates that an
analysis of the subprovincial contributions to the variance should be
undertaken. This resulted in identifying one subunit in which the
actual contribution was excessively large.
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Employed in Prince Edward Island by PSUs and Subunits

and Subunits

Percentage of the |Desired
PSUs or Subunits Variance Percentage
fdentitication Location Contributed Contribution
10101 Charlottetown 90.7 20.1
All other PSUs - 9.3 79.3

The adjusted binomial factor of 0.29 for the estimate of
indicates that there has been some over-compensation

Employed in P.E.!|.

for the excessive contribution in subunit 10101%.

binomial factor is commonly less than 1 for monthly surveys.

The corresponding

Alsoc in Prince Edward Island the binomial factor for the
The subunit 10101 was

estimate of Unemployed increased to 3.38.

Lt tied &3

Table 2c)

telng resnonslbls fFar this high factor.

Actual vs Desired Contributions to the Variance of

Unemployed in Prince Edward Island by PSUs and Subunits

PSUs or Subunits

Percentage of the
Variance

Desired
Percentage

and Subunits

Identification Location Contributed Contribution
10101 Charlottetown 76.9 20.1
All other PSUs = 23.1 79.9

The adjusted binomial factor for the estimate of Unemployed
This implies that the subunit 10101 is the cause of
the high variance for the estimate of Unemployed in Prince Edward Island.

in P.E.I. is 1.02.
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In tne provincee of New Brunswick the binomiar factor for
the estimate of Unemployed increased from 1.20 in May to 3.58 in June.
The subprovincial analysis of contributions to the variance of the
provincial estimate yielded the following table.

Table 2d) Actual vs Desired Contributions to the Variance of
Unemployed in New Brunswick by PSUs and Subunits

PSUSBr  Sibilli e Percent?ge of Desired
the Variance Percentage

Identification Location (*) Contributed Contribution
33003 & 33005 This stratum is the piece 14.5 3.4

of land and islands that

jut out into the Bay of

Chaleur and the Gulf of

St. Lawrence.
33022 & 33027 This stratum composes the 15.3 3.6

south east part of Econ-

omic Region 33.
33061 & 33066 This stratum extends 23.6 5.7

across the northern part

of the economic region.
All Other PSUs k6.6 87.3
and Subunits

(*) A1) three pairs of PSUs are situated in economic region 33 which
is located in the northeast portion of the province bounded by
the Gaspe Peninsula on the north and the Gulf of St. Lawrence on
the east.

The adjuste | binomial factor with a value of 1.9]1 lies within
an acceptable range considering the corresponding binomial factors for
previous surveys. For this reason the above mentioned 3 pairs of PSUs
account for the high binomial factor for the June Survey.

In Saskatchewan the binomial factor for the estimate of Un-
employed increased from 1.09 in May to 1.45 in June. The following
table is the result of the subprovincial analysis of contributions
to the variance of the estimate of Unemployed at the provincial level.
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Unemployed in Saskatchewan by PSUs and Subunits

Percentage of Desired
PSUs or Subunits the Variance Percentage

|dentification Location Contributed Contribution
72021 & 72026 Lies in the west cen- 23.9 3.1

tral portion of

Saskatchewan
All Other PSUs - 76.1 96.9
and Subunits

The adjusted binomial factor with a value of 1.14 lies in
a reasonable range considering previous surveys. Thus the above
pair of PSUs appears to be the main cause of the high binomial factor.







Appendix T11

NUN-RES PONSE

The contents of this appendix are taken from publi-
cation NR74-6 (June 1974), Non-Response Rates in the
Canadian Labour Force Survey, prepared by F.T. Newton
and J.R. Norris, Household Surveys Development Staff,
and E.T. McLeod of Field Division.
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~on-Response in the Canadian
Labour Force Survey

Introduction

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 welghted up statistics is inversely proportional
to the response rate so that published figures based on a sample with

only 807 response rate (207 non-response rate) will have 90/80 eor 1.125
times the sampling variability of corresponding figures based on the

same sample with 907 response rate (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
non-response rate, the greater the contribution to the mean square error
by the non-response bias. The extent of this blas 1is 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 Gl}. The
seasonality effect is caused by the "temporarily absentl" component which
increases sharply during the summer months when people are generally away
on vacation (Graph Gl).

Format on the Non-Response Report

This report will be concerned with the following items:

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

(11) contribution by each of the non-response components to
the total non-response at the Canada and regional off-
ice leve.s.

(11f) regional office contributionsvto the total non-response
at the Canada level. ;

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

(v) an analysis of non-response in some of the economic regions
whose contributions to non-response are greater than their
contributions to the expected number of households (the
expected contribution to non-response).

b See definitions in Appendix 10
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In regard to items (1) and (i1), tables and pie charts showing changes
in the non-response rates and the contributions of each n-n-response
component (ie, T.A., N1, N2, N3-N5) will be included in this report.

Wwith respect to items (ii1) and (iv), the actual contributions made to
the total non-response will be compared with the expected contribution to
the overall non-response. The actual contribution is defined as the ra-
tio of the total number of non-respondent households (that is, those
households classified as T.A., N1, N2, N3-N5) in the economic region (or
regional office) to the total number of non-respondent households in the
regional office (or in Canada) expressed as a percentage. The expected
contribution is defined as the ratio of expected number of households

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

Some of the economic regions where the actual contribution to non-
response exceeds the expected contribution will be closely examined to
ascertain the reasons for the relatively high contributions to non-
response.

Non-response data at the Canada level are given in appendix 1. Appendices
2 to 2 contain non-response data for cach of the eight regional offices,

A summary of the current month's non-response rates by component at the
Canada and regional office levels as well as definitions of terms used in
this report is given in appendix 10.

Monthly Meeting on Non-Response

A meeting on non-response with J.R. Norris and F.T. Newton, Household
Surveys Development Staff and E.T. McLeod, Field Division, is held every
month to discuss the more pronounced movements in the current non-response
data.
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A.- At the Canada level

The overall non-response rate at the Canada level decreased from
7.0%Z in May to 6.87 in June. Only the T.A. component showed a
fiicrease in its rate. The remaining three components showed
decreases in their rates.

Compared with last year's non-response rate for June (8.4%), this
vear's June rate was lower. This year's lower rate was mainly

¢ue to the lower rates in the T.A. and N1 components. However,

the refusal rate for June 1974 (2.37%) was higher than that recorded
o ihime T TIRAN LMY

ML he cncapientel he VYancouWer Kegiional UffYde, ChE a=tudl
contribution to non-response at the Canada level for each Regional
liffice was either lower or approximately the same as the expected
contribution to the total non-response for Canada.

Broa At shitr Restonage-ORERce - Tayap-

L. St. John's Regional Office

. The overall non-response rate for the St. John's Regional Office
decreased siightly from 5.27 in May to 5.1%7 in June. Only small
month to month changes were noted in the non-response components.

Compared with last year's June rate, the overall non-response rate
for this June was lower. At the component level, the most noteable
year to ycar changes occurred in the T.A. (a change of -1.3%) and
"other" (a change of+4 1.3%) components.

Of the 25 households in the "other'" component, 21 of them were
iocated in E.R. 03. These twenty-one households were not contacted
because there was no interviewer available. The former interviewer
iiad moved away f~om the area and no other interviewer was available
to cover her assignment. This largely accounts for the high non-
i#msponse rate and for the high actual contribution to non-response
st the R.O. level by E.R. 03.

2. Halifax Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Halifax Regional Office
decreased from 6.97 in May to 6.6Z in June. At the component level,
decreases in the non-response rates were noted in the N1 and "other"
components and increases occurred in the T.A. and N2 components.






The overall non-response rate was much lower in June of this year
than in June of last year. The only year to year inc.ease
occurred in the N2 component.

At the economic region level, the higher actual contributions (as
compared to the corresponding expected contributions) made by
economic regions 22, 30 and 31 were mainly due to tha refusals.
The percentage contribution made by each non-response component
to the total non-response at the E.R. level for each of these
economic regions are given below:

E.R. 22 E.R. 30 E.R. 31
(7) (%) : (%)
T.A.  29.6 T. Ay #125.10 T.A., —Iar6
N1 21.4 N1 20.8 N1 33.3
N2 40.8 N2 33.4 N2 46.7
Other 8.2 Other 20.8 Other 5.0

It is disturbing to note that a general upward trend in the N2
rate has been noticed in each of these economic regions over the
last four menths as shown below:

Refusal Rates

Economic Region March April May June
(%) (%) (%) €9

22 2.2 235 3.2 3.0

30 28 3L 3.8 342

31 2.0 282 3.1 4.7

3. Montreal Reg.onal Office

The overall non-response rate for the Montreal Regional Office
decreased from 8.27 in May to 6.97 in June. At the component
level, all the components except the T.A. component exhibited
decreases in their non-response rates.

Compared with with last year's overall non-response rate in June,
this year's June rate was much lower. The major yeay to year
changes in the rates at the component level were the decreases in
the T.A. and N1 rates.
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A% noted from table 4(b), the actual contribution to total non-—
response of the R.0. by E.R. 47 was much larger than the expected
contribution. The percentage contribution to the total non-
response of this economic region by each of the non-response
components are given below:

£.R. 47

7 4

\ s
- T &
Nl 28.1
M2 36.4

Other 7.1

it is evident that the largest contribution was made by the N2
component. Futhermore, E.R. 47 contains 44.57 of the households
in the Montreal Regional Office; however it also contains 66.77%
of all the refusals in this regional office.

It should also be noted that the refusal rate has been around the
3.0%Z mark during the last five surveys as shown below:

Refusal Rate in E.R. 47
(5

Fab. . )

March 3.0

April 2.8

May NS

June 3.3
4. Uttawa Regicnal Office

The overall non-response rate for the Ottawa Regional Office
cszcreased from 7.3%7 in May to 6.27 in June. At the component
ievel, all component except the T.A. component exhibited decreases
in their rates.
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Compared with the overall non-response rate (8.67) in June 1973,
this year's June rate was much lower. This year's lcver rate
was due to decreases in the T.A. and N1 components.

At the economic region level, the highest non-response rate was
recorded in E.R. 49. This high non-response rate was mainly due
to the T.A.'s. The T.A. rate in this E.R. was 6.0%.

5. Toronto Regional Office

There was no change in the overall non-response rate from May to
June of this year. At the component level, the most notable
change was the 0.57 increase in the T.A. component. The
remaining three components exhibited decreases in their rates.

Compared with the overall rate in June 1973, this year's June
rate was higher. This increase was mainly due to the 0.97 in-
crease in the refusal rate.

At the economic region level, economic regions 52 and 54 exhib-
ited refusal rates in excess of 3.07. In fact, a general upward
trend in the refusal rates has been noticed in each of these
regions over the last five months as shown below:

Refusal Rate

Month B.F. 52 E.R. 54
(%) (%)
Feb. i.4 2.0
March 2.0 2.6
April 2 ¥ 2.6
May 342 4.6
June 3.2 B2

However, it should be noted that there was a substantial reduc-
tion in the refusal rate in E.R. 54 between May and June.

6. Winnipeg Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Winnipeg Regional Office
increased from 3.0Z in May to 3.77 in June. At the component
level, all components except the "other" component exhibited in-
creases in their rates.






Compared with last year's June rate, this year's June rate was
@#lightly lower. Only small changes occurred in the rates at
the component level.

As noted from Table 7(b), the actual contribution by E.R. 60 to
the total non-response of th& regional office was much higher than
the expected contribution. ihe percentage contribution to the
total non-response of this economic region by each of the non-
response components are given below:

E.R. 60
(Z)
T.A. 43.9
N1 31.6
N2 oant)
Other 19V

It is evident that the major contribution to the total non-
response of E.R. 60 was made by the T.A. component.

7. Edmonton Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Edmonton Regional Office
decreased from 7.37 in May 1974 to 6.4%Z in June 1974. This
decrease was mainly attributed to the decrease of 0.87 in the
"other" component.

Compared with the overall non-response rate (11.27) in June
1973, this year's rate was much lower. At the component level,
all components exhibited lower rates this year over last year
with the most noteable change being the 2.4% decrease in the
T.A. component.

At the economic region level, three economic regions where the
actual contributions to non-response were greater than the
corresponding expected contributions (see Table 8(b)) were E.R.
80, E.R. 82, and E.R. 84. The percentage contribution by each
of the four non-response components to the total non-response
of each economic region are given below:

E.R. 80 E.R. 82 E.R. 84
(%) (%) (%)
Boe " 2088 . T.A.  36.5 T.A.  31.3
ML s58.3 T ETW W' e~ “aske
N2 1. 285 N2 25.4 N2 25.3

Other G.0 Other 4.8 Gther 8.4

=






The high contributions in all tnree of these economic régions
ware made by the T.A. and N1 components. The large N1 contribu-
tion in E.R. 80 was due to the fact that an interviewer was not
able to make many callbacks because of extenuating circumstances
in her own household.

8. Vancouver Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Vancouver Regiomal Office
increased from 9.07 in May to 10.5Z7 in June. The increase of
0.7Z in each of the T.A. and "other" components were mainly
responsible for the increase in the overall non-response rate.
The increase in the "other" component was due in part to:the
fact that completed Labour Force documents for 33 households in
economic region 97 were received by the regional office too late
for processing.

Compared with last year's June rate of 11.0%, this year's rate
was lower. With regard to the year to year changes, decreases
were noted in the T.A. and N1 components and increases in the N2
and "other" components.

The overall refusal rate for the Vancouver Regional Office
continues to be high. The majority of the refusal households
are in E.R. 94. This economic region contains 53.1%7 of all the
sampled households in the Vancouver Regional Office; however, it
contains approximately 647 of all the refusal households in this
regional office. Furthermore, there has been a general increase
in the refusal rate in this E.R. during 1974 as shown below:

Month Refusal Rate
()

Jan. 3.6

Feb. 3.5

Mar. 4.1

E.R. 94

Apr. 5501

May L% |

June 5.0

From Table 9(b), it is evident that the actual contribution by
E.R. 97 to the total non-response of the regional office was
slightly over twice the expected contribution. The contribu-
tion to the total non-response of this E.R. by the four non-
response components are listed below:
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The high contribution by the 'other'" component was due to the
late mailing to the regional office of 33 Labour Force doc-

uments,

T.A.
N1
N2

Other

as mentioned earlier.

(%)

9.3
14.8
11.1

64.8

TS0






.

Table l(a)

CANADA

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

June, 1974

I11-10

(Appendix 1)

Month ll Month ” Year
to to to
1974 Month 1973 Month Year
Change Change || Change
Non-Response
Component
May 1974 May 1973 June 1973
to to to
dume Moy Hibime. 1o7all . 2EBE Ma¥, | june 1973l Miskie 1074
Overall 6.8 7.0 -0.2 " 8.4 7.0 + 1.4 ~-1.6
TOA. 2-0 1-5 +005 303 1-8 '\‘ 1.5 -1-3
Nl 1.8 1.9 -'0.1 2.7 205 + 002 —009
N2 283 2.4 -0.1 1.9 2.0 -0.1 + 0.4
Other 0.7 1.2 -0.5 0.5 0.7 -0.2 ¥ 0.2
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CANADA

Non-Response Data at

the Regional Office level

June, 1974

Fir-12

Actual Eipected
Expected Contribution te | Comntribution to
Regional Number Non-Response i
Total Total
Office of Rate
Households l Non-Response at Non-Response at
the Canada level | the Canada level
(%) (%) (2)
1
St.John's 1,642 S i “ 3.6 4.9
;
| Halifax 5,594 6.6 16.0 16.5
Montreal 6,205 6.9 18.8 18.4
Ottawa 2,105 6.2 S 7. G2
Toronto 7,140 7.0 21.9 2l
Winnipeg 3,269 3147, 5.2 9.7
Edmonton 3,876 6.4 10.7 11.5
Vancouver 3,952 1055 18.1 11.7







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

Table 2(a)

ST.JOHN'S REGIONAL OFFICE

I11-

13

(Appendix 2)

June, 1974
Month Mbﬂth Year
to to to
1974 Month 1973 Month Year
Non-Response Change Change || Change
Component
May 1974 May 1973 {June 1973
to to to
June May e May dune 1973/l0me 1974
® | mi
| Overall B 5.2 -0.1 5.4 4.5 +0.9 -0.3
T.A. 1.2 1.0 $0.2 2.5 1.3 $£1.2 N
N1 1.1 1:% -0.2 187 2.1 -0.4 -0.6
N2 1.3 1.2 +0.1 " 1.0 1.0 2 + 043
. Other 1.5 g -0.2 ' 0.2 0.1 + 0.1 3 i3
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Table 2(b)

ST.JOHN'S REGIONAL OFFICE

Non-Response Data at
the Economic Region level

June, 1974

III-15

Actual Expected
Expected ﬂ 3 i -
Economnic Number Non-Response Contr;gz;ion to | Contribution to
Region of Rate Total
Households Non-Response at | Non-Response at
the R.0. level the R.0. level
() ¢4) (%)
00
e % 4.8 15.4
01 644 ) 40.5 i
02 141 2.1 3.5 i
03
297 i .1 39.3 18.1
04
4 > 7.1 17.5
05 20 20.0 4.8 1.2
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{Appendix 3)

Table 3(a)

HALIFAX REGIONAL OFFICE

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

June, 1974
i
; Month Month Year
1974 s 1973 2 &
) Month Month Year
!Non-Response o Gyange ChE
i Component .
! © May 1974 May 1973 |] June 1973
i to to to
: J
dae R R N P T e Ha¥ © . ime 1972 et
t
;
{ ]
Overall 606 609 _0|3 8.1 7.6 +005 _105
T.A. 2.0 1.4 ¥0.6 2.4 1.8 + 0.6 ~0.4
Nl 1.7 202 _005 3-0 2.5 +0.5 _103
N2 253 2.2 + 0.1 25 2.2 -0.1 4+ 0.2
Other 0.6 .4 -0.5 0.6 L,k -0.5 -
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Table 3(b)
HALIFAX REGIONAL OFFICE
Non-Response Data at
the Economic Region level
June, 1974
Actual Expected
Expected Contribution to Contribution to
Economic Number Non-Response Tog" Tagal
R ni of Rati Non~-Response at Non-Response at
8g .01 Households the R.0. level the R.0. level
(Z) (Z) %)
10 428 4.9 T, 7.7
20 “ 491 vy 4.9 8.8
2 578 6.7 10.6 10.3
{
i' 8
22 1,328 7.4 26.6 23.7
23 ][ 438 il 8.4 738
30 506 9.5 13.1 9.1
3% 591 10.2 L A 10.6
32 “ 679 Sh2 9.5 I el
33 ’ 555 2 4.9 9.9
o g Db oSy .+ ST N S Thw IE TS L R Lol 0 S R B o o el e b L e e —







Table 4(a)

MONTREAL REGIONAL OFFICE

Month to Month and Year to Year Changes

in the Non-Response Rates

111-19

(Appendix &)

Other

June, 1974¢
Month Month Year
to to to
1974 Month 1973 Month Year
Change Change | Change
Non-Response
Component
May 1974 May 1973} June 1973
to to to
Jun Ma
une Y |iune 1974 dund May June 1973)June 1974
[ overall 609 8-2 "'103 10-3 7-4 *- 2.9 _3.4
T‘A. 201 1-0 +ltl 4.6 i 1.8 + 2.8 -2.5
Nl 1-9 2'0 '_001 3.3 2.7 +006 -104
N2 22 2.6 -0.4 1.8 2.0 -0.2 4+ 0.4
0.7 2.6 -1.9 0.9 0.3 40.1
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Table 4(b)

MONTREAL REGIONAL OFFICE

Non-Response Data at
the Economic Region level

I1I-21

June, 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.0. level the R.0. level
(%) (%) (%)
40 326 8.0 6.0 SES
41 404 227 286 6.5
it
42 204 7.8 8/ 3198
43 1,057 4.8 11.8 17.0
1
44 436 6.0 6.0 7.0
45 678 3.7 5.8 10.9
46 341 6.7 5.4 5.5
47 2,759 9.2 58.7 44.5
!







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

Table 5(a)

OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICE

IT1-22

(Appendix 5)

Jure, 1974
_ Month Month Year
to to to
1924 Month 1973 Month Year
Change Change Change
{Non—-Response
Component
May 1974 May 1973] June 1973
to to to
Jund May June 1974 JuRg May June 1973§ June 1974
overall 6.2 703 -lol 8.6 506 +300 -2.4
T.A. 2.1 137 ¥ 0.4 Jn3 1,1 +2.2 -1.2
N1 7500 1 3.0 -0.9 3.5 1.7 4+ 1.8 -1.4
N2 1.7 2.0 -0.3 j 2.0 -0.5 #1072
Other 0.3 0.6 -0.3 0.3 0.8 -0.5 -
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Ottawa Regional Office
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Table 5(b)
OTTAWA REGINONAL OFFICE

Non-Response Data at
the Economic Region level

June, 1974 "
Actual Expected

Egszgzsd Contribution to] Contribution to

Economic of Non-Response Total Total
Region Households Rate Non-Response at| Non-Response at
the R.0. level the R.0. level

%) (%) ¢3)

40 17 0.0 0.0 0-8

@ 241 6.6 12.3 T

49 134 9.0 9.2 G, il

50 1,102 6.1 51.6 -y

58 611 5.7 26.9 29.0







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

Table 6(a)

TORONTO REGIONAL OFFICE

U2

42

{Appendix 6)

Juoe, 1974
_ Month Month Year
to to to
1974 T - Month | Year
Change Change | Change
Non-Response
Component
May 1974 May 1973 || June 1973
to to to
n MaY . ohgmite agifaly - SMae May | June 1973 | June 1974
Overall 7.0 7.0 = 6.7 6.2 4+ 0.5 =+ ¢.3
§ T.A. 2.2 107 + 0.5 h 2.9 1.7 +102 -007
i
r
; N1 1.6 1.7 -0.1 “ 1.8 T 0.4 u 0.2
|
é
i
g N2 245 2.6 -0.1 1.6 1.8 -0.2 y 0.9
;
Other 0.7 1.0 -0.3 0.4 0.5 -0.1 +0.3
{
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Table 6(b)

TORONTO REGIONAL OFFICE

Non~-Response Data at
the Economic Region level

I11-27

June, 1974
Actual Expected
fednotic Expected R e Contribution to Contribution to
RBEion Number Ratz Total Total
g of Non-Response at Non-Response at
Households the R.0. level the R,0. level
(%) (%) ¢9)
51 488
[ 6.8 6.8
!
B)/A 3,053 :
8;2 4935 42.8
53 1,116
33 ﬂ 9.9 15.6
54
618 7.4 H 9.1 8.7
i :
7.3 8.7 8.4
56
629 6.4 8.0 8.8
57
‘_ﬂ 634 6.3 8.0 8.9







Table 7 (._.)

WINNIPEG REGIONAL OFFICE

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

111-28

(Appendix 7)

" June, 1974
Month Month Year
1974 - 1973 “y =N
Month Month Year
Nihecoonab Change Change Change
Component
"~ May 1974 May 1973 || June 1973
to to to
June ey Diune 1074, NETS M3 e 199 etne 1020
!
Overall 3.7. 3.0 +0.7 3.9 2.8 +1.1 -0.2
T.A. 1.5 1.0 +0.5 1.8 )W | + 0.7 ‘ -0.3
N1 0.9 0.8 +0.1 1.0 0.7 +0.3 N -0.1
nz 102 0-9 +0.3 0.8 0.9 _001 H +0.10
Other 0.1 0.3 -0.2 0.3 0.1 40.2 | -0.2
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Table 7(b)

MINNIPEG REGIONAL OFFICE

Non—-Response Data at
the Economic Region level

IXII-30

June, 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.0. level the R.0. level
(@) (2) (%)
309 % 13 0.0 0.0 0.4
59 233 2N 4.2 7ha 3
{t
60 1,086 3 47.5 3IR2
oL || 185 1.6 2.5 5.7
62 76 250 .7 2.3
63 135 1.5 Ny 4.1
64 288 1.4 3.3 8.8
65 136 .5 i/ (.
70 510 4.7 20.0 15.6
, 71 331 2.4 6.6 10.1
|
i
‘ 73 276 4.7 10.8 8.5
I







Month to Month and Year to Year Changes

Tahls Sgs)

EDMONTON REGIONAL OFFICE

in the Non-kesponse Rates

111-31

(Appendix 8)

Jure., 1974
Month Month Year
to to to
1974 Month 1973 Month Year
Change Change Change
Non-Response
Component
© May 1974 May 1973{|June 1973
to to to
o - Toats Jogal * e P08 May.  'sune 1973llsude 4974
_,? :
Overall 6.4 7.5 -0.9 16je, 2 9.0 + 2.2 -4.8
TQA. 1-9 1-8 +0-1 4-3 2-6 +1.7 -2.4
Nl 204 2-3 +0.1 3.4 303 +0-1 _100
Nz 108 201 '—0.3 2.3 2.3 _ -005
other 0.3 lol -008 102 0.8 +0.4 -0-9
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Table &(h)

FOMONTCN REGIONAL OFFICE

Non-Response Data at
the Economic Region level

P1-33

June, 1974
B L Actual Expected
. Contribution to Contribution to
Economic Number Non-Response Total Total
Region °§ ik Reneg Non-Response at | Non-Response at
Households the R.0. level the R.0. level
(%) (%) (%)
72 389 4.1 6.5 10.0
74 435 543 9.3 132
80 153 15.7 9.7 3.9
)
81 228 Bk 3 4.9 5.9
82 913 6.9 25.5 23.6
83 248 6.4 6.5 6.4
84 1, 11857 ..\ 2 H 33.6 29.9
|
85 214 2.8 " 244 5.5
{ 86 139 2.9 l 1.6 3.6
e 2 e % Bl e | st R







VANCOUVER REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 9(aj

Montihr to Month and Year to Year Changes

in the Hon-Response Rates

IT1-34

{Appendix 9)

June, 1974
Month ! anth Year
to
i Month 1973 Month Year
Change Change] Change
Non-Response
Component
May 1974 May 1973} June 1973
to to to
gone B P rge 1g7uly Y Yoy | " sune i3l Tind TR0
Overall 10.5 9.0 + 1.5 11.0 9.6 + 1.4 -0.5
- T.A. a7 2.0 + 0.7 3.6 2.4 ¥1.2 -0.9
|
i 223 d:2 ¥ 0.1 3.4 sz PHiea o |
i
] N2 4.1 4.1 - " 3.3 3.1 0. H + 0.8
i  Other 1.4 0.7 ¥0.7 n 0.7 0.9 -0.2 +0.7
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Vancouver Regional Office
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Table 9(b)
VANCOUVER REGIONAL OFFICE

Non-Response Data at
the Economic Regilon level

TII-26

June, 1974
Actual Expected
Eﬁpe§25d Contribution to | Contribution to
Economic - Non-Response Total Total
Region Rate Non-Response at | Non-Response at
Households the R.0. level the R.0. level
(%) (%) (%)
90 90 7.8 I 253
91 144 9.7 3.4 3.6
92 279 7.9 5.3 7 3l
93 178 12.4 5.3 4.5
94 2,098 9.9 49.9 531k
95 803 10.0 19.3 20.3
96 L 62 8.1 il 1.6
97 247 21.9 13.0 6.2
98 51 7.8 0.9 1.3
_—_ L I e ¥ o T S R, — T T
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Definitfons

eellin E;'

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.

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 househclds composed of staff members, employees, per-
manent residents or persons who have no usual place of residence elsewhere.

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-typesare not included in this count since they contain no
households.

Non-Response 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:

(1) 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.

(11) No one home (N1)

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.

(1i1) Refusal (N2)
A non-interview household is designated as a "refusal"

when a responsible member of the household definitely

rafuses to proavids tle aurvsy Information Zsageatad.
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{iv) Other (N3-N5)

. 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. -

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.

" Actual Contribution to Non-Response

This term is defined as the ratio of the number non-respondent households
({ie, T.A., N1, 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

CRuadl)s. Tnis Tatic T9 coprasSel 43 4 ROCHLTEIE S
Expactad Contriputisn te Hob-Raspnnss
e e T e N e e L

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 ¢ percentage.
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TABLE 10

" June,. 1974

Percent Non-Résponse Rates by Component,
Canada, and eight Regional Offices

Office(s) Overall - T.A. N1 N2 Others
Canada 6.8 2.0 1.8 243 0.7
St. Jchn's 5.1 152 k.1 .1.3 1.5
Halifax 6.6 2.0 1.7‘ 25 0.6
Montreal 6.9 N 1.9 ) 0.7
Ottawa 6.2 2<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>