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A - SLIPPAGE 

At the Canada level, the estimated slippage rate decreased from 4.8 7. 
in July to 4.6 '7. in August. 

1. - By Province 

All province except Saskatchewan showed positive estimated slippage 
rates in August. From July to August, decreases in the estimated 
slippage rate were noted in Nova Scotia (a change of - 0.2 7.), New 
Brunswick (— 0.4 7.), Quebec ( 1.5 7) and Alberta (-- 0.1 7k). The 
estimated slippage rate in British Columbia for August remained the 
same as in the previous month. However, increases were noted in 
Newfoundland (a change of + 0.5 70), Prince Edward Island (+ 0.3 70), 

Ontario (+ 0.3 7.), Manitoba (+ 3.3 7.) and Saskatchewan (+ 1.1 ). 

2. - By Age Group at the Canada Level 

All age groups at the Canada level exhibited positive slippage rates 
in August. From July to August, increases in the estimated slippage 
Lates were noted in the 20-24 (a change of + 0.5 7.) and 45-64 (+ 0.2 7.) 
age groups. Each of the other age groups showed decreases in the 
estimated slippage rate. 

B - NON-RESPONSE 

The overall non-response rate for the Canada level decreased from 
10.4 7. in July to 8.8 	in August. This decrease was much smaller 
than the one exhibited between the same two months one year ago. The 
decrease in the T.A. component was mainly responsible for the decrease 
in the overall non-response rate. 

Compared with last year's August non-response rate (10.9 7.) 0  this 
year's rate was lower. At the component level, all components dis-
played decreases in non-response. 

C - VARiANCE 

At the Canada level the coefficient of variation of Employed decreased 
from 0.35 	in July to 0.33 % in August. For the estimate of Unem- 
ployed the coefficient of variation remained unchanged at 2.58 70 

despite a decrease 17,000 in the estimated level of Unemployed from 
the July survey to the August survey. 

At the provincial levels there were 4 provinces - Newfoundland, New 
Brunswick, Quebec and Ontario - in which decreases in the coefficients 
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surveys. For the estimates of Unemployed, increases in the coeffi-
cients of variation between the July and August surveys were noted 
in Nova Scotia, Quebec, Alberta and British Columbia. Most of the 
changes in the coefficients of variation of Employed and Unemployed 
at the provincial levels can be explained by changes in the estimated 
levels of Employed or Unemployed. 

The published symbols indicating the range of the coefficient of 
variation for estimates have been updated and are now based on the 
annual average of the monthly coefficients of variation for the year 
1973. For any survey the estimate for a Labour Force characteristic 
may be subject to a higher sampling variability than the average 
based on the preceding calendar year. The reason for this may be 
due to pecularities of the particular sample obtained, due to a 
seasonal effect on the sampling variance, due to an outdatedness of 
the samples on which the symbols were based etc. For the August 
survey for the estimates of the Labour Force characteristics Employed, 
Unemployed and In Labour Force, there were 9 cases in which the symbol 
as obtained from the estimate of the 7 SD based on the August survey 
data differed from the published symbol for the August estimates - 
2 for Employed estimates, 4 for Unemployed estimates and 2 for In 
Labour Force estimates. In 4 cases the published figure indicated a 

• 	reater degree of reliability than was indicated by the estimate of 
the sampling variability obtained from the August data, namely for 
the estimates of Employed in B.C. and Unemployed in Canada, Ontario 
and Alberta. For the other cases - Employed in Ontario and Alberta, 
Unemployed in Prince Edward Island and In Labour Force in Prince 
Edward Island and Ontario, the symbol based on the August survey data 
indicated a greater degree of reliability than the symbol based on the 
1973 average. 

D - REJECTED DOCUMENTS 

The 1288 document reader was used for the first time in August, 
however the computer programme for rejected documents was not ready. 
The development of this programme is now underway and it is expected 
that information on rejects will be available for the September 
Quality Report. 

E - ENUMERATION COSTS 

The August enumeration cost per sample household at the Canada level 
was calculated at $2.73, an increase of 3 cents from the $2.70 aver-
age for July. This 1.1 7 increase in enumeration costs results from 
the extra attention given non-response by most regions. "Temporary 
absent" and "no one at home" households in many assignments received 
"Monday follow-up" attention resulting in a non-response rate of 8.8 
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for August, the lowest for August Surveys since 1966 and 1.3 7 
below the previous low of 10.1 7.. for August 1972. 

Six regions had increases in enumeration costs ranging from 2 to 11 
cents. Winnipeg and Montreal with 11 and 7 cents respectively had 
the larger increases; however, this can be associated with the notice-
able decrease in their non-response. Toronto and Vancouver registered 
a decrease of 4 and 2 cents respectively. 
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Non-Response Pates, Relected Document 
Rates and Enumeration Cost per Household by ReRiongi Office 

March 1973 to August 1973 and March 1974 to August 1974 -5- 

1974 

AuuRt July I June 

Non-response 

Cinda .............................. 	 8.8 	10.4 	6.8 

St. John's ........................ 7. 	5.7 	6.2 	5.1 

Halifax ........................... 7. 	8.7 	10.0 	6.6 

Montreal .......................... 7. 	8.4 	12.1 	6.9 

Ottawa ............................ 7. 	8.6 	9.5 	6.2 

Toronto ........................... 7. 	11.0 	12.2 	7.0 

Winnipeg .......................... 7. 	4.7 	6.4 	3.7 

Edmonton .......................... 7. 	7.0 	8.5 	6.4 

Vancouver ......................... 7. 	12.2 	12.8 	10.5 

Rejected Documents  
(Regular Labour Force Itch.) 

Canada .............................. 7 	10.2 

St. John's ........................ 7 	8.4 

Halifax ........................... 7 	11.5
See 

Montreal .......................... 	
Highlights, 80 

Ottawa ............................ 7 	Section D. 	8.4 

Toronto ........................... 7 	11.7 
Pa 

Winnipeg .......................... 	ge 3. 8.4 

Edmonton ............................11 . 1  

Vancouver ......................... 7 	99 

Enumeration Coat per Household 

Canada .............................. $ 	2.73 	2.70 	2.5 

St. John's ........................ $ 	3.32 	3.26 	3.0 

Halifax ........................... $ 	2.59 	2.57 	2.3 

Montreal .......................... $ 	2.88 	2.81 	2.4 

Ottawa ............................ $ 	2.76 	2.73 	2.6 

Toronto ........................... $ 	2.64 	2.68 	2.6 

Winnipeg .......................... $ 	2.71 	2.60 	2.6 

Edmonton .......................... $ 	2.69 	2.65 	2.5 

Vancouver . ........ :_::: .$ 	2.63 	2.65 	2.5 

Non-response 

1973 

May April March August July June May April March 

7.0 8.3 6.4 10.9 15.1 8.4 7.0 7,9 6.8 

5.2 7.7 1.9 9.7 14.0 5.4 4.5 5.1 3.2 

6.9 7.9 6.8 9.8 13.4 8.1 7.6 7.5 6.3 

8.2 8.7 7.1 12.1 19.2 10.3 7.4 7.4 6.8 

7.3 7.4 7.3 9.2 13.9 8.6 5.7 5.6 5.2 

7.0 8.7 7.4 11.4 16.2 6,7 6.2 7.2 7.0 

3.0 2.6 2.2 5.2 6.7 3.9 2.8 2.8 2.8 

7.3 8.8 6.3 11.4 15.8 11.2 9.0 10.0 9.1 

9.0 12.2 8.0 14.9 16.0 11.0 9.6 14.5 10.5 

12.4 8.4 6.9 9.9 9.1 9.0 8.2 7.6 7.4 

9.2 3.4 2.4 6.8 5.1 6.3 4.9 5.9 4.1 

12.3 7.4 6.4 10.0 10.0 9.8 9.0 7.9 8.1 

10.7 7.0 7.4 8.7 8.8 7.8 7.2 6.4 5.9 

10.1 7.8 5.0 12,0 9.3 7.6 7.0 7.1 7.2 

144 119 8.2 106 10.7 11.0 9.8 10.1 10.1 

16..7 5..2 5.6 8.8 6.3 5.8 6.5 5.7 6.2 

12.0 11.1 7.4 11.0 8.1 9.9 8.1 6.6 6.0 

11.7 9.3 8.4 IL.O 10.6 10.4 9.4 9.0 8.0 

2.51 2.53 2.38 2.24 1.98 2.20 2.17 1.89 2.17 

3.01 2.61 2.72 2.50 2.10 2.50 2.59 2.17 2.52 

2.41 2.48 2.32 2.10 1.89 2.02 1.98 1.74 1.95 

2.69 2.67 2.43 2.41 2.07 2.30 2.36 2.00 2.37 

2.49 2.61 2.57 2.44 2.07 2.49 2.33 2.05 2.36 

2.49 2.43 2.35 2.37 2.09 2.37 2.29 1.98 2.27 

2.51 2.64 2.41 2.22 2.16 2.25 2.19 2.07 2.24 

2.40 2.54 2.26 2.06 1.72 1.91 1.78 1.66 1.79 

2.34 2.39 2.26 1.92 1.84 2.01 1.98 1.72 2.00 

Year-to-year Change 

August July June May 

1973 1973 1973 1973 

Mg April to 1 to to 1 to 

to to August July June May 

June May 1974 1974 1974 1974 

Month - to-month Change 

1974 	 1973 

July 	June 	May 	April 	JuLy 	June 

to 	to 	to 	to 	to 	to 

August July 	June 	May 	August July 

	

Cinada .............................. 7. 	- 1.6 	+ 3.6 	- 0.2 	- 1.3 	- 4.2 	+ 6.7 	-4- 1.4 	- 0.9 	- 2.1 	- 4.7 	- 1.6 	- 

St. John ' s ........................ 7. 	- 0.5 	+ 1.1 	-0.1 	- 2.5 	- 4.3 	+ 8.6 	+ 0.9 	- 0.6 	- 4.0 	- 7.8 	- 0.3 	+ 0.7 

Helifax ........................... 7. 	- 1.3 	+ 3.4 	-0.3 	-1.0 	-3.6 	+ 5.3 	+ 0.5 	+ 0.1 	-1.1 	3.4 	-1.5 	-0.7 

Montreal .......................... 7. 	- 3.7 	+ 5.2 	- L3 	- 0.5 	- 7.1 	+ 8.9 	4- 2.9 	- 	- 3.7 	- 7.1 	- 3.4 	+ 0.8 

Ottawa ............................ 7. 	- 0.9 	+ 3.3 	- 1.1 	- 0.1 	- 4.7 	+ 5.3 	+ 2.9 	4- 0.1 	- 0.6 	- 4.4 	- 2.4 	+ 1.6 

Toronto ........................... 7. 	- 1.2 	+ 5.2 	- 	- 1.7 	- 4,8 	+ 9,5 	+ 0.5 	- 1.0. 	- 0.4 	- 4.0 	+ 0.3 	+ 0.8 

Winnipeg . ......................... 7. 	- 1.7 	+ 2.7 	+ 0.7 	+ 0.4 	- 1.5 	+ 2.8 	+ 1.1 	- 	0.5 	- 0.3 	- 0.2 	+ 0.2 

Edmonton .......................... 7. 	- 1.5 	+ 2.1 	- 0.9 	- 1.5 	- 4.4 	+ 4.6 	+ 2.2 	- 1.0 	- 4.4 	- 7.3 	- 6.8 	- 1.7 

Vancouver ......................... 7. - 0.6 	+ 2.3 	+ 1.5 	- 3.2 	- 1.1 	+ 5.0 	+ 1.4 	- 4.9 	- 2.7 	- 3.2 	- 0.5 	- 0.6 

Rejected DocumentS 

(Regular Labour Force Items) 

	

Canada .............................. 7. 	- 2.2 	+ 4.0 	+ 0.8 	+ 0.1 	4- 0.8 	+ 0.6 	+ 1.2 	+ 4.2 

St. John ' s ........................ 7. 	- 0.8 	+ 5.8 	+ 1.7 	- 1.2 	+ 1.4 	- 1.0 	+ 2.1 	+ 4.3 

- 	Halifax ........................... 7. 	.0.8 	+49 	- 	+ 0.2 	+ 0.8 	+ 1.1 	+ 1.7 	+ 3.3 
Montreal .......................... 	See Highlights, - 1.8 

	+ 3.7 	- 0.1 	+ 1.0 	+ 0.6 	+ 0.8 	See Highlights, + 11 	+ 35 
Ottawa ........................... . 7. Section D, 	- 1.7 	+ 2.3 	+ 2.7 	+ 1.7 	4- 0.6 	- 0.1 	Section D. 	+ 0.8 	+ 3.1 
Toronto .......................... .7. 	2.7 	+ 2.5 	- 0.1 	- 03 	+ 1.2 	- 0,3 	+ 0.7 	+ 46 
Winnipeg .......................... 7. 	3 	- 8.3 	+11.5 	+ 25 	+ 0.5 	- 0.7 	+ 0.8 	Page 3. 	+ 2.6 	+10.2 
Edmonton .......................... 7. 	- 0.9 	+ 0.9 	+ 2.9 	- 1.8 	+ 1.8 	+ 1.5 	 4- 1.2 	+ 3.9 
Vancouver ............. . ........... 7. 	- - 	- 1.8 	+ 2.4 	+ 0.4 	+ 0.2 	+ 1.0 	+ 0.4 	- 0.5 	-4-  2.3 

Enumeration Cost per Household 

	

. fnada .............................. $ 	4-0.03 + 0.14 + 0.05 - 0.02 + 0.25 -0.22 + 0.03 + 0.28 	+ 0.49 + 0.72 + 0.36 + 0.36 
St. John's ........ ................ $ 	+ 0.06 + 0.22 + 0.03 + 0.40 + 0.40 - 0.60 - 0.09 + 0.42 	+ 0.82 + 1.16 + 0.54 + 0.42 
Halifax ........................... $ 	+ 0.02 4-0.25 - 0.09 -0.07 + 0.21 - 0.13 + 0.04 + 0.26 	+ 0.49 + 0.68 + 0.30 + 0.43 
Montreal ......................... .$ 	+ 0.07 + 0.36 - 0.24 + 0.02 + 0.34 - 0.23 - 0.06 + 0.36 	+ 0.47 + 0.74 + 0.15 + 0.33 
Ottawa ............................$ 	+ 0.03 + 0.05 + 0.19 -0.12 -f  0.37 -0.42 + 0.16 + 0.28 	4 0.32 + 0.66 + 0.19 + 0.16 
Toronto ........................... $ 	- 0.04 + 0.01 + 0.18 + 0.06 + 0.28 - 0.28 + 0.08 + 0.31 	+ 0.27 + 0.59 + 0,30 + 0.20 
Winnipeg .......................... $ 	+ 0.11 - 0.01 + 0.10 - 0.13 + 0.06 - 0.09 + 0.06 + 0.12 	+ 0.49 + 0.44 4 0.36 + 0.32 
Edmonton .......................... $ 	+ 0.04 + 0.12 40.13 -0.14 + 0.34 -0.19 4-0.13 + 0.12 	+ 0.63 4- 0.93 + 0.62 + 0.62 

	

Vancouver ......................... $ - 0.02 + 0.07 + 0.24 - 0.05 + 0.08 -0.17 4  0.03 4  0.26 	+ 0.71 + 0.81 4- 0.57 4  0.36 
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Slippage Rates( 1).  Canada by Age and Provincial Totals 
	 -6- 

July and August 1974 

. 

August 
1974 

July 
1974 

July 
to 

August 
Change 

ANA[)A 4.6 4.8 - 0.2 

14-19 years 2.9 3.2 - 0.3 

20-24 years 10.5 10.0 + 0.5 

25-44 years 4.8 5.4 - 0.6 

45-64 years 2.9 2.7 + 0.2 

65 and over 4.2 4.3 - 0.1 

August 
1974 

July 
1974 

July 
to 

August 
Change 

Nfld. 11.3 10.8 + 0.5 
P.E.I. 13.9 13.6 + 0.3 
N.S. 9.3 9.5 - 0.2 
N.B. 8.9 9.3 - 0.4 
Que. 0.5 2.0 1.5 
Ont. 4.6 4.3 + 0.3 
Man. 9.0 5.7 + 3.3 
Sask. -0.3 -1.4 + 1.1 
Alta. 7.8 7.9 - 0.1 
B.C. 8.8 8.8 - 

S 
1) The Above Rates are Calculated on Population Projections Based on 1971 Census. 

Slippage Rates by Age Groups at Canada Level 	 Slippage Rates by Province 
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Non-response Rates, Enumeration Cost and Rejected Documents by Regional Office 
Au9ust 1974 
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Non-response Rates, by Component 
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- Slippage rates were calculated on population projections based on 1961 census 
Slippage rates were calculated on preliminary population projections based on 1971 census 

. 



. 
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G-3 

St. John's Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 

% Total non-response % (Regular labour force items) 
20— - 

Ii) 
20— - 

(2) 

18— - IS —  - 

6— - 16— - 

14— 
n - 14— - 

12— - 12— - 

Canada 
10- 10- 

1
Canada 

 JSt. 

6— - 6- 
June 

4— - 4- 

o 

2— - 2 —  - 

I 	(III 	1111111 	I 	IlillIllIll 
i969 	7 	3 

o 
1111111111(1 	liii 	JI 	(till 

o 
. 70 	72 	 1974 1973 	 1974 

t\vIr .iqcs 

Enumeration cost per household 
Enumeration cost per household ° S by type of area 

4.00— - 4.00— — 
(3) 14) 

3.50 - 

3.00 

2.50 

2.00 

1.50 

1.00 

.50 

. 
0 

72 

Averages 

3.50— 	 1' 	 - 

/ 
N.S.R.U. 	 rj 

3.00 - 
 

::: 	
. 

1.50 — 	 - 

1.00— 	 - 

.50— 

O 	

- 

11(1!! 	111111 	I 	1iilI11l(ll 
- 	 .1 	 J 1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 

(0) Include supplementary questions appearing on the IFS regular schedule. 
* The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 

survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 
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Halifax Regional Office 

G-4 

. 

% 	Total nonrespOflSe 
20 

18— 

16— 

14 	
!lCanada 

12 

10 

B 

6 

4 

2 

0 
969' 71 1  • 73 	" 

1973 

Averages 

$ 	Enumeration cost per household 
4.00 - 

(3) 

3.50 - 

Per cent of rejected documents 

	

% 	(Regular labour force Items) 
- 	20— 	 - 

(2) 

- 	18— 	 - 

— 	16— 	 - 

- 	14— 	 - 

	

12— 	 -
ki 

Halifax 
10—  

8 Canada 

	

6— 	 June 	- 

	

4— 	 - 

	

2— 	 - 

	

a 	!iIlIlllJlllIllI 	i_ 

1974 	 1973 	 1974 

Enumeration cost per household 

	

4 00 	
by type of area 

(4) 

- 	3.50- 

	

3,00 - 	 - 	3.00 - 

I- 
N.S.R.U. -— 

	

2.50— 	 Canada 	 2.50  / 
V 

Canada 

2.00 1 

4'ICY" - 	2.00 

- 	1.50— 	* 1.50 - 

I- 

- 	.50— 	 - 

II1IIl11i Ii 111111111 	 0 	IIlllllIlIIlIIIIllIl III 

1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 
(a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 
* The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 

survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 

1.00 - 

.50 - 

• 	
0 	 I 

969: 'ii 	'3 	J 
'70 '72 
Averages 



. 

S 

0 



. 

% 	Total non-response 
20 - 

lB 

6 

14 

12 

10 

8 

6 

4 

2 

0 

70 72 
Awriqes 

$ 	Enumeration cost per household 
4.00 - 

(3) 

3.50 - 

3.00 - 

Montreal 

2.50 - 	Canada 	 A 

2.00 

1.50 

1.00 

50 

Averages 

.50— 	 - 

0 	(111)hhlI)llhhl)h(Il 
113 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 

(al Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 
* The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 

survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 

- 14 - 
G-5 

Montreal Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 

% 	(Regular labour force items) 
- 	20— 	 - (2) 

	

18— 	 - 

	

16— 	 - 

	

14— 	 - 

	

12— 	 - 

CCanada ada 

6 -^Montreal June - 

	

4— 	 - 

	

2— 	 - 

0 	!Ihhh1MHh1h1M 	hull 

l(q 	 1973 	 1974 

Enumeration cost per household 
(a) 	

-
- by type of area 

(4) 	 A. 	- 
I' 

- 	3.50— 	 - 
I 

- 	3 00 - 	N.S.R.U. 	 - 1 

::: 

	

1.50— 	 - 

	

1.00— 	 - 



. 

[1 
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15 	 G-6 

Ottawa Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 

fnro itme) 

% Total non-response 70 

- 	20- 20- 
Ii 

(2) 

8 - 	18 — 

16 — - 	16— 

- 	14— 14 - Canada  % 

1 2— 
Canada 11 - 	12— i\ 

10—  l0 Açada f\ - 	8— 

- 	6 / 	
Ottawa 	 June 6 

- Ot tawa 

4— - 	4— 

2— - 	2- 

I 	I 1111111111111111111 0 HuLl 

969: 	' 
7072 

J 	0 
1973 	 974 

J 
1973 	 1974 	

D 
 

Averages 

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

4.00 - - 	4.00 - 
(3) . (4) 

3.50 - - 	3.50 - 

	

3.00— 	 - 

Ottawap. 

	

2.50 - 	 A  

3.00 - 	N.S.R.U. 

, l \ 
2.50 

2.00 

1.50 

1.00 

1.50- 

IJiI,= 

50— 	 - 	.50— 

o 	 III 	iluuuuIllIll 	(lilt 	III! 	 0 	lii 	11111111 	liii 	1111111 
969 71 	73 J 	 D 	 J 	 J 	 D 

70 72 	 1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 
(c) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 

Averages 	 * The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 
survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 



S 

0 



. 

% 	Total non-response 
20 - 

(I) 

1 8 — 

16 

14 

2 

10 

8 

6 

4 

2 

0 
1913 

Averages 

I 	Enumeration cost per household (0)  
4.00 - 

(3) 

- 16 - 	 G-7 

oronto Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 

% 	(Regular labour force items) 
- 	20- 

(2) 

- 	18- 

Toronto 

 

% r./1'Canada 

6— 	 June 

4- 

2- 

0 
1973 	 1974 

Enumeration cost per household 
$ 	by type of area (° 

(4) 

. 

	

3.50 - 	 - 	3.50- 

	

3.00 - 	 - 	3.00 - 	
., I-"-. 

I VToronto  
2.50 - Canada 2.50 

a 
2.00—_— 2.00 * 	 * 

	

ISO— 	 - 	1.50- 

	

1.00.— 	 - 	1.00- 

	

50— 	 - 	.50- 

I 	 IIlIlIflhIIlIIIIIII!1lII 0 
969) '71 . 1  173 	J 	 J 	 D 	 J 	 o 

'70 72 	 1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 
(al Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 

Averages 	 * The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 
survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey 



. 

S 

0 



Winnipeg 

3.50 - 

3.00 

2.50 - 
Canada 

2.00 

1.50 

(.00 

50 

• 0  

- 17 - 
G-8 

Winnipeg Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
ID....I.. Ik,... fr.rt. itQm(l .. 

% 	Total non-response 	 70 	 u.w 

- 	20- 
(II 	

(2) 

8— 	 - 	18 — 

16 — 	 - 	(6- 

14-- 	 it 	- 	14- 
'I 

I' 
I 	 - 	 12 - 12— 	 'I 
It 

Canada 	
Canada 

10— 	
Canada 
- A 

I 	 1 
/ 

8— 	 I - 

\ \,i ' 

: 	
peg

Winnipeg Winnipeg 

2 	

I 	 June 

4— 

2— — 

lL1lllIIlIlJIIHIllll 	 (11111(1111 	IllIj 	liii 
0 - 	

L 	 0  
1969 '71 	73 J 	 0 	 J 	 J 	 0 

7072 	 1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 

Averages 

$ 	Enumeration cost per household 
4.00 - 

(3) 

Enumeration cost per household 

4 0 	
by type of area 

(4) 

3.50 - 

I 
I 3.00 

- 	 N.S.R.U. 

2.50 	/\ 

2.00 	
S.R.U. 

1.50- 

70 72 

Averages 

FE 

J 	 J 	 0 
1913 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 

(0) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 
* The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 

survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 

.50 - 



. 

S 



50--- 	 — 	.50— 

o 	 It 	tIll 	I 	tIll 	I 	It 	11111 I 	It 	 0 	1)11111)11 	tIll) 	It 	liii 
969' '71 	 73 J 	 D 	 J 	 J 	 0 

70 '72 	 1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 
(o) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 

Averages 	 * The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 
survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 

S 

2.00 

1.50 

1.00 

2.00 - 

z.II 

- 18 - G-9 

Edmonton Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 

% Total non-response (Regular labour force items) 

20— - 
II) 

20- 
(2) 

18— — 18--- 

16— - 16- 

14— i 	 - 14- 

Canada 
- 

-; 	
Edmonton 

12 
Edmonton 

: - - I 10 
- 	 I  621 \\1k  

8- - 8 
"I, 

V 
A Canada 

6- 
Canada 	 / \, 	 - June 

4— .- 4- 

2— — 2- 

1111111111111 	I 	1111111111 o 11111111 	It 	[111111111 liii 
0 0 

969: 	71 	73 
7072 	 1973 	 1974 1973 	 1974 

-) 
Averages 

Enumeration cost per household 

$ Enumeration cost per household $ by type of area 
4.00 4 . 00  — 

— (3) . (4) 

3.50 - — 3.50 - 
/ 

I 
3.00 - — 3.00 - N.S.R.U. 

2.50 
- Canada 	 - 2.50 

- 

I 

S 



. 

. 



S 

. 

- 19 - G-1O 

Vancouver Regional Office 
Per cent of rejected documents 
( D......I. I.k....r frr' item.) 

% 	Total non-response 	 . 	 . 	,... ... 
20— 	 - 	20 — (

2) (I) 

18— 	 - 	(8- 

16— 
Vancouver 

14 - - 

Canada 

12 12- 

I 6 

- 	
( 4 - 

10 	

Vancouver 

10- 

 
Canada '\/'\ 8- 

6 	
Canada\ \_,) 	 - 	6 - 

'1 June 

4— 	 - 	4— 

	

2— 	 - 	2 

0 	

— 

itilltiIiIt!lI1lII1I 	III 	 11111111111 	liii!!!) 	III 

	

- 	r 
1969 71 	73 	 ° 

TO 72 1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 
, 

Averages 

Enumeration cost per household 

$ 	Enumeration cost per household 	 S 	by type of area (° 

	

400— 	 - 	4.00- 
(3) 	 (4) 

3.50 - 

3.00 - 

2.50 - 

2.00 

1.50 

1,00 

.50 

r 
•; 	•2 

Averages 

- 	3.50- 

- 	3.00- 

Canada,.. 	 - 	2.50' 
/ 

2.00 

* 
(.50 -

(.00 - 

.50 — 

0 	11111 11111 	lIllilili 

1973 	 1974 	 1973 	 1974 
(0) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 
* The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a major supplementary 

survey being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey. 

I 
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Non-Response Rates by Components, Canada and the Regional Offices 
July and August 1972, 1973 and 1974 

1974 1973 1972 

August July August July August July 

Iota 1 

10.4 10.9 15.1 10.1 12.4 

& 5 . 7  6.2 9.7 14.0 8.0 9.5 
8 . 7  10.0 9.8 13.4 9.3 9.4 
8 . 4  

. 1.0 

12.1 12.1 19.2 10.3 15.7 
Halifax 	...................... 
Montreal 	..................... 

8.6 9.5 9.2 13.9 7.9 9.8 Ottawa 	...................... 
Toronto 	.................... 12.2 11.4 16.2 11.2 13.8 

Winnipeg 	.................... 4 .7 6.4 5.2 6.7 4.9 7.2 

. 2.2 
8.5 11.4 15.8 11.7 14.8 

Vancouver 	................... 12.8 14.9 16.0 13.8 13.5 

Temporarily Absent 

. 

4 . 7  6.1 5.6 9.1 5.1 7.3 
St. 	John's 	.................. 3.6 3.9 6.0 7.3 5.0 6.6 
Halifax 	..................... 4 .8 5.7 5.6 7.4 4.5 4.9 
Montreal 	.................... 4 . 0  7.4 6.2 12.6 4.9 9.9 
Ottawa 	...................... 5. 2  5.3 4.2 8.6 4.3 5.5 
Toronto 	..................... 6 . 3  7.7 6.5 11.4 6.3 8.9 

2. 8  3.5 3.1 4.3 2.5 6.3 
33  5.1 5.3 8.6 6.1 8.1 
5 . 8  6.0 6.0 6.9 5.9 6.8 

No one home 

Canada 	........................8.8 
St. 	Johs 	................... 

Edmonton 	....................7.0 

1.7 2.3 3.2 2.0 2.1 
0 . 6  

. 

0.8 2.1 2.2 1.2 1.0 
Halifax 	.................... 1.6 1.7 1.6 3.1 1.5 1.4 

1.6 1.7 2.3 6.4 2.7 3.0 
1.8 2.4 3.0 2.9 1.4 . 	1.5 Ottawa 	....................... 

Toronto 	.....................2.2 1.7 2.4 2.6 2.1 1.9 

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

Edmonton 	.................... 

0.8 1.6 1.2 1.4 0.6 0.7 

Vancouver 	................... 

1.5 2.7 3.7 3.0 3.7 

Winnipeg 	..................... 

2.2 3.5 4.3 2.7 2.6 

St.. 	JuLia's 	................... 

Montreal 	..................... 

Refusals 

.. 

Canada 	........................ 1 . 7  

Edmonton 	....................1.3 

Canada 	........................ 1.9 2.1 2.3 1.9 2.3 2.4 

Vancouver 	...................2.4 

1.1 1.1 1.2 0.8 0.8 0.9 
Halifax 	..................... 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.0 2.5 2.6 

Winnipeg 	.................... 

2.1 2.2 2.2 1.7 2.4 2.5 Montreal 	.................... 
1.5 1.7 1.7 2.0 1.8 2.2 
2. 0  2.2 1.8 1.6 2.1 2.6 

St. 	John's 	.................. 

0.8 1.1 0.7 0.7 1.6 1.7. 
1 .3 1.7 2.7 2.1 2.0 2.1 
3. 6  3.7 4.5 3.8 2.9 3.3 

Edmonton 	.................... 
Vancouver 	................... 

Other 

0.5 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.7 0.6 

Ottawa 	...................... 
Toronto 	..................... 

0 . 4  0.4 0.4 3.7 1.0 1.0 

Winnipeg 	.................... 

0 .5 0.6 0.4 0.9 0.8 0.5 Halifax 	..................... 
Montreal 	.................... 0 .7 0.8 1.4 0.5 0.3 0.3 

0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.6 

Canada 	........................ 
St 	John's 	................... 

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.4 
Ottawa 	...................... 

0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.5 

Toronto 	..................... 

1.1 0.2 0.7 1.4 0.6 0.9 
Winnipeg 	.................... 
Edmonton 	. .. 	................ 
Vancouver 	................... 0.4 0.9 0.9 1.0 2.3 0.8 
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Enuter.tion Cost per itousehold by Regional Office. S,R,U. and N.S.LU 	 - 21 - 
March in Auguni • 1173 siid 1974 

All areas 

1976 1973 

August July June May [APtil I March August JuLy June f 	May April 1  March 

2.73 2.70 2.56 2.51 2.53 2.38 2.24 1.98 2.20 2.17 1.89 2.17 

3.32 3.26 3.04 3.01 2.61 2.72 2.50 2.10 2.50 2.59 2.17 2.52 

2.59 2.57 2.32 2.41 2.48 2.32 2.10 1.89 2.02 1.98 1.74 1.95 

2.88 2.81 2.65 2.69 2.67 2.43 2.41 2.07 2.30 2.36 2.00 2.37 

2.76 2.73 2.68 2.49 2.61 2.57 2.44 2.07 2.49 2.33 2.05 2.36 

2.64 2.68 2.67 2.49 2.43 2.35 2.37 2.09 2.37 2.29 1.98 2.27 

2.71 2.60 2.61 2.51 2.64 2.41 2.22 2.16 2.25 2.19 2.07 2.24 

2.69 2.65 2.53 2.40 2.54. 2.26 2.06 1.72 1.91 1.78 1.66 1.79 

2.63 2.65 2.58 2.34 2.39 2.26 1.92 1.84 2.01 1.98 1.72 2.00 

2.34 2.33 2.17 2.16 2.34 2.09 2.09 1.85 2.06 2.04 1.78 2.04 

2.57 2.69 2.38 2.35 2.54 2.27 2.20 1.85 2.27 2.36 2.13 2.18 

2.22 2.19 1.94 2.10 2.20 2.10 1.88 1.89 1.80 1.80 1.55 1.68 

2.37 2.18 1.92 2.17 2.41 2.09 2.21 1.88 2.13 2.23 1.86 2.32 
2.48 2.53 2.34 2.29 2.64 2.39 2.28 2.03 2.36 2.24 1.98 2.32 
2.46 2.53 2.47 2.33 2.39 2.24 2.32 2.06 2.31 2.20 1.92 2.19 
2.25 2.28 2.19 2.19 2.63 2.01 1.92 1.86 1.94 1.94 1.90 2.04 
2.01 2.04 1.86 1.68 2.10 1.63 1.60 1.37 1.55 1.44 1.39 1.43 
2.34 2.38 2.26 2.03 2.26 2.04 1.94 1.80 1.92 1.94 1.65 1.90 

3.23 3.17 3.05 2.97 2.78 2.75 2.44 2.15 2.40 2.32 2.04 2.31 
3.60 3.47 3.28 3.25 2.64 2.89 2.59 2.20 2.60 2.67 2.18 2.64 
2.83 2.80 2.56 2.61 2.65 2.46 2.24 2.00 2.16 2.10 1.85 2.12 
3.73 3.92 3.38 3.64 3.13 3.07 2.80 2.43 2.64 2.61 2.28 2.46 
3.26 3.10 3.27 2.85 2.91 2.89 2.67 2.13 2.72 2.46 2.16 2.41 
3.07 3.05 3.18 2.89 2.55 2.67 2.51 2.16 2.54 2.55 2.14 2.47 
3.15 2.89 2.99 2.80 2.83 2.80 2.48 2.41 2.52 2.41 2.22 2.42 
3.40 3.22 3.17 3.11 2.99 2.91 2.51 2.05 2.26 2.09 1.93 2.14 
3.07 3.05 3.08 2.79 2.57 2.60 1.91 1.90 2.15 2.03 1.84 2.17 

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

1974 1973 August 
1973 

July 
1973 

June 
1973 

May 
1973 

July June Play April July June April to to to to 
to to to to to to t 

Maune 

 
to August July June May 

August July June May August July  May 1974 1974 1974 1974 

I _ 
All areas 

Canada .................................$ 
St. Johns ...........................$ 
Halifax ...............................$ 
Montreal .............................$ 
Ottawa ...............................$ 
Toronto .............................. 
Winnipeg ............................. S 
Edmonton ............................. 
Vancouver ............................ 

S.R.U. 

Canada ................................. 
St. Johns ...........................$ 
Halifax ..............................$ 
Montreal .............................$ 
Ottawa ...............................$ 
Toronto ..............................$ 
Wi nnipeg .............................$ 
Edmonton .............................$ 
Vancouver ........... . ................ $ 

N.S.R.LJ. 

Canada .................................$ 
St. John' ...........................$ 
Halifax ............................... S 
Montreal .............................$ 
Ottawa ...............................$ 
Toronto ..............................$ 
Winnipeg .............................$ 

...... ............................. S 
ouver ............................. $ 

Canada .................................$ 
St. Joh&s ...........................$ 
Halifax ..............................$ 
Hontreel .............................S 
Ottawa ...............................$ 
toronto ..............................$ 
Winnipeg .............................$ 
Edmonton ................... . ......... $ 
Vancouver ............................ S 

+ 0.03 + 0.14 + 0.05 - 0.02 
+ 0.06 $ 0.22 + 0.03 + 0.40 
+ 0.02 + 0.25 - 0.09 - 0.07 
+ 0.07 f  0.36 0.24 + 0.02 
+ 0.03 + 0.05 + 0.19 - 0.12 
- 0.04 + 0.01 + 0.18 + 0.06 
+ 0.11 - 0.01 + 0.10 - 0.13 
+0.04 +0.12 +0.13 -0.14 
- 0.02 + 0.07 + 0.24 - 0.05 

+ 0.26 - 0.22 + 0.03 + 0.28 
4 0.40 - 0.40 - 0.09 + 0.42 
+ 0.21 - 0.13 + 0.04 + 0.24 
+ 0.34 - 0.23 - 0.06 + 0.36 
+ 0.37 - 0.42 + 0.16 + 0.28 
+ 0.28 - 0.28 + 0.08 + 0.31 
+ 0.06 -0.09 + 0.06 + 0.12 
+ 0.34 - 0.19 + 0.13 + 0.12 
+ 0.08 - 0.17 + 0.03 + 0.26 

+ 0.49 + 0.72 + 0.36 + 0.34 
+ 0.82 + 1.16  + 0.54 + 0.42 
+ 0.49 + 0.68  + 0.30 + 0.43 
+ 0.47 + 0.74 + 0.15 4 0.33 
+0.32 +0.66 +0.19 +0.16 
+ 0.27 + 0.59 + 0.30 + 0.20 
+ 0.49  + 0.44 + 0.36 + 0.32 
+ 0.63 + 0.93 + 0.62 + 0.62 
+ 0.71 + 0.81 + 0.57 + 0.36 

S.R.U. 

Canada .................................$ 
St. Johna ...........................$ 
Halifax ..............................$ 
Montreal .............................S 
Ottawa ...............................S 
Toronto ..............................$ 
Winnipeg .............................S 
Edmonton .............................$ 
Vancouver ............................S 

. 	 .......... . ................$ Ohn's ...........................S 
H .ifax ..............................$ 

treil .............................$ 
CLawa ...............................$ 
Toronto ..............................$ 
Winnipeg .............................$ 
Edmonton .............................$ 
Vancouver ............................$ 

+ 0.01 + 0.16 + 0.01 - 0.18 
-0.12 +0.31 +0.03 -0.19 
+ 0.03 + 0.25 - 0.16 - 0.10 
+ 0.19 + 0.26 - 0.25 - 0.24 
- 0.05 + 0.19 + 0.05 - 0.15 
- 0.07 + 0.06 + 0.14 - 0.06 
- 0.03 + 0.09 - - 0.24 
- 0.03 + 0.18 + 0.18 - 0.42 
- 0.04 + 0.12 + 0.23 - 0.23 

+0.06 +0.12 +0.08 +0.19 
+ 0.13 + 0.19 + 0.03 + 0.61 
+ 0.03 + 0.24 - 0.05 - 0.04 
-0.19 +0.54 -0.26 +0.51 
+ 0.16 - 0.17 + 0.42 - 0.06 
+ 0.02 - 0.13 + 0.29 + 0.34 
+ 0.26 - 0.10 + 0.19 - 0.03 
+0.18 +0.05 +0.06 +0.12 
+ 0.02 - 0.03 + 0.29 + 0.22 

+ 0.24 - 0.21 + 0.02 + 0.26 
+ 0.35 - 0.42 - 0.09 + 0.23 
- 0.01 + 0.09 - + 0.25 
+ 0.33 - 0.25 - 0.10 + 0.37 
+ 0.25 - 0.33 + 0.12 + 0.26 
+ 0.26 - 0.25 + 0.11  + 0.28 
+ 0.06 - 0.08 - + 0.04 
+ 0.23 - 0.18 + 0.11 + 0.05 
+ 0.14 - 0.12 - 0.02 + 0.29 

+ 0.29 - 0.25 + 0.08 4 0.28 
+ 0.39 - 0.40 - 0.07 + 0.49 
+ 0.24 - 0.16 + 0.06 + 0.25 
+ 0.37 - 0.21 4-0.03 + 0.33 
+ 0.54 - 0.59 + 0.26 + 0.30 
+ 0.35 - 0.38 - 0.01 + 0.41 
+0.07 -0.11 +0.11 +0.19 
+ 0.46 -0.2.1 + 0.17 + 0.16 
+ 0.01 - 0.25 + 0.12 + 0.19 

+0.25 +0.48 +0.11 +0.12 
+0.37 +0.84 +0.11 -0.01 
+ 0.34 + 0.30 + 0.14 + 0.30 
+0.16 +0.30 -0.21 -0.06 
+ 0.20 + 0.50 - 0.02 + 0.05 
+ 0.14 + 0.47 + 0.16 + 0.13 
+ 0.33 + 0.42 + 0.25 + 0.25 
+0.41 +0.67 +0.31 +0.24 
+ 0.40 + 0.58 + 0.34 + 0.09 

+ 0.79 + 1:02 + 0.65 + 0.65 
+ 1.01 + 1.27 0.68 4 0.58 
4-0.59 + 0.80 + 0.40 + 0.51 
+ 0.93 4 1.49 + 0.74 + 1.03 
+ 0.59 + 0.97 + 0.55 + 0.39 
+ 0.56 + 0.89 + 0.64 + 0.34 
+ 0.67 + 0.48 + 0.47 + 0.39 
+ 0.89 + 1.17 + 0.91 + 1.02 + 1.16 + 1.15 + 0.93 + 0.76 
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DEFi 	 ONS  

1 Lpulat ion sI i 	ige is deL Lied as I he percentage dii - 
r(rc 	Ietwci.n the Census pupulaLion projection, Pp (preliminary 

fl uect ons bused on, the 1971 Census) for a given month and the 
PpulaLIon estimate Pp derived from the Labour Force Survey sample 
for Lht• same month. It is given by 

A 
Pp - Pp . 100 

Pp 

RELATED TO SECTION I R 

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

:ELATED TO SECTION IC • 
-riance - There is a certain amount of error present in any estimate 
Dtained from a sample, 	(due to the lack of complete information about the 

pupulatLon). 	The average of the estimates, obtained from the various 
possible samples, 	is called the exoected value of the estimate, 	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 
rlilined 	Co be the standard deviation of 	the estimate divided by the 
estimate 	times 100 Lo convert to a percentage. 	If the expected value 
of an estimate is not equal to the true population value then the 
usLiiiiat 	is sai 	to be biased. 	Among the causes of this bias are 
iou-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 
ii a similar sample has been obtained through a simple random sampling 
• rocedure. 	The binomial factor measures the behaviour of the sample . sign relative to a simple random sample as far as the characteristic 
:s 	concrned. 
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• OrccuLage of Rejec td Documents - The Summary lable 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 idejitilication, sex, marital status, relationship to head and 
age as taken irom the entries on the Household Record Card, plus 
the I:ai lure to answer item 26, "Was this person interviewed?" 

RI:E.A n:D TO SECTION I E 

Eiuiiiczat 	(:-t - per Household - the per household costs are 
cilculated using the total number of households sampled for 
the survey in r-Iation to the cosL incurred to do the interviewing, 
in terms of fees paid to the inlet- viewer (hourly rated employee) 
and the interviewer expenses to cover the assignment (mileage. etc). 

interviewing relers to obtaining the information by personal visit 
o the household, or by telephoning the household to obtain the 
tormatioji, or the LF survey and for supplementary questions added 
the LF docuiiient for the current month. 

1-2 
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S 
Variances in the Labour Force Surv 

Introduct 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 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 
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 
estiriated 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 
iols given in the monthly publications (The Labour Force: Catalogue 

-001). Due to time deadlines for the release of these publications 
the 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 lall , 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 I) the sampling 
variance of the estimated coefficient of variation 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 
baI on Lhe multi-stage sampling procedure for the Labour Force 
'urvcy niake it difficult to determine from the calculations alone if 
Ow variances are high considering the sample design or the frequency 
of the characteristic even if they are hiqh for purposes of analysis. 

.: t1yfl. 	:rHHr 	 ;t 	 fl 
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Inc ijIcuated variances should be compared with some standard values. 

\ssuming 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 
factor5 and the coefficients of variation for ce,ril 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). 

.Landard eviation; 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 
taruIard deviation. 

Confidence intervals: The intervals in which the unknown value 
of the population to he estimated from a sample may be expected to lie a 
given percent of the time (commonly 952  of the time). 

S 
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Binomial Factor (design effect): The ratio of the van-
ance of a statistic 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. 

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 1: EstUTsltes, eir Coefficients of Variation 
Binanial Factors for Cane3a enS Ly Provinma for Aagust • 1974 

kpu1ation 
E.stinete Estimate 

thloynS 

C.V. 	5bol S.F. Estimate 

Urloye1 

C.V. 	Sytrix,l B.F. 

In I.a)x,ur Foroe 

Estimate 	C.V. 	Syibol B.F. 

Cuda 16,626 9,705 0.33 A 1.111 14148 2.58 0 1.35 10,153 0.30 A 1.0 14 

41d. 380 1714 1.89 C 1.50 24 7.67 E 2.02 198 1.37 C 1.02 

P.E.I. 82 447 2.70 0 1.21 2 13.03 F 0.146 49 2.28 C 0.9 14 

N.S. 571 299 1.15 C 1.10 19 7.83 E 1.53 318 1.07 C 1.09 

N.B. 478 252 1.147 C 1.55 13 9.50 E 1.67 265 1.41 C 1.59 

4,635 2,606 0.74 B 1.22 159 4.52 0 1.28 2,765 0.66 5 1.13 

t. 6,076 3,710 0.52 A 0.96 140 5.05 E 1.32 3,850 0.47 A 0.85 

Men. 725 4430 1.10 C 0.78 11 14.07 F 1.23 441 1.07 C 0.79 

Sask. 656 376 1.81 C 1.93 6 114.142 F 0.82 382 1.80 C 1.99 

Alta. 1,221 766 0.98 B 1.19 16 10.94 F 1.14 782 0.97 B 1.26 

B.C. 1,800 1,044 1.06 C 1.448 57 7.141 E 1.69 1,101 0.91 8 1.23 

C.V. - Coefficient of Variation 
S.F. - Birnia1 Fartor 
E$ttea in flusar1s 

- Percent of Estimates at 
Alphabetic Symbol 	One Standard Deviation 

A 0.0 - 	0.5% 
B 0.6 - 	1.0% 
C 1.1 - 	2.5% 
D 2.6 - 	5.0% 
E 5.1 - 	10.0% 
F 10.1 - 	16.5% 
G 16.6 - 25.0% 
ii 25.1 - 33.3% 
J 33. - 50.0% 
K 50.1 + 

. 
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On the basis of the binomial factor corresponding to the 

LstHIiuted 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 

simply the contribution by the pair of PSUs or subunit expressed as 
W 

	

	. 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. 
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O 	
tors 

iC JHOL1LLaI factor or the ratio of the variance of a Labour 
Fnce 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: 

(i) 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. 

S more detailed write-up and algebraic development is to be 
int ed 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 
j(lentif jed 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 
ol the high variance were not the only causes of a high variance; other 
c:iuses might be a general clustering of the characteristre throughout 
the whole provin .i, gradual deterioration of the stratification or 
other reasons. These binomial factors do possess a sampling variance 
and this results in rigorous interpretations of these binomial factors 
hoing 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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For the estinte of Unerrloyed in New Brunswick the binomial 
factor has a value of 1.67. This value is considerably less than the 
binomial factor of 2.64 for the July survey but is higher than the 
bir*nial ftors for Unaiiployed in most other provinces. The analysis 
Of the subprovincial contributions to the provincial variance estimate 
resulted in the following table. 

Table 2a) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Variance of 
Un1oyed in New Brunswick by PStJs andSiibunits 

Identification Location 

Percentage of 
the Variance 
Contributed 

Desired 
Percentage 
Contribution 

32009 & 32020 - mid vstern part of 18.8 4.4 
N.B. 

33003 & 33005 - this stratum corroses the 11 . 1 3.4 
southeast part of Economic 
Igion 33(*) 

30205 - a subunit in !'bncton 6.9 2.3 
31101 - a subunit in Saint Jthn 6.7 2.1 
All Other PSUs - 56.5 87.8 
and Subunits 

*) Economic region 33 is located in the northeast çortion of the province 
bounded by the Gaspe Peninsula on the north and the Gulf of St. Lawrence 
on the east. 

The &Ijust& binomial factor for the estimate of Unenployed in 
New Brunswick has a value of 1.07 whicth indicates that the above sub-
provincial areas are the main cause of the high sairpling variability for 
the estimate of Unenployed in New Brunswick. 

As noted, the pair of PSUs 32009 and 32010 contributed 18.8% 
of the variance of the estimate of Unenployed in New Brunswick. This is 
to be crztared with a desired contribution of 4.4%. A detailed analysis 
was carried out to determine the causes of this excessive contribution. 
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tintes and Sair1e Takes Py Oiaracteristic and 
PSU for PSUs 32009 and 32010 

Etrployed Unenployed In Labour Force 

32009 32010 
•Industry 

 
32009 32010 32009 32010 

Estimate # Estimate # Estimate # Estimate # EstimatE # Estimate # 

.gricu1ture 287 4 206 3 0 0 0 0 287 4 206 3 

Other Primary 606 7 1,328 16 157 2 0 0 763 9 1,328 16 
Industries 

Manufacturing 1,290 17 1,187 16 154 2 0 0 1,444 19 1,187 16 

Construction 857 11 518 8 0 0 0 0 857 11 518 8 

Transp. and 709 10 633 10 0 0 0 0 709 10 633 10 
Other Util. 

Th1e 1,101 14 1,211 16 134 2 72 1 1,235 16 1,283 17 

F•e 
70 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 70 1 0 0 

Sc 	es 859 11 1,392 20 225 3 0 0 1,084 14 1,392 20 

Public kmin. 767 10 532 6 0 0 68 1 767 10 600 7 

'ItlrAL 6,546 85 7,007 95 670 9 140 2 7,216 94 7,147 97 

(*) Est refers to the weighted sanpie take for the PSU 
(**) # refers to the unweighted sarrple take for the PSU 

From the above table it can be seen that there is a tendency 
for the unrployrtent to occur in PSU 32009 although there does not appear 
to be an urqua1 distribution of persons by industry between the two 
PSrJs. There are 9 sanpled individuals (ocrresponding to a half stratum 
estimate of 670 persons) who are classified as unenployed from PSU 32009 
Whereas there are 2 sanpied individuals (ocrresonding to a half stratum 
estimate of 140 persons) who are classified as unip1oyed from PSU 32010. 

0 
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The binaTlial factor for the estinate of ariployed in Saskatchvan 
increased from 1.55 in July to 1.93 in August. One pair of PSUs were 
identified in which the actual contribution significantly exceeded the 
desired contribetion by this subprovincial area. 

Table 2b) Actual. vs Desired Contribution to the Variance of 
Erployed in Saskatchewan by PSUs ar id Subunits 

Percentage of Desired 
the Variance 	Percentage 

Ideriti ficaticn 	Location 	Contributed 	Contribution 

71003 & 71009 	- in the south- 	11.7 	1.9 
western part of 
Saskatchewan 

All Other PSUs 	- 	88.3 	98.1 
and Subunits 

The adjusted bincuiial factor has a value of 1.74. Since the 
adjusted biiunial factor remains high, the cause of high sampling vari-
ability for this characteristic is only partly due to the excessive 
x -.trJuticnc 	PrE 7 OO7 an 7 OC9 

Iii r1tL3i. cinrc'La Lnc irn.ni ticcLr 	 e.Stiiiute if 
&rployed is high relative to the other provinces. An analysis of the 
subprovincial contributions to the variance was carried out and the 
following table presents the results of this study. 

Table 2c) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Variance of 
Etployed in British Colunt)ia by PStJs and Subunits 

Percentage of Desired 
the Variance 	Percentage 

Identification 	Location 	Contributed I Contribution 

97003 & 97008 

92201 
92301 
All Other PStJs 
and Subunits 

- rxDrth central part 
of B.C. 

Penticton 
Vernon 

15.6 3.4 

3.2 2.2 
2.9 1.0 

78.3 94.5 

• 	Based on the identification of the above subprovincial areas, the 
tjusted binanial factor has a value of 1.23. Since this value lies within 

a reasonable range for this characteristic the high estimate of the sampling 
variability can be explained by the excessive contributions in the above 
subprovincial areas. 
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fri addition to the nijor Labour Foroe characteristics (iioyed, 
O\ ed and In Labour Force), tables with estimates, coefficients of 

variation and binomial factors have been prepared for the estimated totals 
of persons errployed and unenployed in selected industries at the provincial 
levels. On the basis of the binomial factors for these estimates, an 
analysis of the subprovincial contributions to the variance of some pro-
vincial estimates has been carried out. The estimates involved are: 

- Enpioyed Other Primary Industries in Newfoundland, 
Saskatchewan and I3ritish Coluithia 

- Eiployed Manufacturing in Newfoundland 

The results of these analyses are discussed in subsequent sections 
of this report. 

The binomial factor corresponding to the estimate of Erployed - 
Other Priinaxy Industries in Newfoundland has a value of 6.75 which is 
extrenly high relative to the birial factors in other provinces for 
this characteristic. An analysis of the suLprovincial contributions to 
the variance estimate for the provincial estimate revealed 3 pairs of 
PSUs in which the actual contribution significantly exceeded the desired 

• 	(-ontribution to the variance estimate. 

Table 4a) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Variance of Eloyed 
In Other Primary Industries for Newfoundland by PSUs and Subunits 

Identification Location 

Actual 
Percentage 
Contribution 

Desired 
Percentage 
Contribution 

03003 & 03006. - Central portion of Nf].d. 34.01 1.87 
03041 & 03042) extending east to the 

Atlantic coast 

04021 & 04025 - vstern part of Nfld. 22.76 3.77 

All Other PSUs - 35.67 92.38 
and Subunits 

The adjusted birinial factor for this characteristic has a 
value of 2.61 whiCh lies within a reasonable range of the corresponding 
binomial factors for other provinces thus indicating that except for 
these identified subprovincial areas, the estimated variance is of a 
similar quality to the variance estimates for other provinces for this 
crcctic iStiO 
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• 	___.. _ lable Ja) Level Lstntiites, 	L1L 	ii)flhial 

Factors for flT1oyed in Soire Selected Irustries 

flr1oyed 2\griculture &rployed Other Primary Ir1. fliploy1 Manufacturing E11oyed Constructicri 

Estimate C.V. B.F. Estimate C.V. B.F. Estimate C.V. B.F. Estimate C.V. B.F. 

an. 541,821 2.98 3.40 258,911 4.65 3.19 2,131,535 1.29 1.69 708,267 2.06 1.41 

f1d. 1,710 21.77 1.15 11,360 19.56 6.75 23,426 10.22 3.45 19,927 9.11 2.33 

.E.I. 6,898 18.90 4.45 2,105 22.10 1.69 4,361 15.49 1.60 4,937 12.24 1.15 

.S. 11,291 13.19 3.26 15,706 9.36 2.01 514,397 493 1.96 25,148 5.87 1.25 

4.B. 7,183 8.69 0.89 18,212 8.37 2.08 43,381 5.43 1.93 24,675 7.514 1.99 

ue. 102,823 7.16 2.79 62,353 8.48 2.00 643,229 2.31 1.149 279,034 4.23 1.27 

kit. 136,382 6.91 3.26 53,201 8.20 1.41 1,002,601 1.94 1.64 265,912 3.73 1.43 

4an. 48,526 8.39 335 3,358 23.32 1.30 60,876 6.62 1.68 25,750 9.35 1.38 

3ask. 103,307 5.95 3.95 9,113 35.97 7.67 24,296 14.31 3.29 15,025 10.92 1.15 

Uta. 103,643 6.80 14.61 28,131 13.00 2.93 76,462 5.48 1.144 66,803 5.36 1.22 

3.C. 20,057 15.32 2.95 55,374 14.43 7.53 198,5014 4.88 2.79 81,005 6.39 1.85 
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for Unen1oyed in Sciie Se1et1 Industries 

Uneir1oyed J½iricu1ture 	- Unexrp. Other Primary Izx1. Unrp1oyed Manufacturing UnTp1oyed Construction 

Estimate C.V. B.F. Estimate C.V. B.F. Estimate C.V. B.F. Estimate C.V. B.F. 

Can. 5,321 20.26 1.26 16,755 11.72 1.41 92,005 5.29 1.10 	48,316 7.42 1.25 

Nfld. 214 73.38 1.43 2,296 19.89 1.41 4,074 20.70 2.38 	5,231 15.09 1.67 

P.E.I. 169 70.49 1.37 185 58.82 1.04 212 79.04 1.72 	307 67.81 1.77 

N.S. 544 60.73 3.27 756 44.95 2.26 2,856 15.12 0.87 	2,248 18.35 1.02 

N.B. 253 59.69 1.47 1,514 24.13 1.35 2,471 20.42 1.43 	1,462 22.20 1.10 

ce. 1,252 42.66 1.15 5,139 26.64 1.62 34,594 8.86 1.05 	17,852 13.42 1.27 

tt. 1,202 50.41 1.09 1,333 51.40 1.40 35,796 9.10 1.09 	12,284 15.64 1.07 

Man. 140 101.02 1.15 288 70.51 0.91 2,313 27.67 0.95 	364 73.81 1.21 

Sask. 148 98.16 1.15 357 16.73 0.08 630 45.20 0.79 	394 57.57 1.06 

Alta. 531 60.04 1.55 775 36.19 0.72 922 45.38 1.114 	1,833 33.91 1.19 

B.C. 867 51.10 1.22 4,113 23.35 1.27 8,136 16.64 1.25 	6,338 22.11 1.68 
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.T\lso in the province of Newfoundland the binomial factor 
rresx)ncLing to the estimate of eitployed persons those industry classi-

fication is manufacturing had a value of 3.45 for the August survey. 
This is the highest binomial factor for this tharacteristic for any of 
the provinces. Tuo pairs of PSUs were identified as having cx,ntributed 
excessively to the provincial variance estimate. 

Table 4b) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Variance of 
flilyed in Manufacturing for Nfoundland by PSUs 
and Subunits 

Identification Location 

Actual 
Percentage 
Contribution 

Desired 
Percentage 
Contribution 

00001 & 00003 - along the scxith coast of 35.90 2.27 
Nfld. from Port-aux-Basques 
east 

02041 & 02045 - east coast of Nfld. just 15.66 1.58 
north of the Avalon Pen- 
insula 

All Other PSUs - 48.44 96.15 
and Subunits 

For the estimate of Eloyed in manufacturing in Newfoundland, 
the adjusted binomial factor of 1.74 indicates an approximate 50% reduction 
in the variance estimate wcsald occur if for the above pair os subprovincial 
areas the actual contribution per popilation elnt was approximately the 
sama as the actual contribution per population eleirent in the remainder of 
the province. 

In Saskatchan, the binomial factor for the estimated total 
nuirber of eiriployed persons whose industrial classification is "Other 
Primaxy Industries" has a value of 7.67 which is considerably higher 
than the value of the corresponding binomial factors for other provinces. 
An analysis of the subprovincial contributions to the variance yielded 
the following subprovincial areas for which the actual contribution greatly 
exceeded the desired contribution. 

. 
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c 	Lu 	 •uc ct 
in Other Primary Industries for Saskatchewan by PSIJs and Subunits 

Identification Location 

Actual 
Percentage 
Contribution 

rsired 
Percentage 
Cbntribution 

72010 & 72012 - 	st central part of Sask. 24.03 3.45 

70901 - 70902* - each subunit contains a 65.65 2.22 
military segnent, a hospital 
segnent and a renote area 
segnent spread throughcAit the 
the province 

All Other PSUs - 10.32 94.33 
and Subunits 

* Special areas, as these, often present a design problem with subsequent 
high variances. 

n adjusted binomial factor of 0.84 for this characteristic 
ndLcu 	that the variance for this characteristic would be sarewhat 

tess than the variance of an estimated obtained from a siniple random 
sanple if the above 2 subprovincial areas had ccrttributed in a saie-
what similar manner (corresponding to the population size) as the 
renaining sukprovincial areas. 

In British Cohnnbia the estimated total nurrber of persons 
enployed in "Other Primary Industries" had a corresponding binomial 
factor with a value of 7.53 which is high in relation to the corresponding 
binomial factcrs for the estimates of thployed in Other Primary Industries 
in other provinces. The fol1ing table presents the results of this 
subprovincial analysis. 
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Table 4d) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Variance 
for Erployed in Other Prirnary Industries for 
British Colurrbia by P93s and Subunits 

Identification Location 

Actual 
PercEntage 
Contribution 

Desired 
Percentage 
Contribution 

92003 & 92013 - southern part of B.C. in the 21.94 4.65 
Okanagan district 

97003 & 97008 - north central part of B.C. 56.72 3.40 

All Other PSUs - 21.84 91.95 
and Sunits 

. 

The adjusted binanial factor 
Industries in B.C. has a value of 1.79. 
the crresponding birmial factors for 
that except for the above subprovincial 
to the variancE was approximately the s 
provinces. 

for flTployed in Other Primary 
This value is cxvparable to 

other provinces and indicates 
areas the contribution per elerrent 
ama in this province as in other 



S 

. 

0 



Appendix Ill 

NR 74-08 (August 1974) 

Published September 1974 

J.R. Norris, 
F.T. Newton, 
Household Surveys 
Development Staff. 

E.T. McLeod, 
Field Division. 

-PONSE IN THE CANADIAN 
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i;on-Response in the Canadian 
Labour Force Survey 

I. 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 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 
non-response rate, the greater the contribution to the mean square error 
by the non-response bias. The extent of this bias is unknown at present 
but must be obtained from outside sources of similar data or from special 
experiments on non-response characteristics. 

Non-response follows a marked pattern seasonally, generally peaking in the 
summer months and declining in the spring and autumn (Graph Gi). The 
asonality effect is caused by the "temporarily absent 1" component which 

increases sharply during the summer months when people are generally away 
c'n vacation (Graph Gi). 

rn this report, non-response data are summarized at the economic region, 
regional office and Canada levels in the form of tables and graphs. For 
Canada and each of the regional offices, non-response rate are given for 
each of the four components 1  of non-response as well as for total non- 
response. Furthermore, month to month and year to year changes In non-
response rates are also included. At the economic region level, global 
non-response rates and the actual and expected percentage contributions 1  
to the total non-response of the regional office are specified for every 
economic region within each regional office. The line graphs Indicate 
the trends in non-response rates over the current year and the previous 
two years. 

II. 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. The points covered during this meeting are incorporated in the 
analysis given in the next section. 

1. See definitions in appendix 10. 
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I I Analysis 

A. At the Canada Level 

The overall non-response rate for the Canada level decreased from 
10.4% in July to 8.8% in August. This decrease was much smaller 
than the one exhibited between the same two months one year ago. 
The decrease in the T.A. component was mainly responsible for the 
decrease in the overall non-response rate. 

Compared with last year's August non-response rate (10.9%), this 
year's rate was lower. At the component level, all components 
displayed decreases in non-response. 

It is noted that this month there has been another component of 
non-response added to the existing components. This new component 
is termed as "Nô" and refers to dwellings which have not been 
contacted for the current Labour Force Survey because of overlap 
with the Revised Labour Force Survey. In August, there were 8 
such N6-type households and were distributed within the St. John's, 
Halifax and Montreal Regional Offices. For the purpose of this 
report, such households have been included in the "other" component 

ciiuglng the "other" component from N3-N5 to N3-N6). 

0 i3. AL Llie Regional Office Level 

1. St. John's Regional Office 

The overall non-response for the St. John's Regional Office decreased 
from 6.2% in July to 5.7% in August. This decrease was much smaller 
than the one recorded over the same two months last year. The month 
to month decrease In the overall non-response rate this year was due 
to decreases in the T.A. and Nl components. 

Compared with last year's August non-response rate (9.7%), this 
year's rate was lower. Decreases in the T.A. and Ni components were 
mainly responsible for the decrease in the overall non-response rate 
this year. 

As noted at the Canada level, there are a few households termed as 
N6. There are three of these households found in the St. John's 
Regional Office; two of which are located in E.R. 01 and the other 
is located in E.R. 04. These households make up half the total for 
the "other" component. 
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S 
The overall non-response rate for the Halifax Regional Office decreased 
from 10.0% in July to 8.7 in August. This decrease was much smaller than 
the one recorded between July and August of 1973. All components 
displayed decreases in non-response this year with the T.A. component 
exhibiting the largest decrease. 

The August non-response rate this year was lower than last year's rate 
of 9.8%. This year's lower rate was mainly attributable to the lower 
rates in the T.A. and refusal (N2) components. 

As shown below, there has been a general month to month decrease in the 
refusal rates in economic regions 22, 30 and 31 where the8e rates have 
been high in previous months: 

Refusal Rates 

Economic Region May June July August 

22 3.2% 3.0% 2.8% 2.4% 

30 3.8% 3.2% 3.2% 2.8% 

31 3.1% 4.7% 4.6% 3.8% 

3. 	Montreal Regional Office 

The overall non-response rate for the Montreal Regional Office 
decreased from 12.1% in July to 8.4% in August. This decrease was 
smaller than the one recorded over the same two months one year ago. 
While all components exhibited decreases, the lower overall non-
response rate this month was mainly due to the decrease in the T.A. 
component. 

Compared with the non-response rate (12.1%) in August 1973, this year's 
August rate was lower. Decreases by all components of non-response 
were noted with the decrease in the T.A. component being the largest. 

From table 4(b), the most noteable difference between the actual and 
expected contribution to non-response was in E.R. 47 (Metropolitan area 
of Montreal). The percentage contributions by each component to the 
total non-response of E.R. 47 are given below: 

E.R. 47 

(7.) 

T.A. 49.7 

S Ni 20.7 

N2 22.8 

Other 6.8 
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re made by the T.A. and N2 (refusals) components. These 
components showed non-response rates of 5.7% and 2.6% 
respectively. This economic region contained 43.5% of the sanpied 
households in the Montreal Regional Office; however 62.2% of all 
T.A. households and 54.0% of all N2 households in the Montreal 
Regional Office are located in this economic region. 

4. Ottawa Regional Office 

The overall non-response rate for the Ottawa Regional Office 
decreased from 9.5% in July to 8.6% in August. This decrease was 
much smaller than the one recorded between July and August of 1973. 
Decreases in the T.A., Ni and N2 components accounted for the 
decrease in the month to month change in the overall non-response 
rate this year. 

Compared with the non-response rate (9.2%) in August 1973, this 
year's rate was lower. The Ni, N2 and "other" components accounted 
for the decrease in the overall non-response rate this year. 

5. Toronto Regional Office 

• rum
non-response rate for the Toronto Regional Office decreased 
 12.2% in July to 11.0% in August. This decrease was much less 

than the one recorded from July to August 1973. Decreases of 1.4% 
in the T.A. component and 0.2% in refusals were partially offset by 
a 0.5% increase in the "no one at home" component. 

Compared with the non-response rate (11.4%) in August 1973, this 
year's August rate was slightly lower. The lower rate this year 
was attributed to decreases in the T.A., Nl, and "other" components. 

At the economic region level, the most notable difference between 
the actual and expected contributions to non-response was noted in 
economic 52 (Metropolitan Toronto and surrounding area). The 
percentage contribution made by each of the four non-response 
components to the total non-response in this E.R. are given below: 

E.R. 52 

(%) 

T.A. 53.1 

Ni 21.9 

N2 20.6 

0 
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:ent. it is interesting to note that E.R. 52 contains approximately 
54% of all the Ni households and 56% of all the refusal households in 
the Toronto Regional Office. However, the refusal rate in this 
economic region has been declining steadily since last June as shown 
below: 

Economic Region 	June 	July 	August 
(%) 	(%) 	(%) 

52 	3.2 	2.8 	2.6 

Economic Region 54 (London, Woodstock, St. Thomas area) continues to 
exhibit a refusal rate in excess of 3.0% as shown below: 

Economic Region 	June 	July 	August 
(%) 	(70) 	 (%) 

54 	3.2 	3.4 	3.4 

6. Winnipeg Regional Office 

The non-response rate for the Winnipeg Regional Office decreased from 5 	
6.4% in July to 4.7% in August. Decreases in the T.A., Ni and N2 
components accounted for the month to month increase In the overall 
non-response rate this year. 

Compared with the non-response rate (5.2%) in August 1973, this year's 
August rate was lower. The decreases in the T.A. and Ni components 
of 0.3% and 0.4% respectively accounted for the lower non-response 
rate this year. 

At the economic region level, one of the economic regions where the 
actual contribution exceeded the expected contribution was E.R. 60. 
The percentage contributions by each of the four non-response compo-
nents to the total non-response in this E.R. are given below: 

E.R. 60 

(%) 

T.A. 	63.4 

Ni 	21.1 

N2 	12.7 

Other 	2.8 

fl 
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Lurthermore, this economic region contained 32.8% of all the sampled 
households in the Winnipeg Regional Office; however it also contained 
49.5% of all the T.A. households and 60.0% f all the Ni households 
in this regional office. 

7. Edmonton Regional Office 

The non-response rate for the Edmonton Regional Office decreased from 
8.5% in July to 7.0% in August. This year's month to month decrease 
in the overall non-response rate was due to decreases in the T.A., Ni 
and N2 components. However, the effect of these decreases on the 
overall non-response rate was lessened by an increase of 0.9% in the 
"other" component. 

Compared the non-response rate (11.4%) in August 1973, this year's 
August rate was considerably lower. This year's lower rate was due 
to sizeable decreases in the L.A., Ni and N2 components. 

At the economic region level, the most noteable difference between the 
actual and expected contributions to non-response was recorded in 
E.R. 80 (southeast corner of Saskatchewan). The percentage contribu-
tion by each of the four non-response components to the total non- 

F. 	.r' 	'ten below: 

S 
(7.) 

T.A. 9.8 

Ni 0.0 

N2 2.4 

Other 87.8 

The high contribution to non-response was made by the "other" compo-
nent. In this economic region 36 of the 41 households recorded as N3 
for the Edmonton Regional Office were found here. Of these 36 N3 
households in E.R. 80, 35 were the result of the returns having been 
lost in the mail. 

8. Vancouver Regional Office 

The overall non-response rate for the Vancouver Regional Office 
decreased from 12.8% in July to 12.2% in August. The decrease in the 
overall month to month change in non-response this year was mainly 
attributed to decreases in the T.A., N2 and "other" components. 

S 

	

	Again this month, a slight improvement (a decrease of 0.1% over last 
month) in the refusal rate (N2) was recorded. 
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August rate was lower. Furthermore, all of the components of non-
response exhibited lower rates this year. 

* 	The refusal rate in economic region 94 decreased from 4.6% in July to 
4.5% in August. Again this change was encouraging but yet the refusal 
rate continues to be rather high. Furthermore, this economic region 
contained 52.5% of all the sampled households in the Vancouver Regional 
Office but it also contained 64.6% of all the refusal households in 
this regional office. 

The most noteable difference between the actual and expected contribu-
tions to the total non-response of the regional office was in E.R. 97 
(central area of B.C.). This difference was mainly due to the 
relatively high number of T.A. households. The T.A. rate for E.R. 97 
was 12.3%. 
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S 	 ib1e Ii) 

	 ugust, 1974 

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

Aug. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1974 

L() 
-2.1 

-0.9 

-0.6 

-0.4 

-0.2 

Table 1(b) 

Non-Response Data at the Regional Office Level 

Regional 
Office 

St. John'r' 

Halifax 

Montreal 

Ottawa 

Toronto 

Winnipeg 

Edmonton 

Expected[ 
Number 

of 
Househoids(%)_J 

Non- 	1 
Response 

Rate 

Actual Percentage 	Expected Percentage 
Contribution to 	Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 	Total Non-Response 
atthcCanadaLevel 	at the Canada Level 

3.1 	4.8 1,641 - 5.7 

- 	 5,685 

	

6,472 	- 

8.7 	- 16.4 16.6 

8.4 18.0 18.9 - 

2,143 8.6 6.2 6.3 

7,189 - 11.0 26.2 21.0 

- 	 3,200 	- 

3,907 

4.7 5.0 9.4 

7.0 9.0 11.4 

35 2  12.2 16.1 11.6 
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Appendix 2 

S 
-' 

'ugust, 1914 

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

bic JD) 

Non-Response Data at the Economic Region Level 

-- 	Expected 	Non- 	Actual Percentage 	Expected Percentage 
Economic 	Number 	Response 	Contribution to 	Contribution to 
Region 	of 	Rate 	Total Non-Response 	Total Non-Response 

Households 	(%) 	at the R.O. Level 	at the R.O. Level 

	

00 	250 	4.8 	12.8 	15.2 

	

01 	652 	6.7 	46.8 	39.7 

	

02 	- 145 	2.8 	- 	4.3 	8.9 	- 

	

03 	291 	6.5 	20.2 	17.7 

	

04 	283 	4.7 	13.8 	17.3 

	

05 	20 	10.0 	2.1 	1.2 
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ALTVAX REGIONAL OFFICE 

. 

	

tblc 3(a) 
	August, 1974 

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

Non 
-Re sponse 
Component 

L Overall 

T.A. 

N,1 

N.2 

Non-Response Rates 
Jul. 1974 

to 
Aug. 1974 

() 

Aug. 1974 

()_ 

Jul. 1974 

) 

8.7 10.0 -1.3 

4.8  -0.9 

1.6 1.7 -0.1 

1.8 2.0 

0.6 

-0.2 

0.5 -0.1 

Non-Response Rates 
Jul. 1973 

to 
Aug. 1973 

() 

__________ 

Aug. 1973 

() - 

__________• 

Jul. 	1973 

() - - 

9.8 	- 13.4 -3.6 

5.6 7.4 -1.8 

1.6 3.1 -1.5 - 

2.2 2.0 0.2 

• 	0.4 0.9 -0.5 

Aug. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1974 

-0.8 

-0.4 

0.1 

Table 3(b) 

. 

	

-. 	cn;e Dn ta at the Econai c Rc 	a Level 

4 

Economic 
Region 

Expected 
Number 

of 
Households 

Non- 
Response 

Rate 
() 

10 

20 

21 

22 

23 

30 

31 

32 

415 5.5 

503 8.6 

611 7.7 

1,345 9.4 

465 10.5 

499 12.4 

580 11.6 

690 6.4 

577 5.2 

Actual Percentage - rExpected Percentage 
Contribution to 	Contribution to 
Total Non-Response 	Total Non-Response 
at the R.O. Level 	at the R.O. Level 

4.7 7.3 

8.7 8.8 

9.6 10.7 

25.8 23.7 

10.0 8.2 

12.6 8.8 

13.6 10.2 

8.9 12.1 

6.1 10.2 
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Expected 
Number 

of 
Households 

Non- 
Response 

Rate 
(oh) 	- 

Actual Percentage 
Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 
at the R.O. Level' 

Expected Percentage  
Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 
at the R.O. Level 

339 7.1 4.4 5.2 

413 3.8 2.9 6.4 

212 10.8 4.2 3.3 

1,002 5.5 10.1 15.5 

540 8.8 8.7 8.3 

644 4.4 5.2 10.0 

508 5.2 4.8 7.8 

2,814 11.5 	- 59.7 43.5 

is 
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M0NTJEAL REGiONAL OFFICE 

0 
Table 4(a) 	August, 1')74 

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

Non- 
_Responsel 
Component 

Non-Response Rates 

j 
Aug. 1974 	Jul. 1974 

Jul. 	1974 
to 

Aug. 1974 

Non-Response_Rates  

Aug. 1973 	Jul. 1973 

12.1 	19.2 

Jul. 1973 	1g. 1973 1 
to 	to 

Aug. 1973 	Aug. 1974 

-7.1 	-3.7 Overall 8.4 12.1 -3.7 

T.A.- 4.0 7.4 -3.4 6.2 12.6 -6.4 -2.2 

N.1 

N.2 

Other 

1.6 1.7 -0.1 2.3 4.4 -2.1 

0.5 

0.9 

-0.7 

2.1 2.2 -0.1 2.2 1.7 -0.1 

- 	 0.7 0.8 - 	 -0.1 1.4 0.5 -0.7 

Table 4(b) 

NonR. spnse Data at the Econoi L Regi cri Love 1 S 

Ecomic 
Region 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

0 
	 - 0 
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Appendix S 

OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICF 
	

. 

Table 5(a) 	. 	August, 1974 

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

N on 
-Response 
Component 

Overall 

T • Pt. 

N.l 

N.2 

Other 

Non-Response Rates Jul. 1974 
to 

Aug. 1974 

(%) 

Non-Response Rates Jul. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1973 
-- 
Aug. 1974 

(_) 

Jul. 1974 

?___ 

Aug. 1973 

()  

Jul. 1973 

8.6 9.5 -0.9 9.2 

4.2 

13.9 -4.7 

5.2 5.3 -_-0.1 8.6 -4.4 

1.8 2.4 -0.6 3.0 2.9 0.1 

1.5 1.7 -0.2 1.7 2.0 -0.3 

0.1 0.1 - 0.3 	0. 

Aug. 197 
to 

Aug. 1974 

-0.6 

1.0 

-1.2 

-0.2 

I 

Non-Response Data at the Economic Region Level 

Economic 
Region 

Expected 	Non- 
Number 	Response 

of 	Rate 
Households 	(%) 

Actual Percentage 
Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 
at the R.O. Level 

Expected Percentage 
Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 
at the R.O. Level 

40 

48 

50 

58 

18 0.0 0.0 0.8 

243 9.9 12.9 11.3 

136 5.9 4.3 6.4 

1,116 8.6 51.4 52.1 

630 9.3 31.4 - 29.4 

. 
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Expected Non- 
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Appendix 6 

cIc;Tr) LGI0NAL OFFJ ci: 
	 August, 197!i 

Tible 6(a) 

PlonLh to MunLh 3.nd'Ludi to Your Chan ~;e6 iii Lhc Non-Rc.;ponse Ratc s 

Non 
-Response 
Component 

Non-Response_Rates Jul. 1974 
to 

Aug. 1974 

 (%) 

Aug. 1974 Jul. 1974 

-- 

Overall 11.0 12.2_ -  -1.2 	- 

T.A. 

N.1 

N.2 

Other 

6.3 7.7_ -  -1.4 

0.5 2.2_ 1.7 

2.0 2.2 -0.2 

0.5 0.6 -0.1 

Non-Response Rates 

Aug. 1973 	Jul. 1973 

Jul. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1973 

11.4 16.2 -4.8 

6.5 11.4 -4.9 

2.4 2.6 -0.2 

1.8 1.6 0.2 

0.7 0.6 0.1 

Aug. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1974 
() 

-0.4 

-0.2 

-0.2 

0.2 

-0.2 

S 
	

ic 6(b) 

Non -Responso Data at the Economic Region Level 
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Appendix 7 

WUNiPEC REGIONAL OFFICE 

[IJ 
	 Tible 7(a) 	August, 1974 

iLh t 	 tc vL Lr Changes in the Non-Response Rates 

Non-Response Rates Jul. 1974 
Non to 

-Response Aug. 1974 	Jul. 1974 Aug. 1974 
Component 

 

Overall 	4.7 	6.4 	-1.7 

TEA. 	2.8 	3.5 	-0.7 

N.1 	0.8 	1.6 	-0.8 

N.2 	0.8 	1.1 	-0.3 

Other 	0.3 	0.2 	0.1 

Non-ResponseRates 
Jul. 1973 

to 
Aug. 1973 Aug. 1973 Jul. 1973 

5.2 6.7 -1.5 

3.1 4.3 -1.2 

1.2 1.4 -0.2 

0.7 0.7 - 

0.2 0.3 -0.1 

Aug. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1974 

-0.5 

-0.3 

-0.4 

0.1 

0.1 

S 
Table 7(b) 

Non-Response Data at the Economic Region Level 

Expected Non- Actual Percentage Expected Percentage 
Economic Number Response Contribution to Contribution to 
Region of Rate Total Non-Response Total Non-Response 

Households () at the R.O. Level at the R.O. Level 

509 17 0.0 0.0 0.5 

226 4.9 - 7.3 7.1 

1,050 6.8 47.0 32.8 
60 

159 1.8 2.0 5.0 
61 

71 1.4 0.7 2.2 62 

129 1.6 1.3 4.0 63 

286 2.7 5.3 8.9 64 

140 0.7 0.7 4.4 65 

507 5.1 - 	 17.2 15.9 
70 

323 3.9 8.6 10.1 
71 

292 5.1 9.9  9,1 
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Appendix 8 

EDMONTON REGIONAL OFFICE 

. 	

t ble 8(a) 	August, 1974 

Month to MOULiI and :car u 'i:ar Changes in the Non-Response Rates 

Non 
-Response 
Component 

Non-Response Rates 

Aug.1974 	Jul.1974 

Non-Response Rates 
Jul. 1974 

to 
Aug. 1974 	Aug.Jul. 1973 

-1.5 	11.4 	15.8 

Jul. 1973 
to 

Au.l73 

Aug. 	19731 
to 	I 
AUJ 

-4.4 Overall 7.0 8.5 -4.4 

T.A. 

N.1 

3.3 5.1 -1.8 5.3 8.6 -3.3 -2.0 

1.3 1.5 -0.2 2.7 3.7 -1.0 -_-1.4 

N.2 1.3 1.7 -0.4 2.7 2.1 0.6 -1.4 

Other 1.1 0.2 0.9 0.7 1.4 -0.7 0.4 

Table 8(b) 

0 	Non-lesponse Data at the Economic Region Level 

0 
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Appendix 9 

VANCOUVER REGIONAL OFFICE 

. 

	

August, 1974 

Lu 	 : 	 ( r:s in the Non-Response Rates 

Non-Response Rates Jul. 1974 
Non 	- 	 to 

-Response Aug. 1974 Jul. 1974 Aug. 1974 
Component 	() 	(%) 	(%> 
Overall 

T.A. 

N.l 

N.2 

Other 

12.2 

5.8 

2.4 

12.8 

6.0 

2.2 

-0.6 

-0.2 

0.2 

3.6 

0.4 

3.7 -__-0.1 

0.9 -0.5 

Non-Response Rates 

Aug. 1973 	Jul. 1973 

Jul. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1973 

Aug. 1973 
to 

Aug. 1974 

14.9 16.0 -1.1 -2.7 

6.0 6.9 -0.9 -0.2 

3.5 4.3 -0.8 -1.1 

4.5 3.8 0.7 -0.9 

0.9 1.0 -0.1 1 	-0.5 

TaL]c 9(b) 

0 	 ( J)aL a at: t: Economic Re ion Level. 

Expected 
Number 

of 

89 

141 

Hous'hO1dj)J 

Non- 
Response 

Rate 

10.1 

Actual Percentage 
Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 
at the R.O. Level 

Expected Percentage 
Contribution to 

Total Non-Response 
at theR.O. Level 

- 	 1.9 2.3 

15.6 4.5 3.6 

293  7.2 - 4.3 7.4 - 

177 15.2 5.6 4.5 

2,076 11.8 50.6 52.5 

818 11.8 20.0 20.7 

61__-  11.5 	- 1.5 1.5 

-_ 244 20.1 10.1 6.2 

53 13.2 ____ 1.5 1.3 

Economi.c 
Regi on 

P 9O 

91 

92 

93 

94 

95 

96 

97 
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Appendix 10 

S 	 h ii Li 

1. Dwelling, 

A dwelling is a set of living quarters which is structurally separate and 
has a private entrance from outside the building or from a conunon hail 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 aV-typesare not included in this count since they contain no 

5 
4. 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 back 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. 

(lii) Refusal (N2) 

A non-interview household is designated as a "refusal" 
when a responsible member of the household definitely 

5 reto 	 :ro'' ide 	the 	si trvey information rcnies ted 
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(iv) OLhcr (Nj-Nb) 

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., Ni, N2, N3-N6) in an economic region (or in a regional office) 

• 

	

	to the number of non-respondent households in the regional office (or in 
'anada). This ratio is expressed as a percentage. 

• Expected 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. 

LI 
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IV- I 

Coiiipari son of Catiad Ian and Americait Unemployment Rates 
August 1973 to AugusL 1974 

IN 

Seasonally-Adjusted Actual 

Canadian American Canadian American 

1974 - August 5.3 .  5.4 4.4 5,3 
July 5.1 5.3 4.6 5.4 
June 4.9 5.2 4.8 5.8 
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 4.7 
August 5.4 4.7 4.5 4.7 

G -11 

Comparison of Canadian and American Unemployment Rates • by Month, January 1971 to Date 
P. cent Per cant 

8 Seasonally-adjusted 8 

Canadian rate 

6 - __• 
-- - - 6 

American rate'- ..._ 
4- -4 

2- -2 

4. 

10- Actual - 10 

-8 
nad,an rate 

-6 'I 
American rate . 4k-  -4 

2 1 11tH 11111111111 MMIHIMI MMHHMM 2  
J F HAM J J A SO NO J FM AM J J A SO ND J FM AM J JASON D J F MAN J J A SO ND 
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IV- 2 

LFS 	ner-plovecr arid IflC Claimants Series 
January 1973 to date 

IFS 
Unemployed 
(000's) 

UIC 
Claimants 
(000's) 

Ratio 

Claimants 

LFS 
Unemployed 
(000's) 

tJIC 
Claimants 
(000's) 

Ratio 

Claimants 
Unemployed Unemployed 

!fl 

December December 512 835 1.63 

November November 468 744 1.59 

October October 429 677 1.58 

September September 421 676 1.61 

August 447 August 433 691 1.60 

JuLy 465 719 1.55 JuLy 461 733 1.59 

June 469 748 1.59 June 503 739 1.47 

May 524 825 1.57 May 493 810 1.64 

April 568 960 1.69 April 570 921 1.62 

March 599 984 1.64 March 608 1,003 1.65 

February 635 1,009 I 	1.9 February 655 1,055 1.61 

January 637 981 1.54 January 688 1,056 1.53 

G —11 

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

F,  -I 

2OO— 	 _1200 

II 	I 	I 	II 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 	I 
F YAM J JASON D J FM AM J JASON 0 J FM AM J J A SO ND J FM AM J JASON D 
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IV- 3 

Uueinptoyinent rate represents the number unemployed as a per cent 
Of the civilian labour force. 

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

American civilian Labour Force, in the Current Population Survey 
concept, is composed of that portion of the civilian non-institutional 
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 	- does not need to have 
least B weeks in past 	worked before 
year to be eligible 

. 	
- interruption of earnings 	- activity concept: (1) did 
resulting from unemploy- 	not work, (2) actively 
ment, illness or pregnancy 	searched for a job, and (3) 

was able to work 

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

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

- claimants can work and be 
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 
benefit. 

- no upper age boundaries. 
See activity concept. 

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