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HIGHLIGHTS
A SLLFEAGE
The esrimated 2lippage vats at fhe Canada level in March was 5.1%7 (the same as
last month's Eigure).

| - By Province: Marginal changes (0.57 or less) in the estimated slippage rates
occurred in all provinces except Prince Edward Island and British Columbia. In
Prince Edward Island, the estimated slippage rate increased from 17,57 in February
to 20.2% in March. This increase was mainly due to a decrease (— 0.0689) in the
average size of households. In British Columbia, a decrease of 0.47 in the esti-
mated number of heads of households and a decrease of 0.0072 in the average size
of households contributed to the 0.9% increase in the estimated slippage rate.

2 - By Age Group at the Canada Level: The most notable changes in the estimated
slippage rates were the 0.67 and 0.8% decreases in the 25-44 and 65+ age groups
respectively and the 1.17 increase in the 45-64 age group. Only negligible
changes were noted in the other age groups.

B. NON-RESPONSE

The overall non-response rate at the Canada level decreased slightly from 4.7%7
in February to 4.67% in March, This month's lower rate was due to the decrease
in the "other" component. The overlap non-response rate for March remained the
same as the 0.37. rate recorded in February and the adjusted non-response rate
for the March survey was computed to be 4.3%.

Compared with the overall non-response rate of 6.47% in March 1974, this year's
rate was lower. Furthermore, all components of non-response exhibited year to
vear decreases in their rates.

C. VARIANCE

At the Canada level the coefficients of variation of Employed and Unemployed
increased from 0,37% and 2.01% for the February survey to 0.387 and 2.097
respectively for the March survey. The coefficient of variation of In Labour
Force remained unchanged at 0.32%.

At the provincial levels, four provinces - Newfoundland, Nova Scotia, Manitoba

and Saskatchewan, exhibited decreases in the coefficients of variation of Employed
estimated, while three provinces - Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island and Alberta,
exhibited decreases in the coefficients of variation of Unemployed estimates from
the February to the March survey.

0f the 33 estimates considered, (Employed, Unemployed and In Labour Force at the
province and Canada Levels), there were 8 estimates for which the published esti-
mates were assigned an alphabetic symbol indicating a different degree of reli-
ability than that indicated by the estimated sampling variability for the March
survey. For the estimates of Employed in Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island

and British Columbia, and the estimates of In Labour Force in Prince Edward
Island and Alberta, the published symbol was lower than the actual symbol for

the March survey, whereas the opposite was true for the estimates of Unemploved
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in Prince Edward Island and In Labour Force in Ontario and British Columbia.

On the basis of the analysis of subprovincial contributions to the provincial
variance estimates 13 pairs of PSUs, | pair of special area subunits, and 1 SRU
subunit located among &4 provinces were identified in which the actual percentage
contribution significantly exceeded the desired percentage contribution to the
provincial variance estimate for some particular characteristic.

D, REJECTED DOCUMENTS

The number of rejected documents at the Canada level improved from 6.937 in
February to 6.617 in March. This improvement was reflected in the results for
the regions of Ottawa, Toronto, Winnipeg, Edmonton and Vancouver. The re-
maining 3 regions had minor increases.

As seen from the summary on page 21, the major source of errors is still the '"No.
of careless errors'" with 5 offices having more than 557 of their rejected docu-
ments in this category.

E. ENUMERATION COST

The March enumeration costs for the Labour Force Survey at the Canada level was
calculated at $2.94 per sample household, an increase of 6 cents from the
February rate of $2,88.,

The 6 cent increase was the result of the Ottawa Regional Office not implementing
a 25 cent increase in the hourly rate paid to interviewers until the March survey,
Also, the full effect of the increase granted in February was delayed by the
etfect of a special supplementary survey, which resulted in some cost sharing
benefits to the February Labour Force Survey,

At Regional levels, changes in the enumeration costs reflect the return to a
normal survey workload for March. The enumeration costs for Halifax and Montreal
were unchanged while the regions of St. John's and Toronto registered decreases
of 9 and 2 cents respectively., Four regions had increases in their enumeration
costs, Ottawa with 33 cents, Vancouver with 22 cents, Winnipeg with 11 cents and
Edmonton 4 cents.
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Slippage Rates(1), Canada by Age and Provincial Totals
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Non-response Rates, Enumeration Cost and Rejected Documents by Regional Office
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Non-response Rates, by Component
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Employed and Unemployed
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Slippage by Age Group at the Canada Level
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Slippage by Province
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being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey.






N2

Halifax Regional

Total non-response

Office
o, Per cent of rejected documents
2(6 __ (Regutar labour force items)
(2}
|8 —
16—
14
|2
C;nada
8 —\ Y .
»
Halifax 'S
Sl ' l
| !
| |
4 | |
- 1 1
:‘-av:i::hle :
3
2 - | !
| i
| )
g oA L i Pl R T ) e
J
1974 1975
$ Enumeration cost per household
450 by type of areala)
' (4)
400

800" —

Rl

REETTEE
1975

u SNANEPLERS
1974

Ll
J

(al Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS reqgular schedule.

40 = 3
(
B =
16 — '
14 -- bl
e = Canada -
10 -- 11
B =
6= s
4. Canada\/\, ] -
s e
ewedad Dvvpvn Dby
196aSTI L T3t ¢
R el 1974 1975
Ca29-"1a A1
Averages
% Enumeration cost per household ‘?/
450 — P 11
(3)
400 A
B 190" e
SI00"== -
2.50 — Canada (" =
—\1 Halifax
RI001E- 4
IE0es "
.00 — !
it oo bl
H960, Tl 3 M
70 72 'm ko 1979
\—v__}
Averages

# The variation in the enumeration cost is due t0 a major supplementary survey
being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey.
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Montreal Regional Office

Total non-response

Montreal

il bl vl ol o { By

s il SRR ™
1969 ‘71 1 73 !
7o 72 "4

—2 e oY

Averages

%

4.50 —
{3)

4.00 —

3507

3.00 —

Enumeration cost per household @/

J D
; 1974 1975

Montreal

NURRRENARRAN

ol e Sl

e T l 'I ' r. ‘I

1969 ' | '73 |
0% W 74
Averages

J J D

1974 1975

9, Per cent of rejected documents
200 __ (Regular tabour force items)
(2}
[l
1=

JESITC ] 1]

1975
# Enumeration cost per household
4.50 by type of area(a)
(4)
200 N.S.R.U.
l‘\ r
! 4
T g RS
J v v
40— ‘\'
2B 0=
200 —
SR T
1.50 —
.00 —
Bl =
o—biirrtrinedibiiriiiely
J
1974 1975

(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.
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Ottawa Regional Office

Total non-response

o, Per cent of rejected documents
2'6 {Regular labour force items)
(2)
[ =
16 —
14 -
Canada
e :'\‘
f
I
0= ] \
I
[/
B 1
N
\\’/ l not _J\‘
G- :‘—available :
l a
4 — Ottawa : :
| |
: E
2 == i E
|
oot L, 0 Tl PR 1
J J D
1974 1975
$ Enumeration cost per household
4 150 by type of area!al
' )
00 M
2 N.S.R.U
RoN ANV N N
> 4
,“v'\ ! w
300 = ! \
el v
250 —\’\/\/\/\/
»
SiRAL.
20035
G0l =
e =
150r=
0 [lllllllllllll [ L T
1974 1975

{a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule.

18 =
16 - —
14 — —
Y Canada .
8 — =
§ = '
4= &
2 — Y
i oo b g
1969 ‘71 1731 J
. .0 V;?_ll‘b 1974 1975
Averages
% Enumeration cost per household
4.50 — 2 -
(3)
400 — —
3.50 - s
06— 13
Ottawa Py
N o/ 5
5 Canada %
0 5 58 25 0 R B llllllullllllllllllll
1969! ‘71 1'73 1
.7'0 .,,'2 .7'4 1974 1975
;Y_—__J
Averages

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






o, Total non-response

RS - =

Toronto Regional Office

%

Per cent of rejected documents
(Reqular labour force items)

20 —
(2

6,,

fe) %

not
available

1]

|l | Slwilic]s] |

e

1974

# Enumeration cost per household

by type of areal(a
(4)

4.50 -
4.00 —
3.50 —
N.S.R.U. /._,t
3.00 - / r’
A PP
2on>
| SR~

00 &

S0=

1975

1 e R ]

3 llx; prirnl
1974

{a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule.

12 Canada Toronto =
10 - Ty
8 - >
oFf— A
e -
2 — £
| it o gt TS L Sy
19691 ‘71 1 '73 1V
et ol 1974 1975
el
Averages
4'#50 ~_ Enumeration cost per household (a) )
(3)
4.00 — y
3850 —
Bi00 = .
25 0= oy
Canada
200 & i
510 = e
(00 -
B0 -
ddwadd Loe b
19691 "7 LT 0
70 ‘72 ‘74 1974 1975
Averages

# 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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20—

i g

Winnipeg Regional Office

Total non-response

LT Y e 1 | sl

Averages

b

4,80 —
(3)
MOk
300~
o =
2750, —

2005

(505

1974

Enumeration cost per household @'

FNENEENRUNERN.

1975

Ju ) i ) i |

£
72+ 14
Averages

1969 '71
'70

1974

1975

%
0=

10 -~
85
Ca
6.._
44

2 —

Per cent of rejected documents
{Reqular labour force items)

(2]

/
nada/
\
\'/

Wnnipég

not
available

= s
=1

.

-

Lppapdgaiials

i | IS ]s] enlil

0

08—

550 <

0

roai T 8 SRS

¢ 1974

1975

Enumeration cost per household

by type of area!la
(4)

S.R.U.

Dl

sb I SEIEL

J 1974

(a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule.

# The variation in the enumeration cost is due 10 a major supplementary survey
being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey.

1975
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’ Edmonton Regional Office
o, Total non-response 9, Per cent of rejected documents
> B {Regular labour force items)
O = =i 20 -
(1) (2)
18 - R8s
16 — — 16 -
14 — — =
|2 = Canada L e =
A
10 - I\Canada F L T ,’ I
I\ Edmonton ] : '
8 A o 8 — | E
! [N
6 — = 6 — Canada ! ]
Aot ~>E
4 M ] 4 : available E
! |
t 1
[} '
e A 2 : E
[} |
I
ally |lllllllllllll WSS 0 IilllllLllllllllllJJll
Yo I . T J D J J
Vi 2u ¥, ik 1974 1975 1974 1975
. oy - 4
Averages
# ‘ # Enumeration cost per household
450 — Enumeration cost per household ‘! L 450 by type of area(a
(3) 14)
400 — - 400 —
ERE Q) - 25 550y
N.S.R.U. A ——
L NP |
A \
3.00 —- y — 300 /
Canada //
=\ I
250/~ =7 // - 215 (=
Canada Edmonton
2.00 — — 2.00 —
F50.=3 — 150,
INOE= - 1.00 —
\Si0— — LSOF=S
. b Lo b A S TN TENNE ARG I NP TR
- ¥ J J D J J D
as W 2 1974 1975 1974 1975
e (a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule.
Averages # The variation in the enumeration cost is due t0 a major supplementary survey

being conducted in conjunction with the reqular Labour Force Survey.
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Vancouver Regional Office

o Total non response . Per cent of rejected documents
200 ; 26 ~ (Regular labour force items)
{1 (2)
18— = [fa
16 — S 6=
el . |4 .
Canada
= 12 \
L T At
Vancouver g
= LT E
| Y
By 7\
5 6 = : :
| \
8 apep -]
= 4 = : available \
: :
I
INENNEREERRE NN ERRRRRRTNI ot h Wy T Loy e
J J D J J
1974 1975 1974 1975
8 U !
Averages
#. b % Enumeration cost per household
i a {a)
50l Enumeration cost per household vl aag by type of areafa
(3) (4}
400 — m G010
3. 50v s 3.50 —
N.S.R.U. /
= Ca = ) ~ra
3.00 : ;- 3.00 / \ hJ’
;< .I, \V,
2.50 — . = 250 —="
Vancouver ¥
00— - 2.00 — SIRLBLL 7
1.50 — - .50 —
.00 — (= 1.00 —
= 180 =4
A Lvoppo bl o—drrtrrritilibeirnirgnd
(W |l \ A J
e T 1974 1975 1974 1975
— {a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule.
Averages & The variation in the enumeration cost is due to a8 major supplementary survey

being conducted in conjunction with the regular Labour Force Survey.






HZmOXMmY

19

1ANMOUL ORCE SURVEY
HI? HON-RESPONSE %, TES AT (ME NATIONAL LEVEL, JANUARY '“ub TU DATE

sl H 1964 1467 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
AN 13.5 10.0 10.0 13,7 )G ) 8.9 78 -3 6.0 4.3
FE}B. .0 11.1 9.7 9.9 10.8 8.9 92 M2 6.0 4,7
MARCH 1253 11.3 8.6 11.8 11,2 9.5 9.8 6.8 6.4 4.6
APRIL 10,8 9.6 10.8 8.8 958 7.9 9.4 59 8.3
MAY I8 11.0 10.8 10.7 11.0 8.5 10.5 7.0 7.0
JUNE 10.5 10.7 10.7 12.3 10.6 &/ 1) 9.4 8,4 6.8
JULY 16.6 16.3 7.5, 17.0 16.3 13.9 12,4 15.1 10.4
AUGUST 13.6 14.3 12eS 14.0 11259 10.7 10.1 10.9 8.8
BEET . 10.8 10.9 8.8 9.9 E8r9 7.0 6.1 6.5 5.6

- OCT., 10.6 10.5 8.5 8.9 9.0 7.1 il 5.7 S
NOV. 11.9 8.2 9.6 9.0 8.3 6.1 5.2 5.2 4.3
DEC. 10.7 8.2 10.1 9.7 9.6 6.3 6.3 6.6 4.6

AVERAGE 12.0 11.0 16.6 11.3 10.8 8.5 8.4 - 7.9 6.6

NON-RESPONSE RATES AT THE NATIONAL LEVEL, JANUARY 1966 TO DATE.
= s AEH = T | LT e L g e W
| | e A : :
N = J . 4. e - . T g S LEN .
! i

|

ORI R P VI T O R R L

1

e lalih el ]

HES LR R I TR D!

1968

f

1969

|

1970

1973

1974

CRAPM PAPER (17401 . 10 YEARS BY MOMYNI
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Non-response Rates, Canada and Regional Oflices

Manth-to-Month TRAE H-
1975 1974 Change Year
Change
Feb. to [ Feb. to|March 1974
March Feb. March Feb. March March to
1975 1974 March 197
Total
Canada s sssscesnrsvivecse 4.6 4.7 6.4 6.0 - 0.1 + 0.4 R
Sk Johnol BTN e cie < o o 2.l 3.8 |G 20 = 2 & 01! &2
HalifaX cessesosesoces 5.4 4.8 6.8 SHE i 06 n o AUBL) - 1.4
MOREERACT, S Nevs e ot o 5 3.6 3.4 Wae, 1 kold y (0 - 0.6 ~r 5
OEEAGRIE I Sl el siee vveis oTa 6.0 250 7.98 67 -2l + 0.6 il 3
Toronto esscecassacse e SEO 6.5 7.4 6.0 - 1.5 + l:a - 2.4
WERRUTOE v i Bdos o Sai'd 2.9 385 12 3N L 9.6' 94" s +0.7
Edmonton eserssseevvenna 3.2 3-5 (s 20 = 0.3 P e ¥ 1 3.1
VanCOUVETr .,seveessssns 6.8 (31! 8.0 8.4 + 0.7 + 0.4 s N
Temporarily Absent
Canada ceesrevessrorscnes 1.6 1.6 1.9 1.8 T + ksl - 0.3
St, John's ,euesecevsces 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.6 - 0.3 = 0.2 2 O |
Halif8X ceceosrvovcenas 1.6 ¥3 I o/ L3 £.053 + 0.4 = 80 T
MOTEIEEAN® Kiacs oo ofakolafolals s1e 0.9 1.0 1.3 1.6 7= 01 = 0,93 =100
OLLAWA cerscecssascscces 2.4 L5e% 2.1 1.4 i QY L0 74 0. 3
TOronto .sveesecsccesse 2.2 285 5.8 205 - 0.3 + 0.8 |
Winnipeg essssavecsveve 1-2 1.9 0.9 l-S —0.7 - 0.6 +0-3
Edmonton ......seceues. 4 153 1.8 1.8 — U - 0.1 — 0.7
VBNCOUVEL sesesvaconsee 1.9 w7 2.4 2.4 B 052 — 0.3 —, (0 87
No one home
Canadad . SERL . I L 1.0 0.9 158 1.7 o 0.1 o (Ol - 0.8
Sk JOhDY S et rolcjsiorerartels 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.6 .0 = £ 052
ERE1E. £ Ao e or S feme XeTSTs =o' o el (9) 7/ 1.6 1.9 + 0.4 = 1053 =405
MontEeREms 2l , . 58 . 48 0} %7/ 0.7 2] 2.0 == £ 207 - 2.0
Ot tawa M. ot aje s S alare 1.9 0.8 2.5 3% < | - 0.7 -~ 0.6
TOronto sessesecocecnas Ll 0.9 1.8 I3 g (0 ) ) — (i
Winnipeg esevesesceesees 0.5 (045 L0)gs 0}/ e - 0.4 200, 2
EdmORECTRE o~ %8 ois' o oo afiare 0.7 0L 1.8 a2 = i3 0.6 - 1.1
VanCoOUVEL seeeesscaance g 1.8 1.9 2.4 “+20. 1 ~ 0.5 T
Refusals
Canada cesecesconcascesas J L L2 1R 1.6 —=i he R (001 - 0.5
St, John's ..cceccceses o) ) 0.5 0.6 part0) s ) - 0,1 =10, 7
Halifax XA RN 1-3 1:6 1-5 lo6 —0.3 -0.[ —0.?
Montreal enesssevscessen L2 1.0 2.0 2.1 EN 002 - 0,1 - 0.8
Ottﬂwﬂ eeessrecscsscesun 190 Lo 1-3 lo3 - 0.2 = . B8
TOLONLO seeevsecesasens 1,2 1.3 1.8 1o § = 0,19 + 0.8 - 0.6
Wir‘mipeg ePrrevecenanes 0.8 057 0.8 0.6 + 10, | = 062 —
Edmonton «.evevoveccnee 0.8 0.7 L5 L.4 o % ()] o)) - 0.7
Vancouver coeeesvcccces 282 2.0 3.1 2.8 i 0 2 420 10), ) - 0.9
Other
Canada seeeescsevenserene 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.9 —0.2 +0.l —0-2
Sk . John's seensesvscee 0.6 1.2 0.4 0,52 - 0.6 +50)'¥2 +-10/52
HalifaX soecvrocscccese 1.4 V42 2.0 gyl 07 2 + 0.9 - 0.6
Montréal .e..ecvcvvcoes 0.8 0.7 1.1 2.0 C 0 - 0.9 = 0.3
Ottawa essssaensesssses 0.6 0.%2 Il 54 0.8 +0.4 + 0.6 - 0.8
EURAINEECS + « vy« o sigfms | W OLS 1.8 0.5 0.7 3 st 300 - 088 -
UinnipEg ssescessccncsse 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 -~ - +0.2
Edmonton ,ccececcescens 0.6 0.8 12 0.5 0 0 O = WG
Vancouver ssececcececce 0.8 0.6 0.9 0.8 9052 + 0.1 - 0.1







n * Q es C [} STATISTIQUE CANADA LFS J44
i A Tla:'?ns‘oANNA—A o«vns»o: 'oels PERANONS  (GTONALES e .
LABOUR FORCE SURVEY ENQUETE SUR LA POPULATION ACTIVE ::J‘gj‘vu Ne 297
ANALYS!S OF REJECTED DOCUMENTS — ANALYSE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES »
SUMMARY — SOMMAIRE CANADA ST JOHN'S HALIFAX MONTREAL OTTAWA TORONTQO WINNIPEG | EDMONTON | VANCOUVYER
TOTAL DOCUMENTS RECENED / TOTAL DES DOCUMENTS RECUS 79,563 4,555 13,701 4,893 8,635 8887
- e o = E s e o , 3 = x P PR T [Ny
REJECTED DOCUMENTS / DOCUMENTS REJETES 525 185 994 230 15220 270 618 549
oF 101 UHENTS RECEIVED f
RS e | 6.61 3.84 8.73 6.30 | 4.70 7.37 | 3.90 7.16 6.59
l TOTAL ERRORS/ TOTAL DES ERREURS 8,704 307 15,942 VG 343 25015 430 1,020 889
: AvL. ERRORS PER REJECTED DOCUMERY
WrtANE P ERREURS PAR DOCUMENT REJETE 1563

-———

| ERROR  BREAKDOWN / REPARTITION DES ERREURS

——— — —— — = T e
——— e —

| MO. OF CARELESS EWRORS o+
| NMBRE (X FAUTES D' INATTENTION °°

T o totaL exrors/ T, ou TOWAL DES ErmEwRs

AvE, PER REJECTED OOCUMENY
WAL PAC DOCUMENT RESETE

N CF ERRORS IN ITEXS 11, 12, 24 & 25
[ WubRt DUEORLUKS AUX POSTES M1, e, 24§ 28

[ 7.0 toras exrons/ b ou rotaL OES eareuns

AvE, PER REJECTEOD DOCUMENT
WOVIANL DAl O NT R NETE

N0, OF ERRDRS W 1TEMS 13, 20 O 2)
MWkt 0L CREURS ALY TDSTES 15, 10 A 13

7-) OF TOTAL ERRORS/ 7.: DU TOTAL DES ERREURS

AvE. PER REJECTED DOCULMENT

bavinae Pan rocuutst RestTé

L
. OF [RRORS In L7(M8 14 & 15
__WNEKE D'EERELRS AuY RISTES 14 f 15

] 73 Of_1o1AL eerors / 70 DU TOTAL DES ERREURS 3.2 17.3 ] 4.9 3.4 6.7 6.0 2.1 2.5 7.2
e, | .086 .303] 080 .060 .100 .099 4032 042 + 107
i, BRSNS T, 165 619,

'_\Lu.l'l 0t Chfuls A_’; TOSTES 17, 10 § 19 .[ 70 2 8 20 4 17 6 4 9

| T, or vomt exeons/ T ou tomaL oes exmeurs | -8 .6 4 1.1 1.2 -8 1.4 4 e A

[ i red stareteo mcuent R . 0L .007 .020 .017 .014 .022 | .006 .016

WOYEAME PAR INCUMENT REJETE

I

oo 3-3-78

*®

e CETTE ANALYSE REPRESENTE LES ERREURS LISIBLES PAR

THIS  AMNALYSIS REPRESENTS THE MACHINE READASLE ERRORS OMNLY.
MACHINE  SEULEMENT.

% & CARELESS ERROR: SuUm OFf ERRORS FOR ITEMS 1 TO 10,

®= % FAUTE D' INATTENTION: TOTAL OfS ERREURS AUX POSTES 1-10,

29 AND EOUC. ON THE LfS DOCUMENT
SUR LE DOCUMENT EPA.

29 B
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Enumeration Cost per Household by Regional Office, S.R.U. and N.S.R.U,

October 1973 and 1974 to March 1974 and 1975
1975 1974 1974 1973
March Feb. ‘ Jan. Dec. NovJ Oct. March I Feb, Jan, Dec Hov. Oct.
All Areas

canadalls® .. b N, & oo il voled JAY 2,94 2.88 257 2.64 2.69 2.35 |2.38 2.38 2.40 2.932 2.41 2.52

Rt [ T B e oo OIS ST 3.45 3.54 .41 3.30 3.31 2830 12,72 2.75 2.78 2.70 2,75 2.89
HAERAX Ferl o ool D ke e lase 70, wolaid 3.09 3.09 2.86 2.67 2.69 2.31 f2.32 2,24 2.31 2.18 2.29 2.29
Montiacalt i< . . S I .. e o0 § 3.00 3.00 2.88 2.73 2.76 .38 ] 2-43 2.53 2SI 297 2.58 2,70
OELAVA! Lot b o it R Bk ? 2.98 2.65 2.78 2.76 2.83 255 | 2657 2557 2.66 2,44 2.53 2.66
EoxonEoL Sl BFi.S, A NI STy, ¥, D! 2.83 2.85 2.76 2.63 2.h5 gaas 1235 2.39 2.42 2.43 2.47 2.67
T e e R B S St - o 2.91 2.80 2.62 2.53 2.74 25294 11248 2.4 2.42 2,40 2.39 2.48
EARONEON oo - e - 3112 starohalalofe: o 'ovsig « Xael 50 2.72 2.68 2.66 2.63 2.56 2.33 | 2.26 2.21 2,246 2.1 2.22 2.29
VARGOIUNETGY. o e .'s it tlslaiikeisie o ooiohel 2.81 2.59 2,47 2,26 2.45 2.24 2.26 2.19 2.19 2.16 2.19 287

S.R.U,

B X aeah oBon B Do 6 00 00 B8DG O o, 292 2.49 2,38 2.29 2211 2.05 2.09 2,14 2,14 2.10 2.24 2835
SEDbhnEal ., SN TS . .o 2673 2.90 2.66 2.66 2.67 2.38 | 2.27 2.28 28217 241 2.15 2} 3t
Ha L3 v 0 STt vt s ¥ SYoe bre =, feast 13 2.55 2.60 2.58 2.31 2.24 1.95 |2.10 2.17 2.11 2.04 2.186 2.07
MODETEAL olareiolsic < it oolers[aioisioioisrs’ & 2250 2,59 2.44 2.43 2.34 1.96 |2.09 2.25 2,25 2.12 2.42 2.55
Ot:Cavals - W, B, Jx OB, LY. LB e A9 257 2.36 23]l 2.47 2.54 2 a1 la1F2), 39 2.43 2Ll 2.33 2.'35 2.50
Toron G o S vk, B A3, .o M0 SRS 2.66 2.71 2.57 2.47 2.51 2.24 |2.24 2.28 2.31 237 2.43 2.59
WINRUPTER b oleie < otoflitels B -l 2 Vlelstols oo 2.20 2522 2.00 2.04 22019 h.d4® |:2.01 2.05 2.02 2512 2.11 20
i Ty P . . 55 R o Poh: o ) 28152 2802 2.01 1.98 1.85 1.70 J1.63 1.56 1.56 1.40 1.63 1.74
VANCOUVET & o siafe I ASatells - (80 o oifole 2 2,47 2. 501 201 1.92 2.14 2,01 |2.04 1.99 1.97 1.98 2.08 2095

N.S.R.U,

GANRAR % '%e o oinle sra alhoo deiolslotele slalotals als 3567 3.40 3.29 3.10 3.19 2ah” | 2als 2.70 2545 2.6l 2.64 2.74
St. John's ioouleseshecianisnenconea $ 3.72 3.78 3.68 51 5y} 3.56 3.3 1288 2.92 2.95 2.90 2.96 3.08
Halifax coscvaoiosnssonmesonssions § 3.42 3.39 3.064 2.90 2.96 2.52 J2.46 2.30 2.45 2527 2 N 2.44
Montreal ...vasscssiaiossecesiaenens 9 3.78 3.76 3.64 3525 3,46 2.95 13,07 3.06 3.00 2.83 2.88 2.96
OCEANA. .- o ofareiohams Solole ataks ais ofete s sia's 3.34 3.20 3.30 3.29 3.39 2.81 2.89 2.81 2.89 2,60 2.79 2.90
TORORUON ofs.o o [0 « Bloistais sie.s fo.oisiote e 3.30 3.22 3.27 3.04 3.02 2161 2.67 21, 70 2.69 2.60 2.59 2.86
WANNIPER eoecvorsasesssssscessans I 3.61 3.36 3.21 3.01 3. 30 2.98 2.80 2.79 2,81 2.66 2.64 2.73
EdmOnton . Seeeassee oliais s sssiasalons 3.33 3.3 3.33 3.29 3.26 2.97 }2.91 2.89 2.96 2.83 2.84 2.83
VBN QOUY EF BTVt fe Ters . & o 35 3.30 3300.~4 SR Bees aaamn L 2|02 25 s oll e UREN . 2 asR® oih

Month-to-Month Change Year-to-Year Change
1975 Dec. 1974 1974 U 19713 March Feb, Jan, Dec.
1974 1973 1974 1974 1974 1973
Feb, Jan, to Nov. Feb. Jan. to Nov. to to Lo to
to to Jan. to to to Jan. to March Feb, Jan. Dec.
March Feb. 1975 Dec. March Feb. 1974 Dec 1975 1975 1975 1974
All Areas

GAnAARY Jo ieie o oiaisiaielafbinie ota's SIS Sole fs YL S +0.06 + 0.1l +0,13 - 0,05 - —0.02 + 0,08 —0,09f+ 0.56 + 0,50 + 0.37 + 0.32
Bt RIohnEe" 5 5.t oo L BPE - RR TR a3 9 —0.09 +0.13 +0.11 —0.01} —0.03 —0.03 + 0,08 - 0.05f+ 0.73 + 0.79 + 0.63 4 0.60
BALIERY | .50« « o0 00, Salslsintors o ole sloisls 5 = $0.23 + 0,19 —0,02] +0.08 —0.07 + 0.13 - 0.11}+0.77 + 0.85 + 0.55 ¢ 0.49
MONETEAl seceescvorcossscssorsses I - +0.12 + 0,15 - 0,03] - 0.10 + 0.01 + 0,15 - 0,21+ 0.57 + 0.47 + 0.36 + 0.36
OLLAWA cessvsrvssssccsrccnnreness ¥ +0.33 - 0.13 + 0.02 - 0.07 — $=10.09 [#:0.22 = 0,09 [+ 0.4L -+ 0.08 ' & 0.2 0.32
TERONNO, .50 clare's/sloittaie ole o o arls Tt 5 - 0.02 4+ 0.09 + 0.13 - 0,02} - 0.06 —0.03 —0.01 - 0,06}+ 0.48 + 0.46 + 0.3& + 0.20
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Percentage of Pejected Documents -~ The Sumnary Table and Charts
give the percentage of lalour force documents requiring clerical
edits due tomissing or inconsistent entries in the regular. labour
TONtE "1 tane |

Careless Frrors -~ The term "carelaess errors'" refers to omissions,
poor marks and inconsistent entries on the TLalour Ferce schedule

for identification, sex, marital status, relationshin 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?"

RETATER: TO) 'SECONT GRS

Enumaration CGost-per Housal®ld +~ The.per househeld costsjare
calculated usinag the total number of houscholds sampled for

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

and the interviewer expenses to cover the assignment (mileaqge, etc.).

Interviewing refers to ohtaining the information by wversonal visit

to the household, or by telephoning the household to ohtain the

information, for the LF survey and for supplementary questions added
. to the LF document for the current month.
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Introduction
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Another important quality measure pertaininag to the statistics

is that of sampling variance, defined bv the wmean scuare deviation
of statistics over all possible samples from the expected value
over all pocsible samples which may be selected from the samble
frame. Duc.to the well designed sampling procedure and to careful
processing of the rdata, the bhias of this statistic should he sirall
The estimated variances, the standard deviations, and the coeffi-
cients of variation are calculated each month for a set of charac-
teristics. From the estimated standard deviations and the coeffi-
cients of variation confidence intervals for published statistics,
ignoring the effect of non-sampling errors, mav be obtained under
the assumption that s tigatad - totals are normally distributed about
the true pOpuTatlon value. Thus if 1t is found that an uncmploved
estimate possesses a “coefficient of variation of 3 % then an unem-
ployed estimate may vary 6 % (2 standard deviations) about the true
population value in either direction in 95 ¢ of the samnles that
\could be drawn from the LFS frame.

Rouagh confidence intervals may he obtained from the lettered sym-
bols given in the monthly publications (The Labour Force: Catalocue
71-001). Due to time deadlines for the release of these publications
the lettered sywbols are based on the averace of the monthly coeffi-
cients of variation for the previous year. The lettered symbol,
which indicates a range in which the cocfficient of variation is
xpected 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 variation and 2) the seasonal effectis
which are not reflected in the published lettered symhols.

Example: For an estimate of 175,000 with a coefficient of variation
of 2.47 % thenuin 95 2 of all different samples that could e sclected
from the sample frame, the estimate would deviate from the true popu-
lation value by not more than 8,645,

The complexity of the formulas for the theoretical variance hased on
the multi-stace sampling procedure for the Labour Force Survey make

i1t difficult tto detekming from the calenlagtions alone,if thejvariagecy
are high considerina the sample desian or the frecauency of the charac:
teristic even if ‘they are high'for purposes of analvsis. Because
coefficients of variation decrease with increases in the population,
the sample size and the fregquency of the characteristic, the calculater
variances should be compared with some standard values.






Reliabdili+tys Mot really a Sfatistical wera hat. referring in
general to the standard deviation, variance of a statistic, and
confidence interval. In Table 1, the coefficient of variation
is used@ as a measure of the reliahility of estimates.

The following tahle presents some results of the monthly ILabour
Force Survey. Included are estimates, coefficients of variation
and binomial factors for the characteristics Tmployed UnemploveAd
and | ' Inlabotr “ToRee" .

Table 1: Estimates, Their Coefficients of Varjiation, and Their Bipomial
Factors for Canada and by Province for March 1975

;:t:i:t:on Employ;;imbo1 Unqnployecs%iboI In Labour Forc:ymDOL
Estimate C.V. Cal'd Pub'd B.F. |Estimate C.V. Cal'd Pub'd B.F.| Estimate C.V. Cal'd Pub'd B.F.
Canada 16,886 8,946 0.38 A AW 1205 840 2.09 G [ Tt 9,786 0.32 A A 1.05
Nfld. 387 143 2780 c 2.29 45 6.20 E E 2.69 J87/ 88173 c C 1.44
PYE-I. 83 35 7.27 E D 4.72 G —11. 05 F G 0.78 39 6.83 E D 4.9
N.S. 579 261 1.33 ¢ Ce 1 00 29 711 E E 2.15 290 1.31 c c 1.32
N.B. 486 213 2.37 C C 12.89 40 5.90 E E 2.20 253 1.99 (¢ C;+ 282
Que. 4,694 2,370 - 0.79 B B 1.2 286 3..76 D D=4l 71 2,656 0.6B B By 1407
Dat. 6,173 3,450 0.64 B B 1,18 272 4.00 0 D 1.69 3122 W 0352 A B 0.92
Man. 732 403 1.31 ¢ cl 0.93 18 ' 11,94 F F 1.63 42 .28 c c 0.39
Sask. 662 356 137 NG G 0597 13 12.44 F F 1.38 369 1.35 (o c_1.02
Alta. 1,247 726 JrliSr s G 1.3 % 7.75 E E 1.18 75381505 c B 1.32
B.C. 1,842 988 L5 &L B 1.48 101 6.39 E E 2.40 1,090 0.52 A B 1.09
C.V. =~ Coefficient of Variation
B.F. =~ Binomial Factor

Estimates in Thousands

Percent of Fstimates at

MAlphabetic fymhol One Standard Deviation
A B i~ 140, 5%
B a6 = (1. 08
@ ISR Ssw 2 F33
D R B - A5 LS
E R LD 0%
g IRELGE T~ M 5%
G Th 6= 25 0%
H AR L —733 .38
t] 33.4 T 50.0..
K .1 I







Aanlysiz af Suh-Provwinciz]l Pfontrihotiorns to the Variancs

On the bhasis of the binomial factor corresponding to the esti-
mated total of a characteristic, the decision is made vhether
to stu’ly sub-nrovincial contributions to the variance of this
characteristic or not. A hiah binomial factor or a suhstantiesl
increase in the factor over the correspondina factors for the
previous months indicate that a study should be carried out to
determine the origins of the high variance or increasc in the
factor.

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

"he results of the analysis for those characteristics and
provinces, as determined by their binomial factors, are presented
in Tables 2a, 2h, etc. The percentaae of the variance contrihuted
1s simply the contribution by the pair of PSUs or subunit expressed
as a percentage of the provincial variance. The desired percentage
contribution is the ratio of a weiaghted population estimate of the
subund ty or stratum. toral weighted Total spopulgtion estimaté of the
province expressed as a percentaqge. The weights (a weicht of 1 for
NSREU PSUSs andibfweights®f 145" Fo6r. SRU subhulife)ladjust he popula=
tion estimates to take into account the differcnce in sampling
ratios between NSRU and SRU parts of the province.






Adjusted Binowial lactors

The Binomial fastar or the ratio of the variance of a Labour orce esti-
mate to the variance of this estimate if similar results had been ob-
tained from a simple random sample is a measure of the quality of the
variances of Labour Force estimates. For those estimates where the bino-
mial factor is large, either absolutely or relative to previous months,

a detailed study of the subprovincial contribulions to the variance is
carried out. This analysis essentially scparates the subproviancial arecas
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 contri-
bution, based on the estimated population. The adjustment which is pro-
posed 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.

A more detailed write-up and algebraic development is presented in LISP-
74-119 (Nov. 1974) entitled "Binomial Factors in the Labour Force Survey'.

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 arcas identified in (2).

If this adjusted binomial factor has approximately the same value as
previous binomial factors in which a subprovincial analysis was not
decmed necessary, then the subprovincial areas identiflied in (1) were

the cause of the high variance. 1f the adjusted binomial factor is stLill
in excess of previous binomial factors then the subprovincial areas iden-
tified in (1) although part of the cause of the high variance were not
the only causes of a high variance; other causecs might be a general clus-
tering of the characteristic throughout the whole province, pradual dete-
rioration of the stratification or other reasons., These binowial factors
do possess a sampling variance and this results in rigorous interprctations
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 arcas
identified appear to be the main cause fov the high variance.
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Analysis of the Subprovincial Contributions to the Provincial
Variance Estimates for the March 1975 Survey

For the estimate of Unemployed in Newfoundland, the binomial
factor remains unusually high with a value of 2.69.
subprovincial contributions to the provincial variance estimate revealed

An analysis of the

4 pairs of PSUs for which the actual percentage contribution significantly

exceeded the desired percentage contribution to the provincial variance

estimate.

Table 2a) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Provincial Variance

Estimate of Unemployed in Newfoundland by PSUs and Subunits

PSUs

Identification

or Subunits

Location

Actual

Percentage

Desired
Percentage

Contribution Contribution

00001 & 00003

00021 & 00022
03003 & 03006
04041 & 04043

All other PSUs
and Subunits

Port aux Basque - north of
Gulf of St. Lawrence area
Hermitage Bay area

Notre Dame Bay area

in the western part of
Newfoundland

8.179
6993
10.80

7.39

56+ 09

.59
w37/
.8

NN

-

91.86

The adjusted binomial factor for this characteristic has a
value of 1.64 which falls within an acceptable range of binomial
factors for previous surveys and thus indicates that the above PSUs

are primarily responsible for the increased variance estimate.






In Nova Scotia the binomial factor for the estimate of
Unemployed increased from 1.57 for the February survey to 2.15 for the
March survey. The identification of two pairs of PSUs which contributed
in excess of their desired contribution was the result of the analysis
of subprovincial contributions to the provincial variance estimates.

Table 2b) Actual vs Desired Contributions to the Provincial Variance
Estimate of Unemployed in Nova Scotia by PSUs and Subunits

PSUs or Subunits ARbgL Déa Lag
Percentage Percentage
Identification Location Contribution Contribution

22002 & 22008 ~ east of Dartmouth and the

St. Margarets Bay area 17.08 4.69
22061 & 22069 -~ east of Shelburn harbour and

north of Yarmouth town, east

of St. Mary's Bay 10.20 3239
All other PSUs
and Subunits - 125 7.2 91.92

The adjusted binomial factor for this characteristic has a value
of 1.70 which remains higher than binomial factors for the estimate of
Unemployed in Nova Scotla for previous surveys. The increased variability
of this estimate, although partially caused by these identified subprovincial
areas, is also due to an increased degree of variability spread over remaining
portions of the province,
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The estimate of rhe total number of EZmployed persons in Haw
Brunswick has an associated binomial factor with a value of 2.89 for the
March 1975 survey which is unusually high for this characteristic. One
pair of PSUs, 1 pair of special area PSUs and 1 SRU subunit were identified
as contributing excessively to the provincial variance estimate. Design
problems are encountered with sample design for special areas with the sub-
sequent result that variance contributions by these areas are often high.

Table 2c) Actual vs Desired Contribution to the Provincial Variance
Estimate of Employed in New Brunswick by PSUs and Subunits

PSUs or Subunits e tual Degires

Percentage Percentage

Identification Location Contribution Contribution

30041 & 30042 — Petitcodiac & Dorchester

in the Sackville area 9.42 318

30901 & 30902 - Special areas 162 . 1ulill 1.46

32101 - A subunit in Fredericton 13.19 4.59

All other PSUs

and Subunits - 65.38 90.77

Since the adjusted binomial factor with a value of 2.08 remains
unusually high, it appears that in addition to the above identified
subprovincial areas the high variance of this estimate is due to an
increased variability spread generally over several areas of the province.

Also in New Brunswick, the binomial factor for the estimate of
Unemployed increased to 2.20 for the March survey from the value of 1.64
for the February survey. Two pairs of PSUs were identified in which the
actual percentage contribution to the provincial variance estimate
greatly exceeded the desired percentage contribution.
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Table 2d) Actual vs Desirvad Contribution to tha Proviucial Vavias

Estimate of Unemployed in New Brunswick by "PSUs_and bubunltH

PSUs or Subunits SEual Desireq
Percentage Percentage

Identification Location Contribution Contribution
33003 & 33005 - Caraquet Bay area and

Shippegan Island area 27.96 42
33061 & 33066 ~ south of Dalhousie and

north of Bathurst <) 14 SN aL3p
All other PSUs
and Subunits - O3 91.26

The adjusted binomial factor with a value of 0.97 indicates that
although these subprovincial areas are the cause of the high variance
astimate, there has been some over compensation for the excessive variance
contribution by these areas in the calculation of an adjusted variance.

If Bradsish | Codtaibia the -bnomiad Zackoh £00 Lthe wsCinaTed -coial
of Unemployed persons has a value of 2.40 which remains unusually high for
this estimate. Four pairs of PSUs were identified in which the actual
contribution to the variance estimate significantly exceeded the desired
percentage contribution.
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Table 2&) Actual vs Desired Contribution ta tha Fuosincial Vitiencs
Estimate of Unemployed in British-Columbia by PSUs and Subunits

PSUs or Subunits AC HRES et B
Percentage Percentage

Identification Location Contribution Contribution
92003 & 92013 - northeast of Kelowna and

west of Penticton 9.04 2.98
93001 & 93006 - west of Revelstoke and north

of Kamloops 8.62 2.82
94022 & 94026 - northeast of Chilliwack and

west of Mission City ) 2ol
97003 & 97008 - Prince George area 18585 B 2d;
All other PSUs
and Subunits = G1% 20 89.19

The adjusted binomial factor for the estimated Unemployed total
has a value of 1.65. Since this factor is higher than corresponding
binomial factors for several previous months, there appears to be an
increased degree of variability spread over portions of the province,
in addition to those identified above, which results in an increased
variance for this estimate.

A Study of the Causes of Excessive Contributions by Some
Subprovincial Areas

For the estimate of Unemployed in Newfoundland, the pair of PSUs
00021 and 00022 contributed 16.937% of the provincial variance estimate
compared to a desired contribution of 2.37%, Although there were relative-
ly equal distributions of sampled persons by major industry classifications,
as can be seen from Table 3a), nonetheless there was a tendency for
unemployment to be clustered in PSU 00022 with the result that for PSU
00021 there was a half-stratum estimate of 74 unemployed persons (corres-
ponding to 1 sampled individual), as compared to a half-stratum estimate
of 789 persons (corresponding to 11 sampled individuals) for PSU 00022.
This vast difference in unemployment between the two PSUs results in the
excessive contribution to the provincial variance estimate by these PSUs.
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Table 3a) Estimates and Sample Takes by Charectaristic and PSU

Employed Unemployed In Labour Force

Industry 00021 00022 00021 00022 00021 00022
Eschk. ~{4F 4 EsE Ly ' | Bery” ¥ | ESS. #ISESTE i Est. #
Agriculture . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Primary Ind.: 282 4 60 1 0 0. 298 4 282 4 358 5
Manufacturing [[-1Q13 i3 65 110} 0 0 0 (L[ P01 5 o 5 23 65 i
Construction 0 0 0 0! 0 0 65 1 0 0 65 A

Transp. & ;

Other Utilities 383 6 266 4 74 1L 208 3| 457 7 474 7
Trade , 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Finance ¥ 465 I 162 2 0 0 0 0 65 1 162 )
Services 467 7 382 5 0 0 0 0| 467 7 382 5
Public Admin. ? 0 0 242 3 0 0| 218 3 0 0 460 6
Total | 2210 gl sla b ™ LG 74 il 789 151 2286 4" 328 M NRI66 27

*) denotes half-stratum estimates based on the PSU - #*) denotes unweighted sample takes.
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For the pair of PSUs 33003sand 33005, the actual, percentage
contribution of 27.96% to the provincial variance estimate of Unemployed
greatly exceeded the desired contribution of 3.427% for this subprovincial
area. The following Table 3b) shows that there is an unequal distribu-
tion by industry of sampled persons between the two PSUs with a
high degree of unemployment associated with these industries - most
noticeably for the industries Other Primary Industries, Manufacturing, and
Public Administration. The net result of these factors is that there are
22 sampled persons corresponding to a half-stratum estimate of 1473
persons from PSU 33003 who are unemployed, while there are 6 sampled
persons corresponding to a half-stratum estimate of 414 persons from PSU
33005 who are unemployed. This leads to the fact that on the basis of
sampled individuals, the two PSUs are dissimilar either due to poor PSU
delineation at the time of design, or due to changes in character of the
PSUs over time with the conclusion that such dissimilar PSUs result in
excessive contributions to the provincial variance estimate for some
characteristics. The distribution of sampled individuals by Labour Force
status and industry classification is presented in Table 3b).

. Table 3b) Estimates and Sample Takes by Characteristic and B
Employed Unemployed In Labour Force
Industry 33003 33005 33003 33005 33003 33005

Est.®, . J%k| Bat. W | Bsts & ([Bet.n - # | EsC. . -4 Est. ¥

]

Agriculture f 0 0 243 29 iy N 0 0 0 243 3
Other Primary Ind. 70 1 62 1| 391 6 0 0 461 7 62 b
Manufacturing 441 6 ™335 =5, 728" [1F =338 7| F8e 17t 473 Riul
Construction 225 3 91 1 Ui o 3| 225 3 | 301 4
Transp. & l ,
Other Utilities 61 i 128 2% 0 0 ! 66 1] 61 i i 194 3
Trade 896 i3 gR54¢ 14 1'%)'67 Ny R 1 0| 963 14 | 985 14
Finance 0 " P ) gy oe 44 O S S SO 0
Services 1107 g5 (12l . IR Il2s WiN R G {85 T a0 vepl g TEE T
Public Admin. 280 e, 7] 1] 159 @l o 0| 439 6 1= ol 1
Total 3080 43 | 3131 441473 22 i 414 6 | 6SSBUH5 | t3546 50
i i

i { i

#) denotes half-stratum estimates based on the PSU - #**) denotes unweighted sample takes.
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NON-RES PONSE

The contents of this appendix are taken [rom publication

NR 75-03 (March 1975), Non-response in Lhe Canadian

l.abour Force Survey, prepared by IF,T. Newton and J.R. Norris,
liousehold Surveys Development Staff, and E.T. McLeod of

Field Division.
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Non-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 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 (101 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 than 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 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).

In this report, non-response data are summarized at the economic regionm,
regional office and Canada levels in the form of tables and graphs. For
Canada and each of the regional offices, non-response data are given for
each of the four components® 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 contributionsl
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.

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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III. Analysis

A. At the Canada Level

The overall non-response rate at the Canada level decreased slightly
from 4.7Z in February to 4.6%7 in March. This month's lower rate was
due to the decrease in the "other" component. The overlap non-
response rate for March remained the same as the 0.3% rate recorded
in February and the adjusted non-response rate for the March survey
was computed to be 4.3%.

Compared with the overall non-response rate of 6.47% in March 1974,

this year's rate was lower. Furthermore, all components of non-
response exhibited year to year decreases in their rates.

B. At the Regional Office Level

1. St. John's Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the St. John's Regional Office
decreased from 3.8% in February to 3.17 in March. This month's
lower rate was attributed to decreases of 0.3%Z and 0.67 in the T.A.
and "other" components respectively. The overlap rate decreased
from 0.6% in February to 0.5Z in March and the adjusted non-
response rate for March was calculated to be 2.67%.

Compared with the 1.9% overall non-response rate in March 1974,

this year's rate was higher. Furthermore, all components of non-
response showed increases in the year to year changes.

2. Halifax Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Halifax Regional Office in-—
creased from 4.87 in February to 5.4%7 in March. Increases in the
T.A., N1 and "other" components accounted for this month's higher
rate. No change was recorded by the overlap rate of 0.77 from
February to March and the adjusted non-response rate for March was
computed to be 4.7%.

Compared with last year's March overall non-response rate of 6.87,
this year's rate was lower. Furthermore, each non-response compo-
nent contributed to the year to year decrease in the overall non-
response rate.

The "no one home" (N1) component in Economic Region 31 exhibited a
high rate this month. Given in the table below are the N1 rates
for this E.R. over the past 6 months:
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Economic Region 31

No One Home (%)

October 4.6
November 2.5
December 2.4
January .5
February 2.0
March 358

It should be noted that, while the people concerned did a commendable
job in reducing the N1 rate in this region, the rate appears to on
the rise again and every effort should be made to keep the rate from
climbing back to the levels which were recorded last fall.

3. Montreal Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Montreal Regional Office in-
creased from 3.4%Z in February to 3.6% in March. At the component
level, increases in the N2 and "other" rates of 0.27%7 and 0.17%
respectively were responsible for this month's higher rate. The
overlap rate increased from 0.3Z in February to 0.4Z in March and
the adjusted non-response rate was calculated to be 3.27 in March.

Compared with last year's March overall non-response rate (7.1%),

this year's rate was considerably lower. Furthermore, all components
of non-response exhibited lower rates this year.

4. Ottawa Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Ottawa Regional Office in-
creased from 3.97 in February to 6.07 in March. This month's higher
rate was due to substantial increases in the T.A., N1 and "other"
components. No change was recorded by the overlap rate of 0.17 from
February to March and the adjusted non-response rate for the March
survey was computed to be 5.9Z.

Compared with last year's March overall non-response rate of 7.3Z,
this year's rate was lower. Decreases in the N1, N2 and "other"
components were responsible for this year's lower overall rate.
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In Economic Region 58, it was noted that the T.A. and N1 components
this month increased substantially from the previous month. The
T.A. and N1 for the February and March surveys rates, are given

below:
Economic Region 58 |
Temporarily Absent (T.A.) No One Home (N1)
February 1.2% {.22 |
March 3.0% 2.9%

The high T.A. and N1 rates in Economic Region 58 may have been
attributable to the school mid-winter break which occurred during
Interview Week. This wid-winter break may have enabled some persons
to take a brief vacation.

5. Toronto Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Toronto Regional Office
decreased from 6.5% in February to 5.0Z in March. This month's
lower rate was mainly due to the 1.37 decrease in the "other" compo-
nent. As was the case last month, no households in the N6 category
were recorded for the Toronto Regional Office in March.

Compared with the 7.47 overall non-response rate in March 1974, this

year's March rate was lower. The lower overall rate this year was
due to decreases in the T.A., N1 and "other" components.

6. Winnipeg Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Winnipeg Regional Office de-
creased from 3.57 in February to 2.97 in March. At the component
level, the 0.77 decrease in the T.A. rate was responsible for this
month's lower overall rate. There was a 0.1%7 increase in the over-
lap (N6) rate from February to March and the adjusted non-response
rate for March was computed to be 2.5%.

Compared with the overall non-response rate (2.2%) in March 1974,

this year's March rate was higher. This year's higher rate was due
to increases in the T.A., N1 and "other" components.

7. Edmonton Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Edmonton Regional Office de-
creased from 3.5Z in February to 3.2%Z in March. At the component
level, decreases in the T.A. and "other" rates accounted for this
month's lower overall rate. The overlap rate increased from 0.3%
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in February to 0.4% in March and the adjusted non-response rate in
March was calculated to be 2.8Z.

Compared with last year's overall non-response rate (6.3Z) in March,

this year's rate was considerably lower. Furthermore, all components
of non-response exhibited lower rates this year.

8. Vancouver Regional Office

The overall non-response rate for the Vancouver Regional Office in-
creased from 6.1% in February to 6.8%1 in March. This month's higher
rate was due to small increases 1n all the components of non-response.
The overlap rate increased from 0.2% in February to 0.3% in March and
the adjusted non-response rate for the March survey was computed to be
6.5%.

Compared with last year's March overall non-response rate of 8.0%,
this year's rate was lower. The lower rate this year was due to de-
creases in the T.A., N2 and "other" components. In the table below,
the rates for the T.A., N1 and N2 components in economic region 97
over the past 6 months are given:

Economic Region 97

T.A. (%) N1 (Z) N2 L)
October 4.0 8.9 173
November 1.8 27 2.7
December 2:2 4.5 2.
January 3.4 433 30k
February 255 3.4 2.9
March 4.5 4.1 3wl

It is evident that these rates have been very high over the past six
surveys and every effort should be made to reduce non-response in this
economic region.
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Appendix 1
CANADA
Table 1(a)
. Month to Month and Year to Year Changes in the Non-Response Rates

el Non-Response Rates Feb. 1975 Non-Response Rates Feb. 1974 Mar. 1974
Egzggﬁzgi Mar. 1975 | Feb. 1975 Marf01975 Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974 Marf°1974 Marf°1975

() (%) () (%) (%) (2) (%)

Overall 4.6 4.7 -0.1 6.4 6.0 40.4 -1.8

T.A. L% 1.6 - 1.9 1.8 +0.1 -0.3

N1l - 1.0 0.9 +0.1 1.8 Lo ] 40.1 -0.8

N2 LB L2 - .d 1.6 +0.1 -0.5

Other 0.8 1.0 -0.2 1.0 0.9 0.1 -0.2

Overlap 0.3 0.3 - - - - -

Adjusted 3.3 4.b -0.1 - - - -

‘I' Table l(b)

Non-Response Data at the Regional Office Level

Expected Non- Actual Percentage Expected Percentage
Regional Number Response Contribution to Contribution to

Office of Rate Total Non-Response Total Non-Response

Households (%) at the Canada Level | at the Canada Level
St. John's A 3.1 3.9 4.8
Balifax 85,7321 5.4 19.3 16.5
Montreal 6,436 3.6 14.7 18.6
Ottawa 2,164 6.0 8.1 6.2
. Toronto 7,389 5.0 23.4 " 2L
Winnipeg 3,198 2.9 5.8 9.2
Edmonton 4,054 3.2 8.3 17
Vancouver 4,060 6.8 073 1. B
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ST. JOHN'S REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 2(a)

111-9

Appendix 2

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

Non-Response Rates Non-Response Rates
Non Feb. 1975 Feb. 1974 Mar. 1974
-Response to to to
Component Mar. 1975 | Feb. 1975 | Mar. 1975 || Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974 |Mar. 1974 Mar. 1975
(2) (7) (%) (%) (%) (2) (7)
Overall < 40 38 =0 1989 2.0 ~0.1 ) 7.
oA 0.5 0.8 ~0.3 0.4 0.6 =052 L
N1 0.8 g7 +0.1 0.6 0.6 - +0.2
‘N2 1.2 1.1 +0.1 055 0.6 -0.1 +0.7
Other 0.6 1.2 0.6 0.4 Qg +0.2 40,2
Overlap 0.5 0.6 -0.1 - - - -
Adjusted 2.6 3 ~0.6 - - - »
Table 2(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.0. Level at the R.0. Level

00 248 2750 9.8 15 1

01 669 3.9 SILA0 40.7

02 141 5.0 183157 8.6

03 20 3.8 2136 17707/

04 280 (057 3.9 17.0

05 15 6.0 0.0 6.9
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HALIFAX REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 3(a)
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Appendix 3

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

Non-Response Rates FeblT=ons Non-Response Rates | p.p, 1974 Mot . 1974
Non to to to
-Response || yar, 1975 | Feb. 1975| Mar. 1975 ||Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974 | Mar. 1975 || Mar. 1975
Component
(2) (2) (%) (Z) (2) (%) (2)
Overall 5.4 4.8 +).6 6.8 5.9 +0.9 -1.4
T.A. 1.6 178 +0.3 st 553 +0.4 =) 1
N1 1.4 (o ] +0.4 1.6 i 5 -0.3 -0.5
N2 Ji.sd 1.6 -0.3 1.5 1.6 0,1 -0.2
Other 1.4 182 +0.2 2.0 il +0.9 -0.6
Overlap 0.7 o). 7 - = = = =
Adjusted 4.7 4.1 +0.6 - - o ¥
Table 3(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.0. Level at the R.0. Level
10 384 3.4 (72 6.7
20 3 St 9.1 9.4
21 590 5.6 10.8 10.3
22 1,354 4.5 119059 23,7
23 475 4.0 682 893
30 516 6.0 10~ 1 9.0
31 614 9.4 18.9 101 7
32 675 6.4 14.0 1.8
33 576 3.6 6.8 10.1
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MONTREAL REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 4(a)

FEES 3

Appendix 4

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

Non-Response Rates Feb. 1975 Non—-Response Rates Feb. 1974 || Mar. 1974
Non to to to
—-Response || Mar. 1975 Feb. 1975 | Mar. 1975 || Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974| Mar. 1974 |} Mar. 1975
Component :
(%) (2 (%) (%) (%) (%) (2)
Overall 3.6 384 o2 7 3l il -0.6 =2
T.A. 0.9 180 -0.1 153 1.6 =053 -0.4
N1 0.7 0’7 - 2.7 230 ondl 7] -2.0
N2 1.2 1.0 +0.2 2.0 2 gl -0.1 -0.8
Other 0.8 037 40.1 1.1 2.0 -0.9 -0.3
Overlap 0.4 0.3 +0.1 - - - -
Adjusted 3.2 gl +.1 - - - -
Table 4(b)
Non-Response Data at the Economic Region Level
r Expected Non- Actual Percentage Expected Percentage
Economic Number Response Contribution to Contribution to
Region of Rate Total Non-Response Total Non-Response
Bouseholds (Z) at the R.0. Level at the R.0. Level

40 326 311 4.3 Gt

41 393 0.8 k3 6.1

42 72 9)7) 5.7 5.3 235

43 986 147 7.3 15.3

44 472 2.8 S5 143

45 668 1Az, .S 10.4

46 oy g 7 8.2 8.0

47 2,851 St 62.4 44.3
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OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 5(a)

TRI-S

Appendix 5

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

Non-Response Rates | g.p. 1975 Non-Response Rates | pet,. 1974 Mar. 1974
Non to to to
~Response || Mar. 1975 |Feb. 1975 | Mar. 1975 || Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974 | Mar. 1974 Mar &l S
Component
(%) (%) (%) (%) (Z) (2) (%)
Overall 6.0 3.9 +2.1 i a3 6.7 +0.6 -1.3
T.A. ot 1.7 +0.7 ol 1.4 AR 0.8
N1 1.9 0.8 e O 2,5 3.9 0.7 -0.6
N2 1.0 5] -0.2 23 1% - -0.3
Other 0.7 0.2 +0.5 1.4 0.8 +0.6 -0.7
Overlap 0.1 gt = - = T i
Adjusted 5.9 3.8 +2.1 = - - -
Table 5(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.0. Level at the R.0. Level

40 16 0.0 0.0 Qe 7

48 242 7 153729 K12

49 149 3.4 Sl 2 o9

50 BT 570 43.4 52, 2

58 628 8.0 38.8 29.0







OTTAWA REGIONAL OFFICE
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TORONTO REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 6(a)

1§ WL

Appendix

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

t

)

Non-Response Rates Feb. 1975 Non-Response Rates Feb. 1974 }| Mar. 1974
Non to to to
-Response Mar. 1975 | Feb. 1975 Mar. 1975 Mar. 1974| Feb. 1974 | Mar. 1974 Mar, 1975
Component '
€9) (2) (Z) (%) (Z) (2) (%)
Overall 5.0 6.5 -1.5 Y 6.0 il -2.4
T.A. . 25 -0.3 &3 %5 +0.8 -1.1
Nl 1.1 0.9 +0.2 1.8 1.3 +0.5 -0.7
- N2 1.2 -0.1 1.8 15 +0.3 -0.6
Other OF'S 1z -1.3 (0735 (0)¢. 7 -0.2 -
Overlap 0.0 0.0 - - - - -
Adjusted 5.0 6.5 ~-1.5 - - - -
Table 6(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 (Z) at the R.0. Level at the R.0. Level
51 469 548 Bul7 6.4
52 3.:2137 5.0 48,7 43.8
53 1,%26 4.1 12 g
54 674 5.0 912 9Ll
55 681 5.4 10.0 92
56 637 Lk 7.0 8.6
57 571 -2 11.0 gt %
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WINNIPEG REGIONAL OFFICE

Table 7(a)

I11-19

Appendix 7

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

=
Non-Response Rates Paul. 198 Non-Response Rates | pop. 1974 || Mar. 1974
Non to to to
~Response | | Mar. 1975 |Feb. 1975 | Mar. 1975(|Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974 | Mar. 1974 || Mar. 1975
Component
(2) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Overall 2.9 3.5 ~0.6 22 3.0 -0.8 +).7
T.An 1-2 1-9 "007 0.9 1.-5 "0-6 -’-003
N1 0.5 0.5 = Q53 0.7 ~0.4 +0.2
N2 0.8 (05 7/ +.1 0.8 0.6 +0.2 -
Other 0.4 0.4 - 0.2 0.2 - ShORYZ
Overlap 0.4 0.3 +0.1 - = = -
Adjusted 205 B2 ~0.7 - = - -
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 ¢9) at the R.0. Level at the R.0. Level
509 19 0.0 0.0 0.6
59 255 2637 7.6 8.0
60 1,077 3.4 40.2 g8
61 170 2.9 5.4 Sr-p
62 56 1.8 1L i1z 7
63 138 2.9 4.4 4.3
64 268 S 4.4 8.4
. 65 140 2.1 3.3 4.4
70 503 2858 15.2 WS
71 297 4.0 13.0 949
73 275 1.8 5.4 8.6
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Table 8(a)
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Appendix 8

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

% Non-Response Rates Feb. 1975 Non-Response Rates Ball - Jowe Hvaes 1974
-Re - to v to to
SPOnSe || yar. 1975 |Feb. 1975 | Mar. 1975 || Mar. 1974 | Feb. 1974 [Mar. 1974 ||Mar. 1975
Component : :
(%) (%) (Z) (2) (Z) (Z) SR
Overall 3.2 35 does 6.3 5.0 +1.3 u i, o
T.A. s 1 X.9 -0.2 5.8 1.9 0.1 -0.7
N1 027 .7 - 1.8 i +0.6 -1.
N2 0.8 n /. ghOs iS5 1.4 UL -0.
Other 0.6 At -0.2 1.8 0.5 +0.7 -0.6
Overlap 0.4 .3 +0.1 - - -
Adjusted 2.8 .2 -0.4 - - -
Table 8(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.0. Level at the R.0. Level
72 398 2.0 gz 9.8
74 430 0.9 Bl 10.6
80 128 4 K 1.9
81 322 8.1 18377 o5
82 945 4.3 3.3 3-8
83 267 3.0 . 1 6.6
84 1,259 3.3 3230 31 A8
. 85 209 ey el SpA
t
{ 86 196 1.0 3.5 4.8
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Table 9(a)
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Appendix 9

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

Non-Response Rates |p.. 1975 Non-Response Rates | p.u . 1974 || Mar. 1974
Non to to to
~Response || y.r. 1975 {Feb. 1975 |Mar. 1975 |[Mar. 1974 |Feb. 1974 [ Mar. 1974 || Mar. 1975
Component
() (%) (%) () () (%) (2)
Overall 6.8 Gl OB 8.0 8.4 -0.4 -1.2
T.A. 1.9 15577 +0.2 250 2.4 =0.3 =0riv2
N1 1.9 1.8 +.1 1.9 2.4 -0.5 -
N2 2.2 2.0 +0.2 < Wi 25 +.3 0.9
Other 0.8 0.6 +0,2 0.9 0.8 +0.1 -0.1
Overlap 0.3 d. 2 +0.1 - - - -
Adjusted 6.5 5.9 +0.6 - - - -
Table 9(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 (¢9) at the R.0. Level at the R.0. Level
20 99 L i 4.4 2.4
91 1983 253 JEEhE 3198
92 303 4.0 4.4 e 5
93 208 T2 5) ) Skt
94 24182 6 5134 33,7
95 747/0) 7Rl 0. 1 19.0
96 63 1N6 0.4 1.5
97 243 12.8 188 2 6.0
98 59 6.8 1.4 g5
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Appendix 10

Definitions

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 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 may 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, permanent 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 house-
holds (as defined above) in a specified area. Dwellings classified

as V-types are not included in this count as they contain no house-
holds.

Overlap (N6)

A dwelling is designated as an overlap if it was selected to be in
both the existing Labour Force Survey and the Revised Labour Force
Survey but was not assigned for field enumeration in the existing
Labour Force Survey.

Non-Response Rate

The overall non-response rate refers to the percentage 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
following four components of non-response 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 interview week.
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(ii) No One at Home (N1)

A non-interview household is designated as '""No One at
Home" when after a reasonable number of call backs,
there was no responsible member available to inter-
view.

(111) Refusal (N2)

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

(iv) Other (N3-N6)

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, overlap with
the Revised Labour Force Survey, etc.

Adjusted Non—-Response Rate

The adjusted non-response rate is an estimate of what the overall
non-response rate would have been if there had been no overlap.
Algebraically, it is defined as follows:

Adjusted n(TA) + n(N1) + n(N2) + n(N3 + N4 + N5)
Non-Response = + 100
Rate Expected Number of Households - n(N6)

where n(«) is the number of households which have been assigned
the non-response code of ,

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 possibilities, and
commercial and industrial potential.
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Actual Contribution to Non-Response

This term is defined as the ratio of the number of non-respondent
households (ie, T.A., N1, 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 Canada). 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 a regional office (or in Canada). This ratio is
expressed as a percentage.
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Comparison of Canadian and American Unemployment Rates

Scasonally-Ad justed Actual
Canadian American Canadian American
1975 - March 7o, s, b 8.6 9.1
February 6.5 . I 8.6 Sl
January 6187 (oA 7 8.4 @,0
December 6.0 )% 6.1 Dt
November 51455 6.6 Sl 6.2
October ) 6.0 a8 e
September S, B (6] 4.5 5.7
August DA 5.4 4.4 58
July 5. 2 5.8 4.6 5.4
June 4.¢ 5t 4.8 5).43
May S B2 5.4 4.6
April 5. GYl0) (5 5] 4%
1274 - March 5.4 5.4 6.4 S
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Comparaison of LFS Unemployed and HIC Clainants Saries
Januarv 1974 to date
LFS UIc Ratio LFS ul1c Ratio
Unemployed Claimants Claimaats Unemp loyed Ctaimants Claimants
(000's} (000's) Unemployed (000's) (000's) Unemploved
1975 1974
December December 597 910 1.52
November November 493 760 1.54
October October 430 679 1.58
September September 431 664 1.54
August August 447 694 5
July July 465 719 1.55
June June 469 748 1.59
May Hay 52 825 1555
April April 568 960 1.69
March 840 March 599 984 1.64
February 839 1,214 1.45 February 635 1,009 1.59
January 817 1,134 1.39 January 637 981 1.54
i1
Comparison of Labour Force Unemployed and Unemployment
Insurance Claimants by Month, January 1972 to Date
Thousands Thousands
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Unemployment rate represents the number of unemployed as a per
cent of the civilian labour force.

Canadian civilian Labour Force, in the Labour Force Survey
conéept, 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 vears of age and over who, during
the reference week (which contains the 12th day of the month),
were employed or unemployed.

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

Eloxed

UIC Lf unemployed
- need to have worked at - does not need to have
least 8 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 - no upper age boundaries -
entitlement ceases for a See activity concept.
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 - unemployed cannot have
eligible for total benefit worked a single hour in
if weekly earnings do not reference week

exceed one quarter of
weekly rate of benefit;
work-related income in
excess of 25% of weekly
rate is deducted from
benefit.
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