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. 
	 hIGHLIGHTS 

1. At the Canada Level 

The overall non-response rate at the Canada level decreased from 
7.6% in July to 6.3% in August. This month's lower rate was due 
to decreases of 1.2% and 0.1% in the T.A. and N2 components 
respectively. No change was recorded from July to August in the 
overlap non-response rate of 0.5% and the adjusted overall non-
response rate for the August survey was calculated to be 5.8%. 

Compared with last year's August overall non-response rate of 8.8%, 
this year's rate was lower. Decreases in the T.A., Nl and N2 
components were responsible for this year's lower August overall rate. 

2. At the Regional Office Level 

The overall non-response rate decreased from July to August in the 
following Regional Offices (amounts in brackets); St. John's (-fl.77) 
Halifax (-1.6%), Montreal (-2.1%), Toronto (-2.1%), Winnipeg (-0.4%), 
Edmonton (-1.0%) and Vancouver (-0.7%). 	In all these regional offices, 
the lower overall non-response rate was mainly due to substantial 
decreases recorded in the T.A. component (amounts in brackets) which 
were as follows; St. John's (-1.0%), Halifax (-1.3%), Montreal (-1.4%), 
Toronto (-2.1%), Winnipeg (-0.2%), Edmonton (-0.5%) and Vancouver 
(-1.1%). 

however, the overall non-response rate for the Ottawa Regional Office 
increased by 0.8% from July to August. This month's higher rate was 
due to increases in the Ni and "other" components of 0.8% and 1.0% 
respectively, although the T.A. component decreased by 1.1% from July 
to August. 

The non-response rates for the overlap component and the adjusted 
overall non-response rates along with their changes from July to 
August are as follows: 

Regional 	Overlap 	Change from 	Adjusted 	Change from 
Office 	Rate (%) 	Last Month 	Rate (%) 	Last Month 

St. John's 

Halifax 

Mont real 

Ottawa 

Toronto 

Winnipeg 

Edmonton 

V an c o U v e r 

0.7 

0.9 

0.4 

0.2 

0.1 

0.8 • 
• 

-*0.1 

-0.1 

-0.1 

+0.1 

+0.1 

tO.l 

-0.1 

,-O. 1 

5.6 

7.5 

2.8 

9.1 

6.3 

3.9 

3.9 

8.6 

-0.8 

-1.5 

-2.0 

*0.7 

-2.2 

-0.5 

n 

. 
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K - REJECTED DOCUMENTS 

S he number of rejected documents at the Canada level drcreased 
from 6.1 in July to 5.0 in August. 

At the regional level, only St. John's had an increase (*1.9) 
while all others had decreases ranging from-0.3 to 	with 
Halifax, Ottawa, Winnipeg and Montreal registering -2.4, -1.8 
-1.8 and -1.1 respectively. It is interesting to note that 
the Montreal Regional office obtained a low percentage (2.6) 
in the number of rejected documents, in a very short period, since 
this complex analysis only started early this year. 

C - ENUMERATION COSTS 

The August enumeration cost for the Labour Force Survey at the 
Canada level was calculated at 3.16 per sample household, an 
increase of 10 cents from the July cost of 3.06. This increase 
is due mainly to the fact that the supplementary questions for 
August were sponsored by the Labour Force Survey Division and 
included as Labour Force Survey cost. The effort to reduce non-
response contributed to this increase, as the lowest ever non-
response rate for August (6.3) was attained. 

At the regional level, Ottawa registered a reduction of 13 cents, 
while Vancouver had no change. All other offices had increases 
ranging from 1 cent to 28 cents. Edmonton and Toronto registered 

S 

	

	increases of 28 cents and 24 cents respectively due mainly to 
assignments being covered by senior interviewers. Most areas under 
the jurisdiction of the Edmonton regional office were hit by heavy 
rains for 4 days during interview week, thereby contributing to 
higher cost. 

D - SLIPPAGE 

The estimated slippage rate at the national level increased from 
6.0% In July to 6.47 in August. 	This increase was due to the 
decrease (-0.0100) in the average size of households. 

1. By Province 

From July to August, increases (amounts in brackets) in the 
estimated slippage rates were noted in Newfoundland (*0.2%), 
Prince Edward Island (1-1.1%), Ontario (-1- 0.8%), Alberta ( -1-1.2%) 
and British Columbia (s-l.2%). 	In Nova Scotia, the estimated 
slippage rate (12.6%) did not change from last month. The 
remaining four provinces showed decreases in their estimated 
slippage rates. 

In Prince Edward Island and British Columbia, decreases in 
the average size of households (-0.0264 and -0.0353 respectively) 
1.irgely contributed to the increases in the estimated slippage 
ites. The changes in the estimated slippage rates in New 

Brunswick and Alberta were mainly due to changes (l.l% and 
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-0.7% respectively) In the estimated number of head of 
households. Decreases in both the estimated number of heads 
of household (-0.37) and the average size of households 
(-0.0082) contributed to the *0.87 increase in the estimated 
slippage rate in Ontario. 

2. By Age Group at the Canada Level 

From July to August, increases (amounts in brackets) in the 
estimated slippage rate were noted in the 20-24 (+0.5%), 
45-64 (4-1.0%) and the 65 and over (*2.2%) age groups and a 
decrease was noted in the 25-44 (-0.3%) age group. 	The 
estimated slippage rate for the 14-19 age group (5.47) did 
not change from the previous month. 

E - VARIANCE 

At the Canada level the coefficients of variation of Unemployed 
and In Labour Force increased from 2.47 and 0.30 for the July survey 
to 2.62 and 0.31 respectively for the August survey. The coefficient 
of variation of Employed remained unchanged at 0.35. 

At the provincial levels, two provinces - Nova Scotia and Quebec 
exhibited decreases in the coefficients of variation of Employed 
estimates while the province of New Brunswick exhibited a decrease 

. 

	

	in the coefficient of variation of Unemployed estimate, from the 
July to the August survey. 

For the estimates of Employed, Unemployed and In Labour Force at the 
Canada and province levels, the published symbol indicating the 
reliability of the estimates agreed with the corresponding symbols 
calculated on the basis of the August data for all but 6 estimates. 
For the estimates of Unemployed in Quebec and Saskatchewan the 
published symbol was lower than the actual symbol while the opposite 
was true for the estimate of Unemployed in Ontario and the 3 
estimates of Employed, Unemployed and In Labour Force in Alberta. 

On the basis of the analysis of subprovincial contributions to the 
provincial variance estimates, 3 pairs of PSU's, 2 SRU subunits 
and 2 pairs of special area subunits were identified as contributing 
significantly in excess of their desired contribution. 
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Nou,-resu.onse Ratos R.']ecte.l l)oeumvnt Rte& and EiiumeraLiu,, Cost per Household by Regional Office 

March toAuat 1976 and 1975 

1971 	 19)4 

\gust J July 	June 	May 	J April IMarch 	August I  Ju ly 	115 
. 	

Apt- il 	March 

Non-response 

	

...................................7, 	6.3 	7.6 	5.8 	4.7 	4.7 	4.6 	8.8 	10.4 	6.8 	7.0 	8.3 	6.4 

	

St. John's ......................7. 	6.3 	1.0 	4.4 	3.7 	3.7 	3.1 	5.7 	6.2 	5.1 	5.2 	7.7 	1.9 

	

Halifax .........................7. 	8.4 	10.0 	7.4 	6.3 	5.7 	5.4 	8.7 	10.0 	6.6 	6.9 	7.9 	6.8 
- 	Hontr1 ........................7. 	3.2 	5.3 	4.2 	2.8 	3.3 	3.6 	8.4 	12.1 	6.9 	8.2 	8.7 	7.1 

	

Ottawa ...........................7. 	9.3 	8.5 	7.5 	5.1 	5.7 	6.0 	8.6 	9.5 	6.2 	7.3 	7.4 	7.3 

	

Toronto .........................7. 	6.4 	8.5 	5.4 	4.8 	5.3 	5.0 	11.0 	12.2 	7.0 	7.0 	8,7 	7.4 

	

Winnipeg ........................ 7. 	4.7 	5.1 	3.8 	3.1 	2.8 	2.9 	4.7 	6.4 	3.7 	3.0 	2.6 	2.2 

	

Edmonton ........................ 7. 	4.5 	5.5 	6.6 	3.3 	3.0 	3.2 	7.0 	8.5 	6.4 	7.3 	8.8 	6.3 

	

Vancouver .......................7. 	9.2 	9.9 	8.5 	7.3 	7.4 	6.8 	12.2 	12.8 	10.5 	9.0 	12.2 	8.0 

Relected Documents 
(Regular labour Force Ltem) 

	

C.a..ada ............................ 7. 	5.0 	6.1 	5.6 	5.5 	6.3 	6.6 	 10.2 	12.4 	8.4 	6.9 
81 	.loIius ......................7. 	5.8 	3.9 	3.8 	4.2 	4.0 	3.8 	 8.4 	9.2 	3.4 	2.4 

	

JIalltaix .........................7. 	5.4 	7.8 	6.0 	6.5 	6.5 	8.7 	 DATA 	11.5 	12.3 	7.4 	6.4 

	

...................................7. 	2.6 	3.7 	4.4 	3.5 	5.2 	6.1 	 5.9 	10.7 	7.)) 	7.4 

	

OIIwn ..........................7. 	5.7 	7.5 	7.0 	5.1 	6.9 	4.7 	 NOT 	 8.4 	1(1.1 	1.8 	11.0 

	

.....................................7. 	5.2 	6.0 	5.8 	8.2 	8.0 	7.4 	 11.7 	16.4 	11.9 	8.2 

	

Wtiutlp..g ........................ '7. 	4.9 	6.7 	6.4 	4.0 	5.3 	3.9 	AVAII,AIILE 	8.4 	lb.? 	5,2 	5.6 

	

101o.ontt,t, ........................7. 	6.8 	7.4 	6.4 	7.3 	6.8 	7.2 	 11.1 	12.0 	11.1 	7.4 

	

Vaiiuouver .......................7. 	5.4 	5,7 	5.6 	5.9 	7.1 	6.6 	 9.9 	11.7 	9.3 	8.4 

Eiiuinctatton Cost per llouehoid 

	

Canada ............................$ 	3.16 	3.06 	2.96 	2.99 	3.02 	2.94 	2.73 	2.70 	2.56 	2.51 	2.53 	2.38 

	

St. John's ......................$ 	3.56 	3.52 	3.59 	3.67 	3.67 	3.45 	3.32 	3.26 	3.04 	3.01 	2.61 	2.72 

	

Halifax .................... . .... $ 	3.00 	2.90 	2.78 	3.01 	2.99 	3.09 	2.59 	2.57 	2.32 	2.41 	2.48 	2.32 

	

Motitrt'al ........................$ 	3.36 	3.78 	3.19 	3.19 	3.32 	3.00 	2.88 	2.81 	2.45 	2.69 	2.47 	2.43 

	

Ottawa ..........................$ 	3.04 	3.17 	3.07 	3.03 	2.96 	2.98 	2.76 	2.73 	2.68 	2.49 	2.61 	2.57 

	

Toronto .........................$ 	3.20 	2.96 	2.92 	2.96 	3.06 	2.83 	2.64 	2.68 	2.67 	2.49 	2.43 	2.35 

	

Winnipeg ........................$ 	3.07 	3.06 	2.90 	2.83 	2.93 	2.91 	2.71 	2.60 	2.61 	2.51 	2.64 	2.41 

	

Edmonton ........................$ 	3.11 	2.83 	2.73 	2.70 	2.78 	2.72 	2.69 	2.65 	2.53 	2.40 	2.54 	2.26 

	

Vancouver .......................$ 	3.12 	3.12 	2.91 	2.87 	2.64 	2.81 	2.63 	2.65 	2.58 	2.34 	2.39 	2.26 

Month-to-Month Change 	 Year-to-Year Change 

1975 	 1914 	 August 	-July 	Juno 	May 
1574 	1974 	576 	1976 

uly I Jun. 	Mo', 	April 	July 	j 	June J May 	A.rI 	1 	to 	to 	to 	to 
10 	10 	to 	tO 	to 	to 	to 	to 	Aug'i't 	July 	June 	J'ty 

A,gont 	July 	h,u. 	May 	Augtntt 	July 	 May 	- 	157, 	1975 	5/ 	9 1, 

Nt,.. - L't'M ttt)tI$C 

........................7 .  
St. JoItu,• ...................... z 
Ilaillax ......................... 
Montical ........................7. 
Ottawa ..........................7. 
Toronto ......................... 7. 
Winnipeg ........................7. 
Edmonton .........................7. 
Vancouver .......................7. 

Rejected Document5 
(liegular Labour Force Items) 

(:a:adi ............................7. 
,t. John's ...................... 7. 

Halifax .........................7. 
Montréal ........................7. 
Ottawa ..........................7. 
Toronto .........................7. 
Winnipeg ........................ 7. 
Edmonton ........................7. 
Vancouver .......................7. 

Enumeration Cost per Household 

--I. 	1 $1.5 4),I - -(_4 41 4 -0.2 -- 	I.) -.5 - 	!.S I_I) -1_i 

-11.7 42.4. 441.1 - -IL', 4-I.) -0.1 -2.' '(Li. 40,5 -11.1 -1.4 
- 	1.6 + 2.6 + 	1.1 + 0.6 - 	1.3 + 3.4 - 0.3 - 	1.0 - 	(Li - + 	11.8 - 	0.6 
-2.1 +1.1 +1.4 -0.5 -1.7 +5.2 -1.1 --0.5 -5.2 -6.8 -2.7 -5.4 
4 0.8 + 1.0 + 2.4 - 0.6 - 0.9 + 3.3 - 	1.1 - 	ILl + 0.7 - 	1.0 + 	1.1 - 2.2 
- 	2.1 + 3.1 + 0.6 - 0.5 - 	1.2 + 5.2 - - 	1.1 - 4.6 - 	3.7 - 	1.6 - 	2.2 
- 0.4 + 1.3 + 0.7 + 0.3 - 	1.7 + 2.7 + 0.7 + 0.4 - - 	1.3 + 0.1 + 0.1 
-1.1) +0.9 +1.3 +0.3 -1.5 4-2.1 -0.9 -1.5 -2.5 -(.0 -1.8 -4.0 
-0.7 +1.4 +1.2 -0.1 -1)4 +2.3 +1.5 -1.) -3,1) -7.5 -:4) -Li 

- 	1.1 + 0.5 - 	0.2 - 	0.5 - 	2.2 + 4.11 - 	44. - 	6.6 
+ 1.9 + 0.1 - 	0.4 + 0.2 - 0.8 4 5.8 - 	4.6 - 	5.0 
- 	2.4 + 1.8 - 0.5 - DATA 	- 0.8 + 4.9 DATA - 	5.5 - 	5.8 
- 	1.1 - 0.7 + 0.9 - 	1.7 - 1.8 + 3.7 - 4.5 - 	7.2 
- 	1.8 + 0.5 + 1.9 + 0.2 HOT 	- 1.7 + 2.3 NOT - 	1.4 - 	5.0 
-0.8 + 0.2 - 2.4 + 0.2 -2.7 + 2.5 -5.9 - 	6.2 
- 	1.8 + 0.3 + 2.4 - 1.3 AVAILABLE 	- 8.3 + 11.5 AVAILABLE - 	2.0 - 	12.7 
- 0.6 + 1.0 - 019 + 0.5 -0.9 + 0.9 -4.7 - 	4.7 

-0.3 + 0.1 - 0.3 - 	1.2 - 	1.8 + 2.4 -4.3 - 	5.8 

	

.................... 7. 	+ 0.10 

	

Johns ......................7. 	+ 0.04 

	

,Iifax .........................7. 	+ 0.10 

	

.................... 7. 	+ 0.08 

	

'awa ..........................7. 	-0.13 

	

-ronto .........................7. 	+ 0.24 

	

Winnipeg ........................7. 	+ 0.01 

	

Edmonton ........................7. 	+ 0.28 

	

Vancouver ....................... 7. 	- 

Note: Since January 1975 

	

+ 0.10 	- 0.03 

	

- 0.07 	- 0.08 

	

+ 0.12 	- 0.23 

	

+0.09 	- 

	

+ 0.10 	+ 0.04 

	

+ 0.04 	- 0.04 

	

+ 0.16 	+ 0.07 

	

0.10 	+ 0.03 

	

+ 0.21 	+ 0.04 

the categ 

- 0.03 + 0.03 + 0.14 + 0.05 - 0.02 + 0.43 + 0.36 + 0.40 + 0.48 
+ 0.06 + 0.22 + 0.03 + 0.40 + 0.24 + 0.26 + 0.55 + 0.66 

+ 0.02 + 0.02 + 0.25 - 0.09 - 0.07 + 0.41 + 0.37 + 0.46 + 0.60 
- 0.11 + 0.07 + 0.36 - 0.24 + 0.02 + 0.48 + 0.47 + 0.74 + 0.50 
+ 0.07 + 0.03 + 0.05 + 0.19 - 0.12 + 0.28 + 0.44 + 0.39 + 0.54 
- 0.10 - 0.04 + 0.01 + 0.18 + 0.06 + 0.56 + 0.32 + 0.25 + 0.47 
- 0.14) + 0.11 - 0.01 + 0.10 - 0.13 + 0.36 + 0.46 + 0.29 + 0.32 
- 0.08 + 0.04 + 0.12 + 0.13 - 0.16 + 0.42 + 0.18 + 0.20 1.0.30 
+ 0.21 - 0.02 + 0.07 + 0.24 - 0.05 + fl.4 + 0.47 + 0.11 4- 0.33 

ry "( )thcr 0  includes overlaps (4-6). 
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Slippage Rates(l), Canada by Age and Provincial Totals 
August1975 

1975 1974 July 
1975 

August 
1974 

August July June May April March August August August 

6.0 6.2 5.8 5.4 5.1 4.6 + 	0.4 i- 	1.8 TOTAL 	...........6.4 

14 	- 	19 	years 	. . 5.4 

. 

1.5 

5.4 6.5 6.0 5.8 3.1 2.9 - 4 	2.5 

20 - 	24 	
years 

11.0 12.1 10.9 11.6 9.8 10.5 + 	0.5 4 	1.0 

25- 	44 	years 	.. 7.3 7.6 7.3 5.9 4.5 4.8 4.8 - 	0.3 + 	2.5 

45- 	64 	years 	.. 3.6 2.6 2.8 3.6 3.3 3.3 2.9 + 	1.0 + 	0.7 

65 	and 	over 	. . . . 5.7 3.5 3.5 4.4 6.2 7.7 4.2 + 	2.2 4 	1.5 

10.6 10.4 11.0 8.8 10.3 11.4 11.3 + 	0.2 - 	0.7 
8.8 15.0 16.4 17.2 20.2 13.9 + 	1.1 - 	4.0 

N.S ............ 12.6 12.6 11.4 10.6 10.5 9.2 9.3 - + 	3.3 

Nfld ............ 

6.6 7.5 7.6 7.6 8.0 7.0 8.9 - 	0.9 - 	2.3 

P.E.I ...........9.9 

6.2 6.3 6.3 5.5 4.7 2.7 0.5 - 	0.1 4 	5.7 
N.B ............. 
Que ............. 

4.2 3.4 4.0 4.1 3.6 4.1 4.6 + 	0.8 - 	0.4 Ont ............. 
Man ............. 8.5 8.9 7.7 7.8 8.0 9.7 9.0 - 	0.4 - 	0.5 
Sask ............ 2.2 1 	2.4 3.0 2.2 2.1 1.8 -0.3 - 	0.2 + 	2.5 

8.2 7.0 8.4 6.6 7.4 6.9 7.8 + 	1.2 + 	0.4 Alta ............ 
B.0 ............. 0.6 9.4 9.0 8.6 8.5 8.8 8.8 + 	1.2 + 	1.8 

Slippage Rates by Age Groups at Canada Level 
	

Slippage Rates by Province 

18 

16 

14 

12 

10 

8 

6 

4 

2 

0 I 	 YVVVV'fl 	 fFV'd'/t 	 W\V\ZSZ.t.fl 

14-19 	20-24 	2544 	45-64 	65+ 	 'Nfld. 	N.S. 	Quo. 	Man. 	Alta. 

P.E.l. 	N.B. 	Ont. 	Sask. 	B.C. 

(I) The Above Rates are Calculated on Population Projections Based on 1971 Census. 
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Non-response Rates 1  Enumeration Cost and Rejected Documents by Regional Off ict 

August 1975 
. o/  - 

Total Non-response 

12 -12 

sO— 	 —10 

8— 	 —8 

6 - 	
Cfl8d 	

- 6 

4— 	 __ 	 r 

	

_Jii 	L 

	

St. Johns 	 Montreal 	 Toronto 	 Edmonton 

Halifax 	 Ottawa 	 Winnipeg 	 Vancouver 

$ Enumeration Cost Per Household 
3.8 - 	 - 3.8 

36-- 	 —3.6 
K MN N N 

	

34 - NN 	 I__ 	 - 34 
NI('W_

3? 	NNNKN NNW ______ 32 -- 	NNWN KN -.  Canada ---- -
NWNNN N N N NWNXNNMNNN
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K 	
N 	 WKNN NNNNN 	N:KNMKNKWN 	
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KNNKN N 
	 : 	3 0 
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Non-response Rates, by Component 

August 1975 
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Binomial Factors for the Labour Force, Employed and Unemployed 
Canada and the Provinces 
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St. John's Regional Office 

cnai 	r-rts1orI % Per cent of rejected documents 

- 	20 (Regular labour force items) 

(II (2) 

IS - 	IS- 

16— - 	16- 

14— - 	14- 

Canada 

12— - 	12- 

Canada 
IC— Canada - 	tO— g 

8— / 

ailable 

UJohns ' 

jtJohns 4 _ 

S o I 	till 
l96 	71 , 	73 

_ 

till 	lii 	1111111 

3974 

	

1111 	o 
1975 	0 

lit 	II 	It 	till L 	H 	ii J. 
1974 	1975 

70 	72 

Averages 
Enumeration cost per household 

4 50 - Enumeration cost per househoId - 	4.50 - by type of area(a) 

(3) (4) 

4.00 - 	4.00 - 

2.00 - 	2.00 

• 	3.50 - - 	1.50 - 

H - 	100 

.50 . - 	.50— 
t 1 

j 	1:.: . 11111111 _lii_ 1111111 III 	0 liii_1111111_111111 L 
J 1974 D 1975 J 	4 1974 	1975 

.J 	_..!f/ (a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the 	LFS regular schedule. 
Avii ages * 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 

documents 0/ Total non-response % 	Per cent of rejected 

- 	20 - 	IRegular labour force items) 
20 	-- 

(I) (2) 

18— - 	18- 

16— . 	- 	(6- 

14— - 	14- 

12— Canada - 	12— 

'I  

10 

- 	I t Halifax 
Halifax 

avaabIe 

2 - 	2— 

o Ii 	LllltIliiIIIIllH 

	

liii 	0 	I1I1IJIIIIIIIL HH 

1974 	 1975 	
D 	 D  

1974 	 1975 t9 	71 96 , 
Averaqes 

Enumeration cost per household 
Enumeration cost per househoId 	 - 	4.50 - 	by type of area (a) 

4 	- 
(4) (3) 

4.00 - - 	4.00 - 

3.50— - 	3.50- 

3.00 - — / 	3.00 — 	N.S,R.Uj 	

jI 

a..• 

:::: 

Halifax 

ISO—.. - 
1.00 - 	100- 

• 	50 - 	50- 

11111111111 I 	1111111 	III 	I 	0 	11111111111 	111111 	I 	lilt 

' 	1974 	 1975 	
D 	

1974 	 1975 1969 	' 
_70 	72 	i'!' (a) 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. 
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Montreal Regional Office 

Total Per 	 documents cent of rejected non response 	 % 
20 - 	20 (Regular labour force items) 

() (2) 
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14— - 	14- 
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2  12 
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Canada 
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Canada Montreal 

-  

0 HHHHL1HHHL 
1969 	71 	J 1974 	

' 	
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D 
1974 	1975 

Averages 
Enumeration cost per household 

4 50 Enumeration cost per hOhoId 	 - 	4.50 - 	by type of area(a) 

4.00 - - 	4.00 - 	N.S,R.U. 
I' 

3.50— - 	- 	3.50 - 	Al 
\\ 	

f 
3.00 Montreal - 	3.00 

I, 

2.50 
Canada 
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- 	2.50 - 

200  
* 

200- 
SRU 	° 

150 - 	150- 

100- - 	100- 

• 50  

j 

- 50 — 

llllllIlllIIII!tIIIIII 0 
969 	'71 	1 	'73 	1 	' • 	I 	• 	I 

70 	72 
0 

1974 	1975 
J 	 J 

1974 	1975 
(a) 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. 
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Ottawa Regional Office 
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Per cent of rejected documents 
(Regular labour force items) 
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I V 
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(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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Toronto Regional Office 

Per 	 documents Total 	ounrespol1ci cent of rejected 0/ 

20 -- - 20 	
(Regular labour force items) 

II) (2) 

I8- - IS- 

16— - (6- 

14— 

Toronto Canada 
10~ Toronto 

Aoronto,,,\ 

.. ... 

4 Canada 	
' 4 - 	 available 

2 - 2— 

0..tJ.L.rhhhhuuuuI lhh1iH 0Iitiiiiiiiilitiiti 
I 

1974 	1975 1974 	1975 
C) 	2 

Avii ,iqts 

Enumeration cost per household 

4.50 
Enumeration cost per houhOI&a) 	

- 4.50 
- 	by type of area (a) 

15) (4) 

4.00 - 	 - 4.00 - 

3.50 - 	 - 3.50 
- 

N.S.R.U. 

3.00 

• ::: , 

200 - 2.00- 

• 150 - 1.50— 
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•5 
—50- 

0  1 i 	iii 	I 	111111 LI I 0 	11111)111 	II 	Iiiii 	ii 
J 

'70 '72 '74 	
'' 	 (974 	 1975 

(a) 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. 
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Winnipeg Regional Office 

Per cent of rejected documents 
- - 	 20 	

(Regular labour force items) 

iii 
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42 • 70 	'74  (a) Include supplementary questions appearing on the LFS regular schedule. 

Averages a 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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Edmonton Regional Office 
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70 	72 	-!3 (a) 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. 
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Vancouver Regional Office 

n. .po. 	 % 	Per cent of rejected documents 
- 	 - 	20 - (Regular labour force items) 
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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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NIH 1916 1967 

LABOUR FORCE SURV8Y 
flJON - RESPONSE RATES AT THE NAI1ONAL LEVEL 1  

19613 	1969 	1970 	1971 

JANUARY 1966 TO DATE 

1972 	1973 1974 1975 

JAN, 13.5 10.0 10.0 13.7 I1.3 8.9 7.8 7.3 6.0 4.3 

FEB. 11,1 11.1 9.7 9.9 10.8 8.9 9.2 7.2 6.0 4.7 

Wu(C1I 12.3 11.3 8.6 11.8 11.2 9.5 9.8 6.8 6.4 4.6 

APit1L 10.8 9.6 10.8 8.8 9.3 7.9 9.4 7.9 8.3 4.7 

NAY 11.8 11.0 10.8 10.7 11.0 8.5 10.5 7.0 7.0 4.7 

JUNE 10.5 10.7 10.7 12.3 10.6 7.7 9.4 8.4 6.8 

JULY 16.6 16.3 17,5 17.0 16.3 13.9 12.4 15.1 10.4 7.6 

AUCUST 13.6 14.3 12.5 14.0 12.9 10.7 10.1 10.9 8.8 6.3 

SEPT. 10.8 1019 8.8 9.9 8.9 7.0 6.1 6.5 5.6 

OCT. 10.6 10.5 8.5 8.9 9.0 7.1 5.1 5.7 5.5 

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 

AVEIAGE 12.0 11.0 10.6 11.3 10.8 8.5 8.4 7.9 6.6 

NOR-RESPONSE RATED AT THE NATIONAL LRYEL, JAPIJARY 1966 TO DATE. 

S 
10.0 

PLO 

16.0 

14.0 

12.0 

P 

10.0 

N 
T 

0.0 

6.0 

4.0 

•:: 

logo I  
loll III  10,11111 lollinnioioiioiiii•iio 

IiIIIllhIIIIOIIIIIllllI1HI 
 

MENNONITE, '1fflhIOOOI,1IIllhIIIIHIHI HHIIIHHI U1 IllhiIllOIiHIFH .wIII1Ill1HOw11111 pj,,PP!I Ihh IiHIilllI 'IL1HIUIN 
I N omniamilim 11111 11111 al. oil c :::  

qq 
1 MWILE111101 3  U I ~!l IS FUME MUM 

_____ 
___ 

- 
kffl III no I 

12id!IllhIH!1MiL=iiIIhI1LoidI1I1IH!bMEEEEIE 
m:::m logo 

Ill 
UHIHhIIIIIIHIIHHIHHHHHHHHHllhiIHIUHIIIIL1!IFRhIHHWiH 

HE I ERROR,̀II 
HfflhhIIiHllNIIIIH 

HHIgh1oHINIuIllHIuhIllhIOHHIlNhIIOhIllIllHHHHINHHHHOigIOIIUIIIHHNIHHHIIIIIIHHllIr:H 
___________ smz= _____ 

Note: Since January 197, the category "Other" includes overlaps (N-6), 
which did not exist in previous years. 
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Non-response Rates 2  Canada and Regional Offices 

	

Month-to-Month 	Year-to- 
1975 	1974 	Change 	Year 

Change 

	

July 	July 	Aug.  1974 
August 	July 	August 	July 	to 	to 	to 

Auut7g August79- tug. 1975 

Total 

6.3 7.6 8.8 10.4 - 1.3 - 1.6 - 2.5 
6.3 7.0 5.7 6.2 - 0.7 - 0.5 0.6 
8.4 10.0 8.7 10.0 - 1.6 - 1.3 - 0.3 
3.2 5.3 8.4 12.1 - 2.1 - 3.7 - 5.2 

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

9.3 8.5 8.6 9.5 0.8 - 0.9 + 0.7 
6.4 8.5 11.0 12.2 - 2.1 - 1.2 - 4.6 
4.7 5.1 4.7 6.4 - 0.4 - 1.7 - 
4.5 5.5 7.0 8.5 - 1.0 - 1.5 - 2.5 
9.2 9.9 12.2 12.8 - 0.7 - 0.6 - 3.0 

Halifax 	.................. 

Temporarily Absent 

Montréal 	................. 

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

3.0 4.2 4.7 6.1 - 1.2 - 1.4 - 1.7 

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

3.7 4.7 3.6 3.9 - 1.0 0.3 +0.1 

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

4.3 5.6 4.8 5.7 - 	1.3 - 0.9 - 0.5 
1.0 2.4 4.0 7.4 - 	1.4 - 3.4 - 	3.0 

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

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

Mor)tral 	................ 
3.9 5.0 5.2 5.3 - 1.1 - 0.1 - 	1.3 
3.4 5.5 6.3 7.7 - 2.1 - 	1.4 - 2.9 

Halifax 	................. 

2.6 2.8 2.8 3.5 - 0.2 - 0.7 - 0.2 
2.2 2.7 3.3 5.1 - 0.5 - 1.8 - Li 
3.6 4.7 5.8 6.0 - 1.1 - 0.2 - 2.2 

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

No one home 

1.2 1.2 1.7 1.7 - - - 	0.5 
0.9 0.7 0.6 0.8 + 0.2 - 0.2 + 0.3 
1.0 1.0 1.6 1.7 - - 0.1 - 0.6 

Wliinliwg 	................ 
Edmonton 	................ 
Vancouver 	............... 

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

0.6 1.0 1.6 1.7 - 0.4 - 0.1 - 1.0 
2.5 1.7 1.8 2.4 + 0.8 - 0.6 + 0.7 
1.4 1.3 2.2 1.7 + 0.1 + 0.5 - 0.8 

Halifax 	................. 

0.7 0.7 0.8 1.6 - - 0.8 - 0.1 

Montréal 	................ 

0.7 0.9 1.3 1.5 - 0.2 - 0.2 - 0.6 
2.6 2.1 2.4 2.2 + 0.5 + 0.2 + 0.2 

Ottawa 	.................. 
Toronto 	................. 
Winnipeg 	................ 

Ref wials 

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

1.3 1.4 1.9 2.1 - 0.1 - 0.2 - 0.6 
St 	John's 	............ 0 .9 0.8 1.1 1.1 +0.1 - - o.'. 

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

Halifax 	............... 1.9 2.1 1.8 2.0 - 0.2 - 0.2 I+ 0.1 Montr&al 	.............. 1.0 1.2 2.1 2.2 - 0.2 - 	0. ]. - 
1.4 1.3 1.5 1.7 +0.1 - 0.2 - 0.1 

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

.. 

1.3 1.5 2.0 2.2 - 0.2 - 0.2 - 0.7 

.. 

.. 

0.6 0.8 0.8 1.1 - 0.2 - 0.3 -0.2 
1.0 1.3 1.7 - 0.2 - 0.4 - Edmonton 	...............0.8 

2.1 2.3 3.6 3.7 - 0.2 - 0.1 - 1.5 

Ottawa 	.................. 
Toronto 	................. 
Winnipeg 	............... 

Other 

0.8 0.8 0.5 0.5 - - 0.3 

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

Canada 	.................... 
0.8 0.8 0.4 0.4 - - f 0.4 St. 	John's 	.............. 

Halifax 	............... 1.2 1.3 0.5 0.6 - 0.1 0.1 I 	0.7 
0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 - 0.1 - 0.1 L 0.1 

.. 

1.5 0.5 0.1 0.1 + 1.0 - 4- 	1.4 

Montréal 	................ 

0.3 0.2 0.5 0.6 + 0.1 - 0.1 0.2 

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

0.8 0.8 0.3 0.2 - +0.1 +0.5 

Toronto 	................. 
Winnipeg 	................ 

0.8 0.9 1.1 0.2 - 0.1 +0.9 - 0.3 Edmonton 	................ 
Vancouver 	.............. 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.9 +0.1 - 0.5 -0.5 

NOte 	Since January 1975, the category "Other" includes overlaps (N-6), 
which did not exist in previous years. 
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fl 	STATISTICS CANADA 	STATISTIQUE CANADA 
FIELD DIVISION - 	 OPERATIORS RGIONALES 	 - 22 - 	 August 1975 Accit 

LABOUR FORCE SURVEY 	ENQUETE SUR LA POPULATION ACTIVE 

ANALYSIS OF REJECTED DOCUMENTS - ANALYSE DES DOCUMENTS REJETES * 

US 744 

SURVEY No 302 
ENOUtTE - 

SUMMARY - SOMMAIRE CANADA ST JOHNS [HALIFAX MONTREAL OTTAWA TORONM WINNIPEG EDMONTON 

TOTAL 	DOCUMENTS 	RECEED / TOTAL 	DES 	DOCUMENTS REcUS 73597 4585 13642 7103 8727 

VA

L8228 
- 

REJECTED 	DOCUMENTS I DOCUMENTS R€JETS 3698 265 739 339 245 723 350 592 445 
S OF 	1ETPJ. DOCUMENTS RECEIVED 

5.02 5.78 5.42 2.57 5.69 5.23 4.93 6.78 5.41 S VLS iku.1tTS rcus 

TOTAL 	ERRORS/ TOTAL 	DES 	IRREURS 5751 404  1141 506 415 1110 503 

1.44 

969 

1.64 

703 
AVE. 	ERRORS PER REJECTED DOCL'(NT 

Ik'ttttl 	VERIUSPARPCUIIFIJTR!J(T( 1.56 1.52 1.54 1.49 1.69 1.54 1.58 

ERROR 	BREAKDOWN / RPA1TITION 	DES 	ERREURS I 
. OF CARELESS ERRORS 

_IPtfSV'iP.ATT(wT1OpJ 2662 174  519 251 196 564 272 44 244. 

34.7 TOTAL 	ERRORS/7DU TOTAL 	DES ERRELWS 46.3 43.1 45.5 49.6 47.2 50.8 54.1 45.6 
AWE. 	PER REJECTED DDCUiN1 

u'¼%l 	£A 	OtT I'13jI 	 .720 .656 .702 .740 .800 .780 .777 .747 .548 
PsO. OF ERRORS 	IN 	ITIPS 	Ii. 	12. 	24 1 25 

570 55 98 51 43 80 44 92 107 h,'M501 	P'tETUQS ),it POSTES 	Fl 	11 , 	14 1 	fS 

OF TOTAL ERRORS/ 7. DL) 	TOTAL 	DES 	ERREUSS 9.9 13.6 8.6 10.1 10.4 7.2 8.7 9.5 15.2 
AVE. PER REJECTED DOCIMENT 

.154 .207 .133 .150 1 	.176 .111 .126 .155 .240 
P.O. 	OF 	ERAAS 	IV 	ITEMS 13, 	20 	TO 2 

2221 137 482 173 157 431 169 384 288 t'thI 	PlL'PT1E, AUZ 	ItTSTLS 13 

TOTAL 	ERRORS/100U 	TOTAL DES ERREUSS 38.6 33.9 42.2 34.2 37.8 38.8 33.6 39.6 41.0 
Mt. 	PER REJECTED DOCUKN1 

LttT 	rAS 	Ek\LMI%'T 	FL.TETI .601 .517 .652 .510 .641 .596 .483 .649 .647 
NO. 	Of ERRORS 	IPI 	ITEMS 14 & IS 246 37 34 22 17 29 8 41 58 AR 	1STLS_II 1 _5 

71 CF TOTAL ERRORS/ 70 PU TOTAL DES 	ERREUSS 4.3 - 9.2 3.0 4.3 4.1 2.6 1.6 4.2 8.2 
MI. 	PER RE.,'ECTET DoCuIENT .067 .140 .046 .065 .069 .040 .023 .069 .130 'ti 	r.t' 	T'.' •''•f'. 	FIF 

P.C. 	71 	ERVJI'S 	1'. 	'S 	17. 	IS 	1 	19 52 1 8 9 2 6 10 10 6 V'tf.RtuES A..V 	rt'STIS 	17. 	IA £ 	IR 

7 Or TOTAL ERRORS / 7. DU TOTAL DES EEURS . 9 .2 .7 1.8 .5 .6 2.0 - 1.1 .9 
AiE. PER REJECTED OOCR1 .014 .004 .011 .027 .008 .008 .029 .017 .013 M. V'EMHR 	P*T 	CtVEP.1' ELTETI 

5-1000: 3-3-75 	 • THIS ANALYSIS REPRESENTS THE MACHId READABLE ERRORS ONLY. 
• CEITE ANALYSE REPR&SNTE US ERREURS LISAII.ES PAN MACHINE SEULEMENT. 

ó CARELESS ERROR: SUM OF (RL• 	OA ITEMS I TO 10. 	AND ECUC. ON TWT 

* PAUTE D'INATTENTION: TOTAL 	WVTuR 	10O1ES 1 - 10, 	 ET 	tDUC, - 
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l:i,u,',-,It.,, 	:,,.t 	-c ll,)tIi4(Il('l(l by 114}li.IIaL (II I 1i.:.a  S.K.U. eli,.] N.:;.R.II. 

Maril, to A.,ist 1974 ,.n,i  

AU Areas 

. $ 
• $ 

oh) [[aX 	 • $ 
11',ntr,a1 	 • $ 
('Itawa 	 • $ 
Turonto • $ 
WinnIpeg 	 • $ 
Edmonton 	 • $ 
Vancouver 	 • $ 

S.R,LJ. 

Canada 	 • $ 
St. 	Juhu'e 	 • $ 
lIalLfx 	 • S 
P',ntr.aI 	 • $ 
ottawa 	 . 
Im 01,1,, 	 . 

Wll.11.'v........................ $ 
. $ 

Vai,, - .,uv,-r 	 • 

..................................... 
'0 . 	lohe,' a 	...................... S 
lInlilni, 	......................... $ 
f'ki,i(r,aI 	........................ $ 
littawa 	.......................... $ 
I,.ri,nto 	......................... $ 
''a Ipeg 	........................ $ • .: :;: : ::::: :: : : ::: :: : :: 

197') 1974 

Jul 	' .lirnc May AptIl 	J Mar.'h Aug. July June Jl.iy Apz- ) I March 

3.16 	3.06 	2.96 	2.99 	3.02 	2.94 2.73 	2.70 	2.56 	2.51 	2.53 	2.38 
3.56 	3.52 	3.59 	3.67 	3.67 	3.65 3.32 	3.26 	3.04 	3.01 	2.61 	2.72 
3.00 	2.90 	2.78 	3.01 	2.99 	3.09 2.59 	2.57 	2.32 	2.41 	2.48 	2.32 
3.36 	3.28 	3.19 	3.19 	3.32 	3.00 2.88 	2.81 	2.45 	2.69 	2.67 	2.43 
3.04 	3.17 	3.07 	3.03 	2.96 	2.98 2.76 	2.73 	2.68 	2.49 	2.61 	2.57 
3.20 	2.96 	2.92 	2.96 	3.06 	2.83 2.64 	2.68 	2.67 	2.49 	2.43 	2.35 
3.07 	3.06 	2.90 	2.83 	2.93 	2.91 2.71 	2.60 	2.61 	2.51 	2.64 	2.41 
3.11 	2.83 	2.73 	2.70 	2.78 	2.72 2.69 	2.65 	2.53 	2.40 	2.54 	2.26 
3.12 	3.12 	2.91 	2.87 	2.64 	2.81 2.63 	2.65 	2.58 	2.34 	2.39 	2.26 

2.74 	2.59 	2.55 	2.55 	2.54 	2.52 2.34 	2.33 	2.17 	2.16 	2.34 	2.09 
2.86 	2.60 	2.60 	2.62 	3.11 	2.73 2.57 	2.69 	2.38 	2.35 	2.54 	2.27 
2.50 	2.42 	2.14 	2.51 	2.35 	2.55 2.27 	2.19 	1.94 	2.10 	2.20 	2,10 
2.87 	2.86 	2.79 	2.111 	2.89 	2.57 2.17 	2.18 	1.92 	2.17 	2.41 	2.09 
7.90 	2.91 	2.85 	2.90 	2.68 	2.7' 2.68 	2.53 	2.34 	2.79 	2.46 	2.39 
7.96 	7.415 	2.72 	7.10) 	2.87 	2.4.1. 2.41. 	7.51 	2.67 	2. II 	7.19 	2.24 
2 .45 	2.)) 	7.60 	2.1 	2.1) 	1.20 1.1 1 . 	 2.78 	2.19 	2.19 	2.6) 	2.01 
2.51) 	2_I I 	/.1f1 	1.9/ 	7.01 	7.17 7.01 	7.04 	I .86 	I .68 	2.10 	I .61 
2.17 	7.11. 	7.49 	1.51 	2,11 	1,47 7,34 	7,18 	2,76 	2.01 	7,76 	2,04 

1.61 	'I.')') 	1.67 	1.51 	3.57 	4.61 3.21 	3.17 	3.05 	7.97 	2.78 	2.15 
1.82 	1.87 	1.94 	4.06 	1.87 	1.72 1.60 	1.47 	3.28 	1.2 1, 	2.64 	2.89 
0. 3)) 	3.7() 	3.06 	3.11 	3.18 	3.47 2.83 	2.80 	2.56 	2.61 	2.65 	2.66 
4.04 	'0.90 	3.76 	3.75 	3.90 	3.78 (.73 	3.92 	3.18 	3.64 	3.13 	3.07 
4.24 	1.56 	1.11 	3.26 	3.16 	3.34 1.26 	3.30 	3.21 	2.85 	2.91 	2.81? 

3,74 	3.64 	1,17 	3.51 	1.56 	3.30 1.07 	3.05 	3.18 	2.89 	2.55 	2.67 
3.64 	3.7') 	3.39 	3.41 	3.72 	3.61 3.15 	2.89 	2.99 	2.80 	2.83 	2.80 
3.66 	3.48 	1.34 	3.43 	3.55 	3.33 3.40 	3.22 	3.17 	3.11 	2.99 	2.91 
3.75 	3.15 	3.60 	3.45 	3.25 	3.30 3.07 	3.05 	3.08 	2.79 	2.57 	2.60 

Mor,th.tô-Mr,ih Change Year-u u-Year (hange 

1975 4974 Aug. 2.. ly Junu May 
1974 

I,. 

974 
4,, 

914 
I' 

1474 
I., July (un, M'y A'J 	I .4.. ly 2..,..' May Aj., 	11 

I.. 0. I.. Aug. July .Ini., May 
Aug. 'iv In.,' H. , y (975 1975 19/5 975 

All 	Aiçaoi 

........................................ I 	I') 	(4,1)4 ((((4 01,(I1 'OIl) 	I 	'I''. (I_lI', ),(),' 3 	((/,) ',_ 	(4. ),51 -4 
SI. 	l,,lu,,,, 	.......................5 0 . 1)". 	((04/ 0.08 f 	4,0)1, 	'4,.'. 4 	II)') 4-01,0 3.0),,'!, 4 	'(.1) I 	055 4 	11.1)0 
IlaltIn., 	......................... S • 	0,11) 	I 	0_I,' (I..') I 	4,0.' 11.0,' 	4 	II,.'', (),()9 (),117 + 	041 f 	'l 	1) $ 	((.146 4)4.4,)) 
............ 	........................ 	S I 	(4 , 48 	I 	1 1.119 ((.4 I 	(LU! 	I 	II. 	4). (4,74 + 	11.1)1 -1 	0.48 0 .41 + 0,4 + 0.50 
OtIawfl 	.......................... $ 14.11 	3 	0.04 3 	(3.4(4 J, ((44/ 4 	(1.))) 	3 	II.))') 4 	31.19 11.11 4(4.28 4(4,64 + 0,39 -4. 	(1,54 Ti '"'i'' 	......................... $ + 0.24 	I 0.04 )).((6 I). 	0 0.06 	+ 	II. 	0 4 0. 38 + 0,06 + 	(0,56 4 0,28 I- 	(1.25 + 0.117 
W1...il.eg 	........................ $ 4 	11.01 	0,10, + 340 7 - 	(I, 	4)) + 	(1.14 	0)3(3 4 	(1.10 - 	(II'4 I 	0,16 + 0.46 + 0.29 + 0.12 .............. 	........................ 	$ 4 	0..8 	1(10 4 	11.111 - 	11.08 0.01, 	ff1.12 + 	41.13 -(1.14 + 0.42 + 0.18 + 0.20 -4-0.Jo Va.ic',,,v,r 	.......................S - 	+ 	1>21 + 	((04 40. .1 3 . 	(I.)).' 	+ 	4,7 4(1.24 -0.05 + 0.49 + 0.47 + 0.31 40.51 

S.K.IJ. 

Lana,),, 	.............................-, + 0.15 + 0,04 - # 0.01 + 	0.01 	+ o,i h + 0.01 -- 	o.i + 0.40 + 0.26 + 0,38 + 0.39 St. 	John'., 	......................S + ((.26 	- -0.02 -0.49 0,17 	+ 0.31 + 0.03 -0.19 + 0.29 -0.09 + 0.22 + 0.27 Halifax 	......................... $ + 0,08 	. 0.08 --0.17 + 0,16 0.03 + 0.25 - 	0.16 - 0,10 + 0.28 + 0.23 + 0.40 + 0.41 Montr,a1 	........................ $ + 0.01 + 0.07 - - 0.40 + 0.19 + 0.26 - 0.25 - 0,24 + 0.50 + 0.68 + 0.87 + 0.62 ')tlawa 	.......................... $ - 0,01 + 0.06 -0.05 + 0.:'2 - 0.05 + 0.19 + 0,05 -0.15 + 0.42 + 0.38 + 0,51 + Toronto 	......................... $ + 0.29 - 0.07 + 0.02 - 	0.42 .  - 0,07 + 0.06 + 0.14 -0.06 + 0.48 + 0.12 + 0.25 + 0.37 JJ(flnipeg 	........................ $ + 0.14 - 0.09 + 0.19 + 0.09 - 0.03 + 0.09 - -0.24 + 0.20 + 0.03 + 0.21 + 0.02 Edmonton 	........................ $ 4 0,39 + 0.01 + 0,13 -0.05 •- 0.03 + 0.18 + 0.18 - 0.42 + 0.49 + 0,07 + 0.24 + 0,29 Vancouver 	....................... $ I -. 	002 	+ 	(.25 '-0.03 + 0.21 -- 0.04 +0.12 + 0.23 -0.23 + 0.38 + 0.36 + 0.23 4 0.49 
N.S.R.U, • - 	

'a 	............................." 
John's 	...................... $ 

0.o4 	+ 0.17 - 	0.09 0.136 + 0,06 + 0.12 + 0.08 + 0.19 + 0.40 + 0.42 + 0.37 + 0.54 
- 0,05-0.07 -0.10 + 0.17 + 0.13 + 0.19 + 0.03 + 0.61 + 0.22 + 0.40 + 0.66 + 0.79 
+ 0.10 + 0.14 - 0.25 - 0.07 + 0.03 + 0.24 - 0.05 - 0.04 + 0.47 + 0.40 4 0.50 + 0.70 + 0.44 + 0.44 + 0.01 - 0.15 - 0.19 + 0.54 -0.26 + 0.51 + 0.31 -0.02 + 0.38 + 0.41 ...... 	.......................... 	$ - 0.0 +0.17 + 0.11 '-0,10 + 0.16 	0.17 + 0.42 -0.01. -0.02 + 0.44 + 0.10 + 0.61 1...ronLo 	......................... $ + 0.10 4 	44.27 - 0.44 0.05 4 	0.02 	0.13 + 0.29 + 0).34 + 0.67 + 0.59 + 0.19 + 0.62 
- 	.is 	4-0.4(4 - 0.06 -0.27 4-11.26-0.10 + 0.19 -0.03 + 0.49 + 0.90 + 0.40 #0.65 FSIrnou,ton 	........................ $ + 11.18 	+ 0.14 0.09 - 	0.12 + 0.48 + 0.05 + 0.06 + 0 .12 + 0.21, #0.26 + 0.17 + 0.32 

Wtnril1.eg 	........................ 	... 

Vancouver 	.......................S 4(3.15 + 	I).]'. + 0.20 40.02 -  0.03 + 0.29 + 	4.22 + 0.68 +0.70 + 0,52 #0.66 
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Appendix I 

DEF I N IT i 

• 	________________________ 

utiil non-response - proportion of households which were not i , il rvtewed dUe to lack of co-operation 
or tlicir unavailability to the survey interviewer. 

h. REJ ECTED DOCUMENTS 

Percentage of Relected  Documents - The Summary Table and Char' 	'lye the percentage of labour force 
documents requiring clerical edits due to missing or inconsis' ' entries in the regular labour 
force items. 

Careless Errors - Tue term "careless errors" refers to omls.si' 'I':, poor marks and inconsistent 
ent rtes on the Labour Force schedule for idenli I cot ion, sex, 	[t.al status, relationship to head 
and age its taken from the entries on the Household Record Car, 1 , 111s. the failure to answer item 26, 
"Was this person interviewed?" 

C. 	ENIIMI:RA1ION CSl' 

Littime rat I on Cost per Ilousehu Id - The per houschi'l d cost ii are (!11 ,-t11ntv41 its I ug lii.' tot at rtuuiibe r of 
liotisillo 1 ulit .srtunp I cd for the survey in relation to t lie cost (nut' i I i 	to do I ho I titervi ewing, itt 
Id -tnt; of fees paid to the interviewer (hourly rated employee) iii I lie intrrvirwer expenses to 
cctvr the assignment (mileage, etc.). 

Interviewing refers to obtaining the information by personal vi It to the household, or by ide-
pliniting the housiiold to obtain the informtto,i, for the LI-' sit i"' ' and for stt1tpterneritnry questions 

tt 	 it 	''t: 	tte' - itrrr- iii 

• 	1 
Population slippage defined as the percentage difference betw', the Census population projection, 
' (preliminary projections based on the 1971 Census) for a gvcn month and the population estimate 

Pp derived from the Labour Force Survey sample for the same month, It is given by 

pit - 

100 

Pp 

E. VARIANCE 

ilier,' Ic a cett.nin antourit of error 1rcsu'tit In aity estimilLe ititi 	''ci from a sample, ((ue to the lack 
of (I ) iIuit I ole iii format! on obout the population) . 	The ave rage (I I 1 114 ,  ( s t Imat cs, (1)111 [tied I ruin the 
various possIble samples, is clJcd the expected vol tie of the 'i I.m.itn. If the difference between 
an tot Lunate and its expected value is squared and this squar 	ti [ferenee is averagcrl over all 
j"iiisihle samples which could he selected from the sample from', - c obtain the sampling variance. 
Ihu square root of the sampling variance is called the standat d deviaLion. The cod ticient of 
vorialion of an estimate is defined to be the standard devi;iti' of the estimate divided by the 
estimate times 100 to convert to a percentage. If the expectd value of an estimate is not equal 
to the true population value then the estimate is said to be Ic!ised. Among the causes of this bias 
are lion-response, slippage and processing errors. The square of  the difference between an estimate 
-uid the true population value averaged over all possible sampl 	from the sample frame is called 
LIie mean square error. The variance estimate for a characterttic is influenced by changes in the 
population size, the sample size, and the frequency of the chtrnrteristic being considered. For 
these reasons the variance estimates should be standardized; the binomial factor is one such stand-
irdization. The binomial factor is defined to be the ratio of the variance estimate to an estimate 

• 	-f what the variance would be if a similar sample has been obtnhiod through a simple random sampling 
rocedure. The binomial factor measures the behaviour of the saimiple design relative to a simpe 
-andom sample as far as the characteristic is concerned. 
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Variances in the Labour Force Surve 

Introduc t ion 

Another important quality measure pertaining to the statistics is that 
of sampling variance, defined by the mean square deviation of statistics 
overall 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 variation confidence 
intervals for published statistics, ignoring the effect of non-sampling 
errors, may be obtained under the assumption that estimated totals are 
normally distributed about the true population value. Thus if it is 
found that an unemployed estimate possesses a coefficient of variation 
of 3°  then an unemployed estimate may vary 6 (2 standard deviations) 
about the true population value in either direction in 95 of the samples 
that could be drawn from the LFS frame. 

Rough confidence intervals may be obtained from the lettered symbols 
given in the monthly publications (The Labour Force: Catalogue 71:001). 
Due to time deadlines for the release of these publications the lettered 
symbols are based onthe average of the monthly coefficients of variation 

is for the previous year. The lettered symbol, which indicates a range in 
which the coefficient of variation is expected to fall, gives the user 
an indication of the reliability of the estimate. 

From any particular survey the obtained coefficient of variation will not 
necessarily fall within the range indicated by the lettered symbol found 
in the publication because of 1) the sampling variance of the estimated 
coefficient of variation and 2) the seasonal effects which are not reflected 
in the published lettered symbols. 	In table I the estimates and their 
coefficients of variation are provided every month along with the calculated 
vs. published lettered symbol and the binomial factors. 

The definitions pertinent to the variances are provided in Appendix 1. 
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ItimaIr 	CV. 
Synib.il 

Ldl 	 d Pub d 
B.!. 

. 
f'.tuin.ilr 	CV. 

'yniIitI • 
Cal 	d 	Pub d 

III 

9.779 0.35 A A 1.06 623 2.62 0 0 1.63 

170 2.39 C C 2.25 30 9.15 C C 3,69 

49 3.53 0 0 2.13 3 17.76 G 6 1.30 

799 1.07 C C 0.92 22 7.3 C C 1.55 

255 1.89 C C 2.5 4  22 8.12 C C 2.03 

2,600 0.75 B B 0.98 206 5.26 C o 1.84 

3,736 0.61 B B 0.99 207 4.81 0 C 1.38 

431 1.65 C C 1.69 12 12.46 F I 

378 1.63 C C 1.55 7 21.05 6 F 1.88 

786 1.00 B C 1.26 27 9.07 C F 1.28 

1,074 0.9 4  B B 1.16 90 5.85 C C 1.74 

In 	I ahnuu I ore 

si Imare C.V 
Symf.c

P
il , 

10,402 0.31 A A 0.95 

200 1.67 C C 1.51 

51 2.9 4  0 0 1.69 

321 1.10 C C 1.13 

277 168 C C 2.41 

2.806 0.64 B B 0.85 

3,943 0.53 A A 0.88 

442 1.59 C C 1.69 

385 1.64 C C 1.63 

813 0.99 B C 1.37 

1.164 0.70 B B 0.80 

.1 

Cdnacla 

Hf Id. 

P.C. I. 

N.S. 

N.B. 

Que. 

Ont. 

liar. 

Sask. 

Al ta 

B.C. 

1 7.073 

390 

85 

585 

492 

4,738 

6.238 

738 

669 

1,270 

1,869 

0 mates, Their Coefficien:5 of Variation, and 	'e_Binomial 

or'. for Ca na ila and bv T 	 I S 7 r 

11-2 

S 

C.V. 	- 	Coefficient of Var,ation 
Binomial Factor 

lphabet ic Symbol 
Percent of Estimates at 
One Standard Deviation 

0.0 	- 0.5% 
0.6 	- 1.0% 
I.! 	- 2-5% 
2.6 	- 5.0% 
5.! 	- 10.0%  

10.1 	- 16.5% 
16.6 	- 25.0% 
25.1 	- 33.3% 
33.4 	- 50.0% 
50.1 	+ 

Analysis of Subprovincial Contributions 

A binomial factor considerably above average For a given province and 

characteristic indicates that subprovincial areas should be studied by 

individual strata and subunits. The actual contribution to the variance 

of Employed and/or Unemployed are obtained and compared with the 

desirable contribution based on the weighted sample size and those 

strata and subunits found to contribute excessively to the total variance 

are tabulated in Table 2 and an adjusted binomial factor by a method 

described in all issues up to July, 1975  is calculated for each province. 
In extreme cases where the actual contribution is around 10 x the desired 

contribution, the stratum or subunit is frequen* analyzed in detail. 

A 
B 
C 
0 
C 

C 
H 
J 
K 

0 
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Table 2: 	AnalysisnfSiibprovincial 	Contributions 	ttheProvincial 
Variance Estimates 	for August, 	1975. 

Actual 	(Desired) 	Contribution 
to the Variance 	in 	by 

Prov. Char 	B.F. 	Stratum or 	Actual 	(Desired) Adjusted 	Type of 
Subunit B.F. 	Adjustment 

N.B. Emp. 	2.54 	3004 	15.04 	3.36 1.79 	 1 
3200 	13.146 	4.35 

30901-2 	7.24 	1.10 
remainder 	64.26 	91.19 

Man. Emp. 	1.69 	6400 	11.148 	4.24 1.36 	 2 
60901-2 	14.36 	3.75 
remainder 	74.16 	92.01 

Sask. Unemp. 	1.88 	72105() 	55.87 	2.49 0.66 	 3 
72106 	11.48 	3.86 
remainder 	32.65 	93.65 

See neXL page !or detailed analysis. 

Type of adjustment: 

(1)  Stratum and subunits as 	listed mainly contributed to the high variance 
as manifested by an adjusted B.F. 	lying 	in the normal 	range. 

(2)  High variance spread over 	the whole province rather 	than 	in 	the 
indicated strata as manifested by an adjusted B.F. remaining well 
above normal. 

(3)  Subprovincial 	areas as 	listed 	are the main cause for the high variance 
estimate although there was some overcompensation in 	the adjusted B.F. 
for the excessive variance contributions by these areas. 
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0 	Location of Areas Studied in Subprovincial Analysis 

N.B.: 3004 	Petitcodiac and Saskville Area 

3200 	Marysville Town and Northfield area 

30901-02 Special areas 

Man.: 6400 	Minedosa and Manitou area 

60901-02 Special areas 

Sask..: 72105 	Saskatoon 

72106 	Saskatoon 

Detailed Analysis 

Unemp. 72105 	20.2 °  Unemployment Rate in first component vs. 
Unemployment Rate in second component, the difference 

being mainly due to manufacturing unemployed. 

. 

0 
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ftc cunt()ts of this appe:dix are taken t roin publication NR 75-08 
(August 1975), Non-resose in the Canadian Labour Force Survey, 
prepared by J.R Norris, Household Surveys Development Stafi, 
and E.T. McLeod of Field Division. 
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lutrodueLion 

There are a number of ways of measuring the qic liLy of the Labour 
Force Survey. One such method is the ca1culat' of non-response 
rates. The sampling variability of weighted ui ';tatistics is 
inversely proportional to the response rate so 'hat published 
figures bscd on a sample with only 80% responr rate (20% non-
response rate) will have 90/80 or 1.125 times te sampling 
variability of corresponding figures based on I he' same sample with 
90% response rate (10% non-response rate). To,thcr with the in-
crease in sanip Li og variability caused by higlwi non-response rates 
there is also a possible increase in the man s'eire error as a 

resiil t of the non-response bias . 	if the cliarn( I cr isles of tioti- 
respoiideiits are significantly di f fercut than ti 	e of respoiidents 
then the higher the non-response ral(' , tin' grc.I r tin' muir ibtit Tori 
to liii' 1110a11 square error by the ion-response I) :i: . 	The extenL of 

Lii is hijas is unknown at present but mist he obt " i ned from outs ide 
sources of si mi lar data or from spec ial exper iii' a Ls on non-response 

characteristics. 

':on-response foil Lows a marked pattern seasonal 1:, generally peaking 
• 

	

	I a the summer months and declining in the spr i i;; and autumn (Graph 
(1). The seasonal ity effect is caused by the ' emporariiy absentl" 
component which increases sharply during the s 	er months when 
eople are generally away on vacation (Graph C 

In this report, non-response data are summarize.1 at the economic 
region, regional office and Canada levels in th form of tables and 
graphs. At the economic region Level , global n' .ii.-response rates 
aid tin' actual and expected perr('ntage conLribill I oii4 to the total 
non-response of the regional of F ire are spec if I 	for ('V('iy emotion i C 
re', ion wi Liii n ('zlmli regional of i ire. The 1 ine ,' iphis I ui I mate the 
t. rends ii non- response rates over t lie cur rent ' i r and the p revi nil 

two years. 

11. Monthly Meeting on Non-Response 

A mccii rig on non-response with 3. R. Norris, fbi'-' hiold Surveys 
Development Staff and E.T. McLeoch, Field DivisI', is held every 
month to discuss the more pronounced movements 'i thc' current non-
response data. The points covered during this ri'eting are in- 

• 	corporated in the analysis given in the next s'ion. 

0 	
1. See Definitions at end of tl Non-Response P  port 
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I I I 	A .11 ysi 	( 	ry ) 

A. At t he Caii;ida Ia'V( 1 

lie overal 1 non-response rate at the Canada level decreased from 7.6% in 
July to 6.37 in August. This month's lower rate 'as due to decreases of 

• 	1.2% and 0.1% in the T.A. and N2 components respectively. No change was 
re('ordcd from July to August in the overlap non-r(sponse rate of 0.57 and 
the adjusted overall non-response rate for the A,.,pnst survey was calculated 
to be 5.87. 

Coiiip;i red w i th 1 ast year's August overall non-respi tsc rate of 8.8%, this 
year's rate was lower. I)ecreascs in the T. A. , NI and N2 components were 
responsible for this year's lower August overall ?Ite. 

B. At the Regional Office Level 

The overall non-response rate decreased from July to August in the following 
Regional Offices (amounts in brackets); St. John's (-0.7%), Halifax (-1.67), 
Montreal (-2.1%), Toronto (-2.1%), Winnipeg (-0.4'), Edmonton (-1.0%) and 
Vancouver (-0.7%). In all these regional offices, the lower overall 
non-response rate was mainly due to substantial th'creases recorded in the 
T.A. component (amounts in brackets) which were a follows; St. John's 
(-1.0%), Halifax (-1.3%), Montreal (-1.4%), Toronto (-2.1%), Winnipeg 
(-0.2%), Edmonton (-0.5%) and Vancouver (-1.1%). 

however, the overall non-response rate for the Ot swa Regional Office in-
. 	rased by 0.87 from July to August . This month ' Ii ighor rate was due to 

iiicro.ist , s i n the Ni and ''oilier" c omponon t s of 0.8  8 	 .,nd 1.07 res pee lively 
1 t Iioiigh the T. A. component decrearod by 1. 1% froii July to August. 

The non-response rates for the overlap component :iwi the adjusted overall 
non-response rates along with their changes from •lely to August are as 
fol lows: 

Regional 
	

Overlap 
	

Change from 
	

tvljusted 	Change from 
Office 
	

Rate (%) 
	

Last Month 
	

Rate (%) 	Last Month 

St. 	John's 0.7 4-0.1 5.6 -0.8 

Halifax 0.9 -0.1 7.5 -1.5 

Montreal 0.4 -0.1 2.8 -2.0 

Ottawa 0.2 -0.1 'Ll +0.7 

Toronto 0.1 +0.1 6.3 -2.2 

Winnipeg 0.8 +0.1 3.9 -0.5 

Edmon ton 0.6  --0. 1 3.9 -O .9 

Vancouver 0.6 f0.1 2.6 -O • 

0 
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S 
V Anais (Dc La i led) 

A. AL the Canada Level 

The overall non-response rate at the Canada Level. 'Thcrcased from 	1.6% 	in 
July to 6.3% in August. Data at the Regional Offi 	level are as follows: 

Actual Perce'rage Expected Perr.c:tapc 
Regional 

Expected Non- 
Contribut:io.' 	to Contribution to 

- 

01 I ice 
No. 	of Response 

lotal Non-lcponsc Total 	Non-1esponsc 
Households 
- 

Rate 	(%) 
at the Canad. 	Level at 	the Canada Level 

St. 	.John's L,709 6.3 5.7 5.2 

halifax 5,852 8.4 23.7 18.0 

MonLrcal 5,379 3.2 8.4 16.5 

Ottawa 1,963 9.3 8.8 6.0 

Toronto 6,206 6.4 19.3 19.1 

Winnipeg 3,260 4.7 7.4 10.0 

Edmonton 4,130 4.5 9.0 12.7 

Vancouver 4,081 9.2 18.2 12.5 

. 

0. 	AL Liii' I 	ioiia1 OF lice Level 

The overall non-response rate for the St . John 	legiona1 011 i cc 
(11. rca sed from 7.07, in July to 6.3% tn August . 	On t 	aL the Ecoriorni c Region 
level are as follows: 

Ac tuJa 1 	l'c rec' 
Expected Non- 

Econoiu No. 	of Response 
Contributio'u 	to 

Rion 
households Rate 	(7) 

Total Non-Re-onse 
at the R.O.1_ve1 

00 260 5.0 12.2 

01 678 6.2 39.3  

02 160 4.4 6.5  

03 302 8.9 25.2 

04 292 5.8 15.9 

05 17 5.9 0.9  

Expeu (((1 Pc rceui ta 
Coot r ihuui t ion to 

Total Non-flesponu 
at the R.O. Level 

15.2 

39.7 

9.3 

17.7 

17.1 

1.0 

40 
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. 	2. 	The 
in 	July 

overa I I 	1)011-response 	rate 	for 	t 1w 	I!a I i f.iy 	I' .0. 	dei- o,ist'd 	I ron 	tO .07 
to 8.4/ 	in 	August 	Data 	at 	1hu 	K.K. 	1evi 	iro 	as 	ioi lows . 

Act 	II;) I 	I'('r('II i,Xj('(t.t.(I 	l'(rcl.lII 	:i' 
0 IX1)((t.I(l N 	?) 

ir(JIlorIl Ic (outr ihut I o'' 	to Lont. r , bolt on 	to 
No. 	of Response 

Region -- _- households Ratc 	(/) 
1 oiai 	Non-iet'onse Iota I 	Noti- Rsu* 

--  at 	the 	R.0. 	t.'vel at 	the R.O. 	Level 

10 440 5.5 4.9 7.5 

20 541 7.8 8.6 9.2 

21 571 9.1 10.6 9.8 

22 1,356 7.7 21.5 23.2 

23 483 7.2 7.2 8.2 

30 543 12.0 13.3 9.3 

31 640 8.4 11.0 10.9 

32 688 9.9 13.9 11.8 

33 590 7.5 9.0 10.1 

1. 	Tin overa Ii flOfl rPSpOflSC rate for the Mont. tea 	.0. dec reased from 5. 
in July to 3.2% in August. Data at the E.R. level re as follows: 

S 283 0.7 1.2 5.3 

41 392 1.0 2.3 7.3 

42 204 0.0 0.0 3.8 

43 854 3.4 16.7 15.9 

44 477 2.3 6.3 8.9 

45 611 1.6 5.7 11.3 

46 470 2.3 6.3 8.7 

47 2,088 5.1 61.5 38.8 

4. The overall non-response rate for the Ottawa R . . increased from 8.57 
in July to 9.3% in August. Data at the E.R. level are as follows: 

40 13 0.0 0.0 0.7 

48* 233 18.0 23.1 11.9 

49 124 8.1 5.5 6.3 

50 1,007 8.8 48.9 51.3 

58 586 7.1) 22.5 

S 
The major 	cunLrtIit ing factor t(.).;rd 	the 	high in-r&.sonsc 	raLo 	iii 

this economic region was that the documents for 18 households were 
delayed in the mail. 
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r> 
	Thu 	OVC4d i i ral 	' Ihc 	Ibrouto 	I 	fl. 	(I(CF;I't'(I rrom MY  

in 	itt IV 	I v 6. 6Z 	iii 	August . Data at the 	I' . R . 	I i'Vv I 	nro 	as fo I I ow 

. 

Lxpected Non- 
Atti;i I 	F'(re'I,I 	1!C - , 	. 	. 1'XI)(!CLt.'(i 	1'etecttti''' 

I('Ot1O11)1C 
No. 	of Response 

Contributioit 	to Contribution to 
Region 

Households Rate (%) Total Non-Re1ionse Total Non-Responso 
at 	the R.O. 	1'vel at the R.O. Level 

51 478 4.4 5.3 7.7 

52 2,503 7.3 46.0 40.3 

53 899 5.5 12.3 14.4 

54 589 6.8 10.0 9.5 

55 619 6.3 9.8 10.0 

56 557 6.8 9.6 9.0 

57 567 4.9 7.0 9.1 

6. The overall non-response rate for the Winnipeg P.O. decreased from 5.17 
in July to 4.7% in August. Data at the E.R. level are as follows: 

509 23 0.0 0.0 0.7 

59 228 4.8 7.2 7.0 

60 1,087 5.6 37.9 33.3 

61 185 2.2 2.6 5.7 

62 54 0.0 0.0 1.7 

63 121 4.1 3.3 3.7 

64 289 1.4 2.6 8.9 

65 147 2.0 2.0 4.5 

70 513 4.3 14.4 15.7 

71 329 7.0 15.0 10.1 

73 284 8.1 15.0 8.7 

7. The overall non-response rate for the Edmonton F.O. decreased from 5.57 
in July to 4.5% in August. Data at the E.R. level rre as follows: 

72 388 1.3 2.7 9.4 

74 464 3.2 8.1 11.2 

80 199 10.1 10.7 4.8 

81 222 2.3 2.7 5.4 

82 934 6.0 30.1 22.6 

83 267 3.0 4.3 6.5 

84 1,271 5.7 39.2 30.8 

85 203 2.0 2.2 4.9 

86 182 0.0 0.0 4.4 
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• M . 	'flit' 	(PVet.i I 	I 	i1uu-re;f)1Iin(' 
in 	Jul 	to 9.2% 	in 	August y 

	

rat 	t 	!or 	thu 	Mvo"vii 	R.O. 
Data 	it 	[lit' 	E 	1 ('VI' I 	n re 	as 

	

. 	. dtrrl.:is(I 	Irom 	t) •i 

ioi lows . 
l'.X1)e('t('d Non- tu t ti;i I 	1'rr 	I a 	t_' • 	, l:x 	1 ec it'd 	l' ic t 	it 

Econom I C 
Io. 	of 

(,ci'i [ r 11)111 Ic', 	to Con t r hut i on 	to 

Rt' 	1)11 
llouscliol ds 

flespiiuise 

Rate 	
•. 'I') t a I 	Non - lt 	'on,-' Tot a I 	Non- IO 	f4(fl)' - 	-- -- - - ---- it 	the 	l.O. 	1.cvel at 	the 	R.O. 	LeveJ 

90 5.6 1.3 2.2 

133 9.8 3.4 3.2 

92 280 7.1 5.3 6.9 

93 199 12.1 6.4 4.9 

94 2,193 9.2 53.3 53.7 

95 786 7.0 14.6 19.3 

96 74 14.9 2.9 1.8 

97 264 14.4 10.1 6.5 

98 62 16.1 2.7 1.5 

C. 	Problem_Areas 

The 	rcfiisal rates 	in 	lnnoiiiic 	Region-; 30 	& 	31 	in 	tb 	Hall fax Reginna I • 
(H I ice 	dcc re;tsed to under 3.OZ 	from 	lu lv 	to Angus I 	i'; 	shown below: 

Refusal RaLes 

Economic Region 30 Economic Region 31 

June 3.7% 

July 3.4% 5.6% 

August 2.9% 2.8% 

In the Vancouver Regional Office, the non-response 'ate for E.R. 97 
continued to remain at a very high level as shown I Low: 

- Economic Reion 97 

May June July August 

T.A. 2.4% 4.87 5.1% 4.5% 

Ni 8.3% 4.87 2.4% 5.3% 

N2 2.4% 2.4% 3.5% 2.7% . 	Other 0.8% 2.4% 0.4% 1.9% 

Overall 13.9% 14.4% 11.4% 14.4% 
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I 	r 

• 	 A (lW(I I ink', is .i ,r1: of 1 IVI1II! (liI;1teI' 	which 	jj,tr iictiiral ly 	e1ar;1l 4• 

and 11;1; a pr iv;ite cut rance from (cLit S ide till. I 1111(11 iig or I i - oiii a ('OI1It!I)i1 

tin Ii or ';t a I rw;Iy ins ide the bit i itt I 11g. 	'Flit' i't i'iiWC lutiSt be IitIC Wit I t'II 

can be used Wi Iliouit paSSing (lii otiglu siiiofl' ci se' s I i vi ng 	unrt ers 

2. tIiiUS&hO1d 

A household refers to any person or group of persons occupying El 

dwell tug. A household may consist of a fami y group with or without 
servants, lodgers, etc., or it may consist of a group of unrelated 
persons sharing a dwelling, or even one persu living alone. Hotels, 
motels and institutions may also contain one r more households 
composed of staff members, employees, permaru nt residents or persons 
who have no usual place of residence elsewhero. 

3. Expected Number of 1 touseliolds 

The tpec ted iiiiiiihvr of hiutitiehto 1 ds is (let I ned is I lie number of )ioiig( , - 
ImIds 	deli 110(1 above) in a spef ,  III ed area 	Dwell ings classified 

S 

	

	V-t ypcs nut,' not I ncliided i ru th is count non boy Cont a in no 11Oi,1S('- 

I t1. 

4.Uvrr1p (N6) 

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

5. Non-Response Rate 

The overall non-response rate refers to the jercentage of the 
expected number of households that were not interviewed due to their 
unavailability to the survey interviewer or t n the lack of cc-
ojuerat ion on the part of the householder. 	lt is the sum of the 
I ul lowing four components of lion-response dci i ned below: 

(I) 	 (T.A.) 

A temporarily absent household refers to a household 
wheie all the household members are ;iu.ent for the 

Ii 	i: 	•: 

0 
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No 011L at ilomu (Ni) 

A non-interview household is designatd as "No One at 
Home" when after a reasonable number 'f call backs, 

a 

	

	 there was no responsible member avail ble to inter- 
view. 

(iii) Refusal (N2) 

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

(iv) Other (N3-N6) 

A non-interview household is designatd as "other" 
when the non-interview is due to reasons other than 
those specified above. Such non-inter'iews may be 
due to no interviewer available, impa 'able road 
conditions, death, illness, language broblems, 
interviewers' returns lost in the mail . overlap with 
hPl , vised Lihou Fc r 	i rv v 

. 

The adjusted non-response ratLT' is an estimat' of what the overall 
non-response rate would have hen if there hinl been no overlap. 
Algebraically, It is defined as follows: 

Adjusted 	rfl(TA) + n(Nl) + n(N2) + n(N3 	N4 + N5 
Non-Response = I 	 { 	100 

Rate 	LExpected Number of HousehoLs - n(N6)J 

where n(o() is the number of households whiol have been assigned 
the non-response code 

7. 	Fcotiomic Region (E.R.) 

1ach province in Canada is divided into a nu"her of geographical 
areas called economic regions. An economic iogion is defined as an 
area of structural homogeneity according to aich factors as soil 
(hIaracteristics, production and marketing p'.ibilities, and 
(0111W' r c I a I arid i nd rIi t r i a 	pot nt i a 1 
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8. Actuil Contribution to Non-Resoonse 

This term is defined as the ratio of the nuner of non-respondent 
households (ie, T.A., Ni, N2, N3-N6) in an economic region (or in 
a regional office) to the number of non-resçmderit households in 
the regional office (or in Canada). This ratio is expressed as a 
percentage. 

9. Expected Contribution to Non-Response 

This term is defined as the ratio of the expt cted number of households 
in an economic region (or in a regional of :1cc) to the expected nunibr 
of households in a regional office (or in Counda). This ratio is 
expressed as a percentage. 
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Comparison of Canadian and American Unemployment Rates 

Seasonally-Adjusted Actual 

Canadian American Canadian American 

1975-August 7.3 8.4 6.0 8.2 
July 7.2 8.4 6.2 8.7 
June 7.2 8.6 6.8 9.1 
May 7.1 9.2 7.1 8.3 
April 7.2 8.9 8.1 8.6 
March 7.2 8.7 8.6 9.1 
February 6.8 8.2 8.6 9.1 
January 6.7 8.2 8.4 9.0 
December 6.0 7.2 6.1 6.7 
November 5.5 6.6 5.1 6.2 
October 5,3 6.0 4.4 5.5 
September 5.5 5.8 4.5 5.7 

1974-August 5.3 5.4 4.4 5.3 

Comparison of Canadian and American Unemployment Rate 

Per cent 	 by Month, January 1972 to Date 
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Jaivary 
V e b r ua r y 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 

LF S 
Unemployed 
(000's) 

1975 1974 
- 

817 67 
839 6;5 
840 59 
795 
714 524 
704 469 
653 465 
623 447 

431 
430 
493 
597 

Ijic 
C laiinaiits 
(000's) 

1975 	I 	1974 

1,134 981 
1,214 1,009 
1,221 984 
1,186 960 
1,106 825 
1,007 748 

979 719 
694 
664 
679 
760 
910 

Ratio 
Claimants 
Unemployed 

1975 I 	1974 

1.39 1.54 
1.45 1.59 
1.45 1.64 
1.66 1.69 
1.57 1.57 
1.43 1.59 
1.50 1.55 

1.55 
1.54 
1.58 
1.54 
1.52 

Comparison of Labour Force Unemployed and Unemployment 
- Insurance Claimants by Month, January 1912 to Date 

Thousands 	 Thousands 
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1 1ncp1oypcntratc represents the number or unemployed a s ri per 
of the civilian labour force. 

(inadian civilian labour Force, in the Ln n Force Survey 
concept, is composed or that portion of th civilian non-
institutional population 14 years of aqe inl over who, r1uring 
the reference week, were employed or unePlI' 1 ')ycd. 

1.mcrican civilian Labour Force, in the Cu 1 uL Population Survey 
concept, is composed of that portion of t 	civilian non- 
institutional population 16_years of age id  over who, during 
the reference week (which conEains the 11  day of the month), 
were employed or unemployed. 

List of some differences in the concpts'! claimants and unem-
ploy ed 

S 

plc 

- need to have worked at 
least 8 weeks in past 
year to he eliqih.le 

- interruption of earninqs 
resulting from unernploy-
ment, illness or preqnancy 

- 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 (h) 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 
eliqible 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 
benefjt. 

If_unernpyed 

- does iint need to have 
worlcnd before 

- activi.t:y concept: 	(1) did 
not rik,  (2) actively 
searc 1  d for a job, and (3) 
was ;l'e to work 

- no uir  r age boundaries 
Sec ;Livity concept. 

- unemj 1  yed cannot have 
workcd a single hour in 
referrce week 
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