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PREFACE

This report 13 one of a nuinber of special reports prepared from the data col-
lected by the Survey of Consumer Finances in the spring of 1968. It is a study of
income pittterns among the population aged 14 to 24 and their work experience in
1967 in respect to the socio-economic characteristics of the young people and their
families. Highly topical questions about the choice between school attendence and
labour force participation could not be fully answered in the light of data limiuta-
nons. however, some interesting preliminary findings are presented.

Mr Roger B. Love from the Consumer Finance Research Staff compiled the

reportand wrote the analytical rext under the general chirection of Mrs, G Oja

SYLVIA OSTRY,
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INTRODUCTION

Stnce 1951 the Surveys of Consumer Finances
have been publishing income distributions periodi-
cally. In these reporis income distributions have been
presented on numerous socio-economic characteris-
tics of the population. In 1967 the largest sample ever
wis used and this pernutted the publishing of ex-
panded cross-classifications. It has also made possible
an examination of the incame and associated charac-
teristics of different sub-populations such as young
persons, those living in rural areas. low-income fami-
lies and the like. One study has already examined the
low-income population in Canada. ' Disaggregated
data of this sort are necessary if one wants 1o study
problems peculiar to these populations or if one
wanls to know how vartous policies will affect differ-
ent population groups and whether the effects are
uniform across all groups or otherwise. Also. certain
policies are directed towards specific groups and data
relating to that specific group should help in making
better informed decisions. As well some industries
cater predominantly to sub-populations and data re-
lating to their particular markets may help them
make better decisions. In this report income and
other characteristics of the young population are ex-
anuned. This population was arbitrarily chosen to
include all individuals from 14 to 24 years of age.

Defining “youth™ in a meaningful way depends
on the purpose at hand but the disunguishing fea-
tures of the group are usuvally accepted as the
following:

(a) the majority in the group are going to school or
performing overlapping functions of participat-
ing m the labour force and attending school. As
such they are individuals who are presently in-
vesting in themselves, or somebody else is in-
vesting in them - usually parents or the govern-
ment in form of loans and scholarships in antic-
1ipation of future rewards.,

{b) many are dependent upon other family mem-
bers for support and are not yet assuming indi-
vidual responsibility. Usually individuals in the
14-24 age group will have some or all of these
characteristics and are generally referred 1o as
young persons or youth.

Within the population three relatively homoge-
neous groups are examined separately:

(a)  young families.
(b)  young unattached individuals,
(¢) young family members.

Category (c). as will be seen. constitutes the greatest
proportion of the group.

Tables of income distributions by various social,
demographic and economic chacteristics are pre-
sented for each group. The tables are grouped in the
following order:

(a)  all young individuals,

(b)  young families,

(¢)  young unattached individuals.
(d)  young family members.

These tables which come at the end of Section | use
slightly different universes - the income distributions
for young individuals and young family members
((a) and (¢)) are for income recipients only whereas
the distributions for unattached individuals and fam-
ilies are for all units regardless of income status.

Tables that are presented on the same or approx-
imately the same characteristics are in the same se-
quence in each section of tables. For example, the first
table in each section presents income distributions by
region. This unmiformity of presentation facilitates
comparing the various sub-populations on the same
characteristics.

Most of the text is very descriptive - it describes
the various populations with respect to demographic.
social and economic characterisiics and compares
them to other populations. Mainly the characteristics
of young individuals are compared to all other indi-
viduals and young families to other families. Reasons
for differences, in most cases related to the nature of
the young populations. are also pointed out.

Some rudimentary analysis which attempts to
apply some of the theory of labour force participa-
tion of family members in relation to various family
economic and demographic characteristics is pre-
sented. Quite a considerable body of literature has
developed in this area and the analysis 1s presented
here for young wives and also for young fanuly
members.

Definitions. Sources and Methods

For a detailed discussion of definitions used in
Surveys of Consumer Finances see pp.14-16 of In-
come Distributions by Size in Canada 1967, Catalogue

1 3
(.ataluguc 13-536 Occasional, Statistics on Low Income in
Canada, 1967

13-534 Occasional (hereafter referred to as the main
publication) and for a discussion of variaus sources
and methods and reliability of estimates see pages
66-71 of the same publication. Only brief notes on
these topics are presented here.
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Definitions

A family in this publication is defined as a group
of individuals sharing a common dwelling unit
and related by blood, marriage or adoption. A
young family has the family head in the 14-24
age group.

Unattached individuals are persons living by
themselves or rooming in a houschold where
they are not related to other houschold members.
A young unattached individual is in the 14-24
age group.

Family members or persons in families are indi-
viduals who are not heads or wives of families. A
family head is always the hushand unless he 1s
not present in the family (i.e. single parent fami-
lies headed by females). All young family mem-
bers are 14-24 yeurs of age.

Total income consists of money income recetved
during the calendar year and comes from the fol-
lowing sources - wages and salaries, net income
from self-employment. investment income. gov-
ernment transfer payments and miscellaneous
income. Excluded are receipts of gifts, lump sum
settlements from insurance. income tax or pen-
sion refunds. capital gains and losses. receipts for
sale of assets, and income in kind.

Earned income or earnings are the sum of wages
and salaries and net income from self-
employment.

Labour force status used in this report refers to
the individual’s labour force status at the time of
the survey. April. 1968.

Work experience refers to the individual’s work
pattern during the year 1967. There are three
classifications of work experience:

(a) did not work.

(b) worked full-time - the individual worked
50-52 weeks during which time the individ-
ual worked the usual number of hours asso-
ciated with his particuliar occupation,

(¢) worked. but not full-time - includes individ-
uals not in (a) or (b). i.e. individuals who
worked 50-52 weeks mostly part-time or less

than 50 weeks regardless of the nature of
work. In this publication such individuals
may aiso be referred to as part-time workers
although this ts not precise.

8. Type of area is either urban or rural. Urban ar-
eas constitutes all centres of at least 1000 per-
sons and all other areas are classified as rural.

Reliability of Estimates

For detailed discussion of types and calculation
of errors see pages 67-70 of main publicaton. How
reliable the estimates of average income are depends
mainly on the sample size and the amount of varia-
bility in the group under examination. Unfortunately
resources were not available for producing detailed
standard error calculations of average income for this
publication.

For proportions. in the main publication. it has
been found that standard errors for proporuons are
generally twice as large as those from a simple ran-
dom sample of the same size. This procedure can also
be used as a rough guide for estimating standard er-
rors of proportions in this publication.

For standard errors of average income we have
the following information from the main publica-
ton, indicating the approximate standard error of
average income for young individuals.

Standard Errors of Average Income by Age and
Sex of Young Individuals

Standard error

Age Total  Male Female
&
19 and under 23 35 30
20-24 L 31 48 33

Since sample sizes for these age groups are gen-
erally smuller than for other age groups and standard
errors smaller as well one can conclude that there is
less variability in income among the young popula-
tion than other populations.



SECTION 1

Overview of Young Individuals

Statement | describes the increased importance
of youth both in absolute as well as relative terms.

From May 1961 to May 1968 the population 14
years of age and over increased by 2.1 million as a
result of various socio-demographic changes. At the
same time the population 14-24 increased by 1.1 mil-
lion or. in other words. approximately 50% of the in-
crease in the population 14 years of age and over
came from the young group. This large increase in

the young population resulted in its share of the total
population 14 years of age and over increasing from
24% 10 28% between 1961 and 1968. Within the
young category those 14-19 years of age increased
their population share from 15% to 17% and the 20-
24 age group its share from 9% to 11%. Thus youths’
increasing importance relatively as well as i terms of
numbers is a very real phenomenon of which politi-
cians and social planners need to be aware.

STATEMENT 1. Estimates' of Canadian Young Population and Population 14 Years of Age and Over,
Selected Years, 1961-68

l-’opululiun Ratio

Year =3 % ey . e i T Iy
14-19 14-24 aver A/CXI00 B/Cx100

A B G

< — = ' B ‘600
1961 72 2.922 12.137 14.6 241
1962 1.822 2,985 12,249 149 244
1964 . | - . 2.034 3.294 12,780 58 258
|01 e 2.213 3.626 13,424 16.5 27.0
1968 ; 2.3 3,975 14213 16.6 280

' Estimates are for May of cach ycar.
Source: Catalogue 71-001. The Labour Force.

Another measure of a group’s importance, espe-
cially in economic terms, is its command over goods
and services produced by the economy. This is mea-
sured by the group’s aggregate income - a larger
share of aggregate income indicating that the group
has a larger command over the goods and services
produced by the economy. This importance can be
measured by using average incomes which. in addi-
ton. permit a comparison of the young people’s pur-
chasing power with that of the general population.
Statement 2 shows the increase in average income.
and conscquently the increase in aggregate income.
for the young group compared with that of all indi-
viduals. Average income of young individuals in-
creased from S1.213 o $2.298 or by 89% between
1951 and 1967. Between 1961 and 1967, years for
which comparable population figures exist in State-
ment |, average income for youth increased by 31%
(the population for 1968 is that for which the income
in 1967 1s given).

The income ratios 1n column 3 of Statement 2
would suggest that. although youths’ absolute impor-
tance in terms of income has increased. it may have

declined relatively to the rest of the population since
the ratio of youth income to all income has declined
from 63% in 1957 to 54% in 1967. This may not be
the situation, in fact. as the tollowing discussion
indicates.

Each year, within the population. some individu-
als are income recipients and the rest are non-recipi-
ents. The proportion of the population receiving in-
come 1 a given year tends to vary significantly for
the different age groups as Statement 3 indicates.

Among males expectally the proportion of young
individuals receving meome in a year tends to be
much smaller than for the rest of males. For females
the same pattern does not appear.

What Statement 3 suggests 1s that average in-
come for the vouth 1s more susceptible to a slower
increase in average income because of the greater
probabihily of non-recipients one year becoming in-
come receivers the next. Because of the nature of the
population these individuals will become income re-
cipients with income much lower than that for the
group as a whole and consequently pull down the
average. A case in point would be in prosperous years



STATEMENT 2. Average Incomes' of Youth and All Individuals Over 14. Selected Years, 1951-67

Ycar

98
1954
1957
1959
1961
1965
18167,

Fhese are average incomes for non-farm indviduals i receipt of income.

All
Youth tndivi- Income
duals ratw
A B A/Bx100
dollars
1.208 2.086 S8.1
1.453 2411 60.3
1.768 2.812 629
1.729 2.998% SR
1.759 3191 553
1.925 3.465 55.6
2.300 4.240 542

Source: Cataloguc 13-529. Income Distributions, Incomes of Non-furm Families and Individuals in Canadu. Selected Years
1957-65 and Cataloguc 13-534. Income Distributions by Size in Canada. 1967

STATEMENT 3. Proportion of Individuals Receiving Income by Age and Sex. 1965 and 1967

Age il B

1965

14-19 .47
20-24 81
25-34 . 98
35-44 1.00
45-54 .00
§5-64 e .94
65+ — v ) 97
R TR [ e e .R9

Male

Source: Unpublished material, Surveys of Consumer Finances. 1965 and 1967.

when jobs are plentiful a larger number of students
would enter the labour force thus increasing the num-
ber of income recipients but probably decreasing the
average income for the group.

In Statement 4 average incomes are calculated
which exclude all individuals receiving less than
51.000 in 1961 and 1967. This helps to isolate the
effect of those individuals wha were non-recipients in
the previous year but became income recipients in the
current year.

Average youth income increased from $2.509 to
$3.319. an increase of 32%. between 1961 and 1967
whereas for all individuals the increase was only 28%.
Thus there was an increased purchasing power for
youth relative to the rest of the population. Another
indication of youths” increased purchasing power can
be found in Statement 5 which shows, since 1951,
that the youth representation in each income quintile
has steadily increased each year except for the second
quintile.

chal;

1967 ol 1 TN B o |7
=t - S At 1= = T L P

.84 .64 68

1.00 41 43

1.00 44 40

.99 47 41

9% 43 43

98 82 85

88 .49 .50

Very noticeable in the statement is the large in-
crease of youth’s share of the first quintile in 1965.
This may be related to a change in survey procedure
which resulted in picking up a large number of small
incomes which were concentrated among the young
population.’

In summary then it may be said that vouth’s
importance as a separale idenlity is evident and that
over the period under examination the group’s im-
portance has definitely not diminished and may have
increased. The next section examines various eco-
nomic and demographic characteristics of young per-
sons in relation to the rest of the population. Such
statistics describe the differences between the young
population and the rest.

* The changed survey procedure was to leave an income
questionnaire for every member ol the houschold who was 14
years of age and over. In previous surveys the practice was to leave
an income questionnaire for cach family member who received in-
come during the previous year (determined by a screening ques-
ton). 1t is very likely that this procedure would pick up small
amounts of income which may have been forgotten using the old
method.



STATEMENT 4. Average Incomes of Youth and All lndmduals Excluding Those Receiving Less Than
$1.000. 1961 and 1967

Ycar

1961
1967
' Averages for non-farm individuals only.
STATEMENT §
TH 1954 =

Ist quintile 274 22:9
e 30.1 253
3rd 25.6 Rl b
41h A 1.3
ST, 5 o

Table lor non-farm individuals only for 1951-65 dnd all individuals,

TIRT

23.6
26.9
238
1.8

872

All
Youth indivi- Income
duals rauoe
A B A/Bx100
3 dollars
2.509 3.909 64.2
3319 4.998 66.4

. Youth as a Proportmn of Each Income Quintile, Selected Years. 1951-67'

19359 1961 1963 1967
per cent p i 1 3

2R 8 27,5 41.3 43.1
288 26.7 241 23wl
240 22 28 28.1 26.2
i) 10.2 13.0 13.6
bl 1.8 p: 3|
1967.

Source: Catalogue 13-529. Income Distributions, Ircomes of Non-farm Fumilies and Individuals in Canada. Selected Years
1951-65 and Catalogue 13-539, Comparative Income Distributions, 1965 und 1967

Young Individuals

In April 1968 there were approximately 3.9 mil-
lion individuals in Canada between the ages of 14
and 24 which at that time represented about 28% of
the non-instilutional population 14 years of age or
over. The population was fairly evenly distributed
huwcen males and females - 2.0 million females and
1.9 million males. Of all young individuals 45% re-
ceived no income during 1967 with the rest - 55% -
being in receipt of income. Earnings were by far the
most important source of income for income recipi-
ents. Ninety-eight per cent of income received by
young persons came from this source. Statement 6
shows the distribution by age and sex of young indi-
viduals by whether or not they were income recipi-
ents during 1967, The choice of age groups is some-
what arbitrary but would approximate in a very
rough way, those stll required to attend school except
under spectal circumstances (14-16), those finished
high school and either working or continuing their
education (17-21). and those at the end of the “youth
life cycle™ prepared for assuming “adult” responsi-
bilities (22-24).

The total column of the table indicates that the
male and female age distributions were very similar
in 1967. However. the distributions by income status
showed certain differences. For example, the income
status of males was quite different from that of fe-
males despite the fuct that male and female age dis-

tributions were quite similar. Females were less likely
to be income recipients than males - 57% of non-re-
cipients were female. whereas they consututed only
45% of the income recipients. Some possible reasons
for such male-female differences are:

(a) young females are more valuable doing non-
remunerative housework than young males,

(by young females, especially those still attending
school tend to have a more difficult time obtain-
ing summer employment than young males,

(¢) young married women are less likely ta partici-

pate in the labour force than young married
men.

The majority of non-recipients were 14-16 years
of age - 59% of non-recipients versus only 1% of
recipients were in this age group. This would be ex-
pected since wages and salaries were the major source
of income for young individuals' and individuals in
this age group were generally excluded from the la-
bour market. Of individuals 14-16 years of age 81%
had no money income during 1967. Eighty-nine per
cent of young income recipients contrasted with only
14% of the young non-recipients were over 16 years
of age. Average income in 1967 for young income

3 - < . E
Except for inter-family transfers such as allowances which
are excluded from the income concept in the survey.



recipients was $2,298. This varied from $323 for in-
dividuals in the 14-16 years age group to $3.741 for
individuals in the 22-24 age group. Average incomes
of female income recipients were generally lower
than those of male recipients. Median incomes were
very close to the average for the youngest and eldest
age groups and lower than the average for the middle
age group (see Table 3 page 30).

Table 3 (tables section) presents income distri-
butions of young individuals by age and sex. The pro-
portion of recipients in the lower income groups de-
creased as age increased. In the 14-16 age group 78%
of young individuals received less than $500 during
1967. This proportion decreased to 18% and 5% for
individuals who were 17-21 and 22-24 years of age
respectively. The proportions in the lower income
groups were generally higher for females than for
males.

STATEMENT 6. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young Individuals by Age. Sex and Income Status,

Without

per cent

Sex and age income

Male:

14-l6. . =T i 295

17-21 s e Y 1247

22-24. e ) : 18
Female:

14-16 ) i y 29.8

17-21 T e I ) 7.8

50, ) nEC Lk : 9.0

MEOAIS . W b g s i SN 160.0

I . 1
Averages for income recipients only.

Whereas 55% of young individuals received no
income during 1967 only 26% of other individuals
were in the same category. A comparison of the dis-
tributions by sex of young and other individuals by
income status shows that females constituted 98% of
ather non-recipients but only 57% of the young popu-
lation which did not receive any income in 1967.
There was a higher proportion of females among the
young income recipients than among income recipi-
ents aged 25 and over. This would be a reflection of
the generally higher labour force participation rates
of younger women - especially married women.

Statement 7 presents comparable income distri-
butions by sex for young individuals and other indi-
viduals. Overall. 52% of young individuals received
tess than $2.000 during 1967 whereas only 27% of
other individuals received less than this amount. At
the upper end of the distribution only 2% of young
people. contrasted with 17% of other individuals re-
ceived $7.000 or more during 1967. The average in-
come of young individuals was $2.298 which was
24% higher than their median income of $1.852.
Average income of other individuals was $4.764
which was 10% higher than the average income of
young persons.

Earnings were by far the most important source
of income for young individuals - of all income re-

With Avcr;lgcl
imcome Total income
e ar T -5 7 dollars
6.7 t7.0 383
30.1 2282 2,141
179 10.4 4314
45 15.9 277
278 233 1.658
13.0 11.2 2,953

100.0 100.0 2.298

ceived by young individuals earnings represented
98% of the total. For all individuals. where other in-
come sources such as investment and government
transfer income became important. earnings repre-
sented 87% of Jotal income.

Another aspect of the portrait of youth in 1967
was their geographic location - in what regions and
what types of areas were they located. Sixty-four per
cent of young individuals resided in Ontario and
Quebec. This was almost exactly the same figure as
for other individuals. In the Atlantic provinces and
Quebec, where the unemployment rates are generally
higher than in the rest of Canada. there was a greater
proportion of persons without income though the
differences are not large. In the Atlantic provinces,
especially. this may be attributed o the predomi-
nantly rural aspect of the provinces. The rural areas
accounted for a higher proportion of youth in the no
income category at 27% compared with only 7% 1n
the with income category. All in all. the regional and
area distributions of youth and other individuals by
income status were very much similar.

Average income during 1967 of young income
recipients ranked from a low of §1.749 in the Atlan-
tic provinces 10 $2.515 in Ontario. The ranking from
high to low was almost the same as for other individ-



STATEMENT 7. Percentage Distributions of Young and Other Individuals by Income Groups and Sex,
1967

Lo eapients
Lfome non-reapients

bacome gruup:|
Under SSO0 ..

SO0 - § 999
LODO - 1,499
100 - 1,999

LO00 - 2.499
2,200 - 2999
3000 - 3.499
3,300 - 3.999
4,000 - 4.499
& 300 - 4.499
2000 - 5.499
5300 -.5999
L4000 - 6,999
T.000 - 7,999
A000 - 9,999
HETOO0 and over

o EETR T I
ATEIEgC INCOMe k. S
siodbsn ingome ] o
Averaps karnings ol L

Db A
B D 00 ) D & N & =

=

160.0
2,635
2.185
2,570

Young individuals

female

48.4
516

24.8
145
10.1

8.4

B R
1 ~d da md A e D1

-~
B - -

100.0

1.891
1.532
1.857

L i .
Diglitbutions, averages and medians for incame recipients only

umis. The only difference was that British Columbia
snd Quebec changed places in the ranking. Youth’s
rverage income was 48% of the uaverage income of
oiher individuals and this varied from 43% in British
Columbia to 51% in Quebec. In urban and rural areas
ihie ratios were 47% and 56% respectively.

Totl

=
e

&
-
o %0

S g A e
N LW T T Wi

Other individuals

Female

497
50.3

-

et e

O e L e D o il D0 e w2 B ) LA

= A

100,00

2,431
1.687
1.840

lotal

74.0
26.0

4.6
7.1
10.6
5.2
5.2
4.8
5.1
5.4
54
5.3
6.0
5.2
9.5
6.6
70
7.0

100.0

3,764
3.583
4,154

A very small proportion or 16% of young per-
sons had less than high school educauon. The compa-
rable statistic for other individuals was 42 .5%. Filty-
five per cent of the young population had some high-
school education. Since such a large proportion of
young non-recipients were less than 17 years of age a

STATEMENT 8. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Individuals by Region. Area and

Aggaa end type of jurea Wiihews
TR
Rl
Agiantic Provinces 12.3
D bec 3
Cmcano 329
Pinisie Provinees 15.3
Briish Columbia 1.9
Canada ..................... 100.0
Ty &1 arca:
Uiban R
Rurg! M3
Tl 100.0

Young individuals

Wk

[1el&iH it

per zenl

9:3
30.7
e
16.4

9.8

100.0

83.1
16.9

100.0

Aderijes [or oo secificitte oaly

Toral

I
Awgmgt

LT
[

duslliprs

1.749
2.383
255
2.413
2.114

2,298

2.368
1.951
2,298

Income Status. 1967

Withaut
meome

9.2
320
342
154

9.3

100.0

76.3
237
100.0

Other |n.g-].1v|du:11\

With
Income

per cent

Total

8.9
279
364
16.4
10.3

100.0

79.8
20.2

g
Average
meame

B

dollars

3,539
4,666
5.224
4.419
4,952
4.764

5.070
3.487

4.764

Income
ritio

A/Bx100

494
bl (N
481
478
427
48.2

46.7
56.4
48.2



very high percentage. or 88%, of them were at the
lower educational levels. Most of them were still at-
tending school.

Average income for young individuals varied
from $1.939 for young individuals with some high
school education to $3.974 for degree holders. The
pattern of income by educational levels was affected
by schooling acuivities. For example, the average in-
comes for the “some high school™ and “some univer-
sity” categories were likely lower because of a greater
previlence of part-time work at these educational
levels.

Income recipients aged 25 years and over gener-
ally had a lower level of formal education than did
young income recipients. A very small percentage of

young income recipients. 13%. had less than high
school education. whereas the corresponding statistic
for the other income receiving population was 42%.
Forty per cent of young income recipients had fin-
ished high school or had some university. Only 24%
of other income recipients had the same educational
level.

The ratio of average incomes of youth to other
individuals showed a generally declining Irend from
63% for those with less than high school education to
53% and 39% for those with finished high school and
degree respectively. The some high school and some
university categories did not fit into the trend. That
was possibly because of the large proportion of stu-
dents in these categories who would have worked
part-time during 1967,

STATEMENT 9. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Individuals by Education and
Income Status, 1967

Without

Education With
income income Taoal
! | per cent & 5

Less than high school 19.8 13sl 16.1
Some high school 67.9 443 55.1
Fimshed high school 7.2 278 18.2
Some universny 4.6 12.6 8.9
Degree 0.5 2.6 lis?
[llogals o - o P80 T o 100.0

100.0 1(00.0

| g s e ]
Averages for income recipients only.

—
Avcrape

();l;cr individuals

With Avcmgc'

Without Income
imncome incame income Total ncome ratio

A B A/Bx100

dollars Ik per cent d.nllars‘ .
2,182 430 423 42.5 3.461 63.0
1.939 3t.3 277 28.7 4,803 40.4
2.851 20.4 18.6 19.1 5.413 N7
2.133 33 52 4.7 6.314 338
3.974 1.9 6.1 S0 10.310 3RS
2,298 100.0 100.0 4,764 48.2

100.0

STATEMENT 10. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Individuals by Mariial Status,
Relationship 10 Family Head and Income Staius. 1967

Young individuals

Other individuals

Without With

Marital and family status
income income Total
pemgedt B i -
Mutrital status:
Single 86.8 738 79.4
Marrigd 13.1 26.3 203
Other” A5 0.4 0.3
jals.. ... defar. ... b0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Family siatus:
Head 1.3 by . 12.5
Wile FiE9 18.1 12.5
Family members 86.8 65.2 75.0
| p | R = AP WS 100.0 100.0 100.0
] Averages for income recipients only.
* Includes widowed, separated and divoreed.
3

* Sample oo small for reliable estimaie.

Avcragc' Without With Avcragc' tncome
mncome income income Towal income rato

A B A/Bx100

dollars ~ per cent dollars -
1.864 2.3 10.4 8.3 3.875 48.1
3.505 95.5 T 82.3 5.219 67.2

3 22 11.9 9.4 2.566

2.298 100.0 100.0 100.0 4,764 48.2
3.848 2.4 71.6 53.6 5.675 67.8
2.452 92.5 19.5 38.5 2.189 1120
1.749 5.0 8.7 7.9 3.072 56.9
100.0 4,764 48.2

2,298

100.0




The murital status classification of young indi-
viduals shows that 79% of them were single, 20%
were married, and hardly any widowed. divorced or
separated. A higher percentage of non-recipients
were single than were recipients due likely to the very
high proportion of young non-recipients under 17
vears of age. Other individuals are mainly married -
82%. The difference between young and other indi-
viduals in the “other™ category was due to the much
larger number of widowed. divorced and separated
individuals amongst other individuals, The second
classification In Statement 10, family status, is very
important because it dilineates partially the homoge-
neous groups whose characteristics are described sep-
arately in the next section. Family members consu-
tuted 75% of young individuals. The majority of
these individuals would have been unmarried sons
and daughters and a few would have been grandsons
and grand-daughters, stepchildren and some young
married relatives. Family members made up 87% of
non-recipients and 65% of recipients. In the recipient
category 22% were heads of families. Since the ma-
jonity of family members would be young they repre-
sented a very small proportion or only 8% of other
individuals. Other recipients were mainly family
heads and non-recipients were mainly wives.

Some approximate relationships exist between
the two sections of Statement 10. The majority of the
“single™ in marital status would be “family mem-
bers™ in family status. “Married™ in marital status
would constitute the majority of heads and wives in
family status. Some heads would be unattached indi-
viduals and consequently single.

Labour Force Characteristics of Young Individuals

The proportion of young individuals who
worked at some time during 1967 was 53.4%. Males
were more likely to have worked than females - the
proportion of each group working during the year
wis 29.3 and 24.1% respectively. Of males and fe-
males who worked during 1967 essenually the same
proportuon worked full-time during the year - ap-
proximately 39%. Other individuals were somewhat
more likely 1o have worked during 1967 than young
individuals. Working occupied 6 1.4% of them during
the year. A higher proportion of other males worked
full-time in 1967 than young males with approx-
imately 80% and 39% in each group having worked
full-time. Other females were less likely to have
worked than young females.

The majority of young individuals who did not
work in 1967 were non-recipients of income and only
2.5% of recipients did not work in 1967. Those per-
sons that did not work in 1967 could have received
income from sources such as non-refundable bursa-
ries and scholarships, transfer payments (unemploy-

IS

ment insurance, welfare payments. etc.) and tnvest-
ment tncome. A larger proportion of other income
recipients. or 19.5%, did not work during 1967. This
was attributable to the fact that income sources other
than edarnings were more important to this group ie.,
transfer payments to old age penstoners.

Another view of labour foree activity is achieved
by examining the point in time distribution of the
labour force ie¢.. what is the composition of the la-
bour force at the time the survey was taken. The dif-
ference between this distribution and the work expe-
rience distribution measures the difference between
‘gross”” and “net” labour force concepts. For example
the “gross” work force including all those that
worked at some time durning the year will be larger
than the “net” work force which includes only those
individuals working at a particular point in time dur-
ing the year. However, the point of time distribution
considered here s not within the time period for
which the gross work force was measured and thus it
is conceptually possible, but very unlikely, that the
gross work force in 1967 could be smaller than the
April 1968 labour force. This would only happen
under extremely unusual circumstances.

In April 1968, 40.9% of young individuals
worked. This was about 14% less than the gross work
force in 1967 and was a reflection of students in
school in April and their increasing participation in
the work force during the summer months. The cor-
responding statistic for other individuals working
was higher at 53.8%. If one estimates turnover as a
ratio of the number of persons working during 1967
to the number of persons working in Apnl, 1968
there was. as one would expect. a higher turnover
among young people - the turnover rates being 133%
and 114% respectively.

Average income was $4,428 for young males
who worked full-time during 1967 which was $1.253
higher than the average income for young females
who worked full-time. Average incomes were $1,531
and S1.129 respectively for young males and females
who worked. but not full-time 1n 1967. The income
ratios of youth to other recipients were 63% and 78%
for males and females respectively. Young males who
worked part-time during 1967 only averaged 36% of
the income that other individuals working part-time
received. On the other hand. part-ime working
young females averaged 66% ol the income received
by ather females.

Average carnings for young individuals at
$2.247 represented on average 98% of income re-
ceived by young individuals. The percentage was the
same for males and females, For other individuals,
where other sources of income became more impor-
tant, earnings represented only 87% of total income
and this vanied from 90% for males w0 78% for
females.



STATEMENT 11.

Young individuals
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Other I_n_kil\‘_ldl;illx

Without

With
income income Total
- e pcr- cent
Work experience in 1967
Male:
Worked full-time o | 210 11.5
Worked. but not full-time 326 17.8
Did not work ... 434 15l 20.3
Female:
Worked full-time ¥ 172 9.4
Worked. but not fuli-time 26.8 14.7
Did not work .. 56.6 1.4 26.4
Totals ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0
Labour force status
Male:
Employee 3.2 345 203
Employer and own-
account - 1.0 0.6
Uncmployed ’ 1.0 43 2.8
Not in labour force 39.2 14.8 259
Female:
Enipluycchti s . 4.4 30.7 18.8
Employer and own-
account : - (1)K} 0.2
Unacmployed i 0.6 8> 1.1
Not in labour force... . SRS 12.8 30.4
ORISR e . 100.0 100.0 100.0

Avcrages for

income reeipients only.

Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Individuals by Work
Experience. Current Labour Force Status and Sex, 1967

Avcmgc' Without With Average'  Income
income income income Total mncome ratio

A B A/Bx 100

dollars per ccmh s r ‘Ill-urs. gE=
4,428 46.5 34.6 7.029 63.0
1,531 11.7 8.7 4.246 36.1
1,069 2.3 79 6.2 2.196 48.7
3.175 55 8.9 4.097 s
I 10.9 9.2 1.713 65.9
97.7 1.6 924 1.452 49.0
2,298 100.6 100.0 100.0 4.764 48.2
3.353 0.5 43.6 323 6.843 490
2913 2 9.6 i 6.068 48.0
2244 0.1 3 24 3981 56.4
1058 1.6 9.7 7.6 2.547 41.5
2.343 32 17.0 13.4 3.346 70.0
680 Ol 1.0 0.9 1.947 349
1.420 0.2 0.4 04 1,986 T1.5
891 93.6 15.5 358 1.470 6.6

2.298 100.0 100.0 100.0 4,764

Youth and Family Status

48.2

In this section the characteristics of three rela-
tively homogenous subsets of the young population
are examined. These groups are young families,
young unattached individuals, and young family
members. The characteristics of each group in turn
are examined.

Young Families

In order to define a young family tt was decided
to take the easiest and and most obvious course of
detining a family to be “young™ if the age of the head
of the family fell between 14 and 24 years (inclu-
sive).! This maintains completeness and avoids the
problem of how to designate a family where one
member was not young. Since heads of families are
generally male’ and since males generally marry fe-
males younger than themselves most of these families

 The family definition being used is that of economic fam-
ily defined on pp. 8

* This is more of a statistical convenience than any judge-
ment about who makes decisions for the family.

will have husband and wife between 14 and 24 years
of age.

In 1967 there were 240.000 families where the
head was between 14 and 24 yeurs of age (inclusive).
This represents a 14% increase in the number of
young families since 1965 at which time there were
210.000 young families. Over the same period the
number of all families increased by 6% from
4.246.000 to 4,517,000. This more rapid increase in
the number of young families resulted in their pro-
portion out of total families increasing from 4.9% to
5.3% between the two years.

Average income for young families increased by
19% from $5.231 to $6.250 between 1965 and 1967.
During the same period the average income of all
families increased by 16%. As a result of the greater
increase in the income of young families the ratio of
young family income to all family income increased
from 80% to 82%.



Young famibies

STATEMENT 2. Average Incomes of Young and All Families 1965 and 1967

Year 4 Average
Coum Income
A B
1965 210 5,231
1967 239 6.250

Young Families by Region and Area

Sixty-five per cent of young families lived in
Ontario and Quebec. Almost exactly the same pro-
poruoen of other fumilies resided i1n these two regions.
However. between Ontario and Qaebec the pattern
appeared to be slightly different with Quebec having
a somewhat higher proportion of other families and
Ontario a higher percentage of young families.

Although the regional distributions of young
and other families were very simular, the distributions
by type of area showed a pronounced difference with
young familics having a higher representation in ur-
ban areas than the rest of the population - 84.5% as
opposed to 79.2%.

Statement |3 presents average family income for
young families and other families by regions and hy

Al tamibes "

Average Rauo of Income
Connt income counts rato
(¢ D A/Cx100 B/Dx100
i :h)llu r . ¥
4.246 6,536 49 80.0
4517 7.602 53 B2.2

type of area ic.. whether urban or rural. Within the
Atlantic region. Quebec and Ontario the ratio of av-
erage income of young families to the average in-
come for other families was very close to the national
average of 81.4%. In the Prairies this ratio was some-
what higher at 85.5% and in British Columbia some-
what lower at 75.9%. These figures suggest less in-
equality between youth and the rest of the population
in the Prairies and more inequality in British
Columbia.

In rural areas average incomes of young families
and other families were very close together with the
youth average being 95.2% of the average of all other
individuals: in urban areas it was 78.0% (of other).
Thus much less inequality between average incomes
of young and other families existed in rural areas.

STATEMENT 13. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Families by Region and Area.

1967
T A 4 Ym?g Famihes Other Ffamilies o) ]
Region and type of arca = e Av;c@: 1 im ¥ A\'cmgc. Income
Per cent income Per cemi income ratio

A B A/Bx 100
L IRNEETE i A T T N T .

Repion:
Atlantic Provinges . 8.3 4,749 8.7 5.821 Rl.6
Quchec 2883 6.128 227 7,469 82.1
Ontario 393 6.834 36.6 8.534 80,1
Prairic Provinees 16.8 5.950 16.9 6.962 RS.§
British Columbia 10.2 6.022 10.2 7.930 2350
CRERAAL. S ... 100.0 6.250 100.0 7.678 8.4

Arca:

Urban R4.5 6.451 79.2 8.270 78.0)
Rural L35 5.156 20.8 5.419 95.2
T T e N 1 6.250 100.0 7.678 8.4



Young Families by Age and Sex of Head

Of young families 5.2% were headed by females
where as 7.7% of other families were headed by fe-
males. The majority of the heads of young families
were over 20 years of age - 88% were 20 years of age
or older.

The average income of families where the head
was under 21 years was $4.900 compared with
$6.429 for families where the head was aged 21 years
to 24 years.

18 —

The income differentials for families with male
and female heads is well known and has been much
discussed. For young families the female/male head
differential was much worse than the national aver-
age. The rauo of female/male income for young
families was 45% versus 68% for other families. The
ratio of young family income to all other family in-
come was very close 10 the national average for
young families headed by males but much below i1 at
53.8% for families headed by females.

STATEMENT 14. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Families by Sex of Head. 1967

Yuuné familics

Other families

Sex of head ' Average Average Income

Per cent income Per cent income ratio
A B A/Bx 100

b Beap /|y r - dollars . 0 -3 . =T, dnllarsk“ =
Male 94.8 6.433 9% 7.864 RI8
Female 2 2916 Inl 5.423 5828
31T T O T L. Ao =R 100.0 6.250 7.678 81.4

STATEMENT 15

. Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Families by Education of Head,

1967

e STAL ~ Y@»ung familics -y 70|hcr ramilics = T

Education of hcad F I ‘A\'Cr.'lgc Av;;.]g;; Income
Per cent mncome Per ¢ent meome ratio

A B A/Bx100

N S 1L ¥ dollars dolly . * 1 oo ™
Less than high school 18.2 5.148 4316 6.062 849
Some high school 413 6.185 283 7.708 80.2
Finished high school . 26.6 6.736 16.5 8.742 771
Some university 9.2 6.515 4.8 9.753 66.8
Degree 4.8 7.782 6.9 3.765 56.5
Notale X, Mot L 8N . 100.0 6.250 100.0 7.678 81.4

Educational Status of Young Family Heads

It is generally accepted that the level of formal
educational attainment of the population is rising.
One would also expect such qualifications of the
younger family head. being the most recently edu-
cated. to be generally higher than those of other fam-
ily heads. As the statement illustrates young families
had a lower proportion in the two lower educational
groups - 59.5% versus 71.9%. and a generally higher
proportion in the other educational categories. Thus
the average level of formal education for the younger
family heads was generally higher than that for other
tamily heads. It was not possible to estimate the me-

dian educational level of the head to any degree of
accuracy but the statement suggests that for young
families the educational level was in the upper high
school range and for the rest of the fumily population
was in the lower high school range.

Average income of young families varied from
$5.148 where the head had less than high school edu-
cation to $7.782 where the head had a university de-
gree. When these incomes were compared to those of
all families where the head has similar formal train-
ing a consistent decline in the ratio of youth tncome
to other family income appeared. Thus as education



ingreased there ended 10 be a greater degree ol in-
eqitthty of income between young families and other
fumilies. Data of this sort can be interpreted in sev-
eral different ways. For example, as the educational
qualifications of the population increase there will be
greater potential L.trnmgs in future years for voung
Families (as the decrease in the ratio of young family
i other family income decrease indicates but at any
noint in time there will be a greater degree of in-
aquulity of income berween famihes with young
heuds and ihese wiih oldér heutls)

[abour Force Characteristics of Heads of Youny
Families

Young family heads had a high degree of labour
force participtaion during 1967. In all 97.4% of them
worked at some time during 1967. The corresponding
sihitistic for other family heads was 86.0%. This dif-
ference was attributable to the fact that other families
contained retired persons who did not work during
1167, Of those family heads who worked during
1967 a lurger proportion of other family heads than
ing family heads worked full-time during 1967 -
9% compared to 71.2%. This difference may to
scune extent be due to choice, i.e.. young family heads
pursuing their education during the school year and
working only during the summer months. but more
ltkely dpe to the well known labour market problems
assocated with voung people

oL
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Anaiker PeTE] seevive oF Talgur Torce sshivily or
yOung l'umhc\ wi u achieved by examining lhc.u cur-
ient lahour force status and comparing 1t to their
wark experience patterns during 1967. In April 1968,
3% of young family heads were in the labour force
enmpared to 83.4% for other family heads. This dif-
ference can be attnbuted mainly to the influence of

older family heads the majority of whom are reured
and no longer in the labour force. For those in the
labour force the proportions of young and other fam-
ily heads employed and unemployed were identical -
95.3% and 4.7% respectively. The main difterence in
structure bewtween young and other family heads was
in the employed category where a larger proportion
of other family heads were self-employed. Of other
family heads 18.5% of the employed were self-em-
ployed whereas only 4.9% of young employed family
Lizds were in the same category.

As expected, the proportion of family heads tn
the Inbour force during 1967 was higher than the
proportion who were in the April 1968 labour force.
During 1967. 97.4% of young family heads were in
the labour force® whereas in the month of April,
1968. 93.0% of young family heads were in the la-
bour force. Corresponding statistics for other family
heads were 86.0 and 83.4% respectively. The differ-
ence between the April 1968 “not in the labour
force™ and the “did not work™ during 1967 estimates
to some extent the stability of labour force patterns.
For young families the April 1968 ““not in the labour
force™ was 2.7 times the “did not work™ category.
This suggests a greater flow from outside the labour
force to the labour force on the part of young family
heads, ie.. young family heads attending school part
year and participating in the labour force during the
summer months. It is also a reflecion of greater
labour force instability of young family heads.

Wite's Earnings Contribution to Family Income

Young  Other

families  families
Average Fanitly imeomefa). .§  6.250 7.678
Average wife's earnings (B) .$ 1,484 675
B/Ax100 . . Yo 237 8.8

This is not entirely correct since some of those who did
not work in 1967 would have been in the Tabour force. Thus 97.4%
would be a mimimum figure.

STATEMENT 16, Average Incomes and Distributions of Young and Other Families by Heads, Work
I\perunw and Labour Force Status, 1967

ung |Jml|lt.\

1y’s
Y= g LT
I Phermar W
Wark eornia-wt W wead
Waorked tufl-uime 693 6.864
Worked, bul not full-time 28.1 S22
Dul not work 2.6 9t7
T PR S RO RO gt 100.0 6.250
wahour force stalus of head:
Employee 842 6.656
Eaplover and own-account 4.3 4,648
Linemployed 44 4.756
Hee b labour force 70 R}
1(HL0 6.250

Tomix

Other Families

H.cu:J_‘;

Family's Head's
average Per cent average average
carnings income warnings

ars 7 i Y duﬁ‘dr-s =¥

5.J28 69.6 8.741 7.103
3347 16.4 6.016 4381

136 14.t 4,353 2,137
4.496 100.0 7.678 5,959
4.854 64.8 8.624 6.543
3.236 14.7 7.404 5.428
3,772 8 5.864 3.581
1.425 16.7 4.668 H90
4.496 1000 7628 =, iy
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There is a tendency on the average. for the wife
in young famtlies. to contribute a higher proportion
of the family income than for the wife in other fami-
lies. These averages are a reflection of the fact that
there is a greater tendency for young wives to partici-
pate in the labour force than for other wives. The
differences in contribution appeared somewhat dif-
ferently when calculated for the various family sizes:

Young  Other

Family size families families

lies had a slightly larger number of children under 6
than other families - 0.7 compared to 0.5. Regionally.
young families were largest in the Atlantic provinces
where there was slightly more than one child under 6
for each young family. Young families in rural areas
were larger than young families in urban areas and
urban families had a higher average number of earn-
ers. Family size tended to decrease with the education
of the head and 1he number of earners to increase
with the same variable.

2 34 14 Unattached Youth
y ‘ ' g |9 Before examining the 1967 characteristcs of
4+ B DN 8 6

The differences in the ratios for young and other
families are quite discernible for families of size 2
but for the other family sizes the differences are quite
small. The difference in the ratio for the families of
size 2 would be age related. Young wives without
children are very hkely to participate in the labour
force whereas in other families a substantial propor-
tion of wives are of retirement age. Consequently the
ratio of wife's income to family income was much
smaller for older families of size 2. The differences in
the other family size categories are not as large
because of the effect of the presence of very young
children in young families. Although young wives are
more likely to participate in the labour force than
wives of other families (given similarity on other
characteristics) here the differences are not as large
because of the discouraging effect of the presence of
young children on labour force participation of
mothers (this will be elaborated upon in the analysis
of labour force participation of young wives).

Family Characteristics

Average family size for young families was
smaller than that of other families - 2.7 compared
with 3.3. There was very little difference in the aver-
age number of earners between young families and
other families with young families averaging 1.6
earners and other families 1.5 earners. Young fami-

unattached youth it 1s useful to understand what con-
stitutes an unattached individual. Unattached indi-
viduals are the residual of individuals who do not fit
into a family however that may be defined. The fam-
ily definition used mainly in this publication is that
of an economic family,which is made up of all indi-
viduals in the same household and related by blood.
marriage or adoption. Thus, under this scheme. an
unattached individual could be one of a group of un-
related individuals living together in a household. an
individual living with a family but unrelated. as de-
fined above, to the family. or an individual living
alone in a household. These are examples of the types
of individuals to which this section refers.

Another family concept 1s that of the census
family which is used mainly in Census publications.
A census family i1s defined as parent(s) and unmar-
ried children living in the same household. This def-
inition 1s obviously more restrictive than the eco-
nomic family definition and would result in a differ-
ent group of unattached individuals. For example, an
elderly father living with his married son and his
family would be considered an unattached individual
using the census family definition.” With respect to
young unattached individuals the differences would
be mainly accounted for by unmarried individuals

7 s 3 f
In terms of Census terminology such individuals are called
“persons not in families™.

STATEMENT 17. Distribution of Young Unattached Individuals by Age and Sex. 1967

Unattached youth All
! ———— — . = o g unittached All
Scy Uader indivi- youth
21 22-24 Total duals
years years
T Ty ¥, T Fi o | ~ per cent Y s A
Malc : 414 $5.4 46.7 48.7 496
Female ; . N S8.6 44.6 85 51.3 50.4

PGS . .= Wl o o B 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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rooming with a relative or two related individuals
such as brothers, sharing accommodation. The largest
differences in the unattached and persons not in fam-
ilies populations occur in the eldest age groups.” The
choice of using unattached individuals in this publi-
cation is basically for comparative purposes but it is
doubtful whether characteristics of young unattached
individuals would change drastically if the other def-
inition were applied .*

There were 332.000 young unattached individu-
als in April 1968. This represented 9% of the young
population and 22% of all unattached individuals.
Males constituted 47% of young unattached individu-
als and females 53%. Very few unattached young per-
sons were under 17 years of age. In fact 99% of them
were over 16 years of age. Sixty-one per cent were
from 17-21 years of age and the rest mainly 22-24

¥ See Table 12, Catalogue 13-538. Fumily Incomes (Census
Famihes) 1967

¥ The pubtication cited in footnote R can be used to make
compansons on the basis of the two definitions.

years of age. Unattached females constituted a larger
proportion in the less than 21 age group than did
males - 59% of the group was female. In the 22-24
age group this pattern is reversed - 55% of the group
was male.

The regional distribution of unattached youth
was very similar to that of all young individuals ex-
cept that the Atlantic provinces had a shghtly smaller
proportion of young unattached individuals than
they did of all young persons and the Prairies had a
slightly higher representation of unattached youth.
Sixty-four per cent of unattached youth resided in
Ontario and Quebec as did all youth. This compared
with 61% of the total unattached population which
lived in Ontario and Quebec.

The majority of unattached youth lived in urban
areas; 93% of them resided there. Young unattached
individuals were much more highly represented in
urban areas than all youth of whom. as shown above,
78% resided in urban areas. One would have expected
a greater proportion of unattached youths in urban
centres because of greater job opportunities in such

STATEMENT 18. Distribution of Young Unattached Individuals by Region and Area, 1967

All
o P e n Unattached unanached All
gl and Yy ke youth indivi- youth
duals
' il S L3R Ty o
Region:
Atlantic Provinces . B il 7. 8.1 10.7
(L) oo ST T SO o b0 T 320 25.6 1 02
Ontario g e T e . o T 320 858 333
Prairic Provinces 19.4 18.4 15.9
Britsh Columbia K8 12.6 8.9
(Cor 7 T SR IS SO 0Lt SURoros:. 0o 100.0 100.0 100.0
Arca:
Urban 93.4 78.4 87.6
Rural : ) 6.6 216 12.4
MRS ..o o e S il T B ] 100.0 100.0 100.0
STATEMENT 19. Distribution of Young Unattached Individuals by Education, 1967
2 = = N R —
Education Unattached unattached All
youth indivi- youth
duals
N 2 i __p;r cent I,
Less than high school 8.4 388 16.1
Some high school .. 2.5 0, 7 §5.1
Finished high school . 41.2 22.8 18.2
Some university 1782 8.5 8.9
Dehaed XN & & Syl i3 1.7
Totals. . 100.0 100.0

100.0



centres. Because they are “detached” from their fami-
lies they are more mobile and can more easily seek
out these opportunities than the young population
generally. Due to the influence of the aged the pro-
portion of all unattached individuals living in urban
areas was lower at 88%. than young unattached
individuals,

Seventy-seven per cent of unattached youth had
high school education or less compared with 85% for
the total unattached population. The corresponding
figure for the total youth population was 89%. The
unattached youth population had generally a higher
level of education than the population of young indi-
viduals due likely to its older age structure.

Labour Force Participation of Unattached Youth

It has not been possible to examine. in any mean-
ingful way, the labour force decisions of the unat-
tached young population. The main reason for this is
the absence of any assoctated family characteristies
for the population, Le.. the survey does not collect
information on the family from which the unat-
tached individuals came. In some cases this may be
important - for example, individuals attending uni-
versity away from home would most likely be an
“unattached” individual but their labour force and
schooling decisions may very well be made within a
family context. This section will content itself with
enumeraung some labour force characteristics of the

young unattached population from unpublished
sources.

The April 1968 labour force participation rate of
the group was 88%. This was somewhat lower than
the male participation rate generally and could have
been due to a student component among the unat-
tached population. Approximately one half or 52% of
the group worked full-time during 1967 and 42%
worked part-time (part-time here is being used as a
synonym for “worked. but not full-time™). Of the
group that worked part-time 37% worked part-ume
exclusively or less than 19 weeks full-time. The “some
university™ category had the largest percentage. 35%.
not in the labour force. In the other education catego-
ries the percentage fluctuated around 10%. All of
these statistics suggest a varied group with respect ta
family and schooling characteristics - i.e.. for some.
family associations are affecting their decisions and
for others not; some are definitely students and others
not with resulting different behaviour patterns with
respect to labour force participation.

Incomes of Unattached Youth

The largest difference in the income distribution
for unattached youth and all unattached individuals
was at the upper end of the distributton. Only 1.7%
of unattached vouth had an income of at least $7.000
whereas 8.8% of unattached individuals were in the
sume position. At the lower end of the distribution

STATEMENT 20. Percentage Distribution of Young Unattached Individuals by Income Groups, 1967

Income group

Under $500

S S0 - S 999
1.000 - 1,499
[.500 - 1,999
2.000 - 2.499
2.500 - 2.999
3.000 - 3,499
3.500 - 3.999
4.000 - 4.499
4.500 - 4.999
S.O00 - 5.499
S.S00 - 5,999
6,000 - 6,999
7.000 - 7.999
R.000 - 9999
10,000 and over

MOt LN R L S %N
Average ncome ’ 3
Mcdian income S
Avcrage carnings g S

I
Income recipients only.

All
Unattached unattached All
youth indivi- vouth
duals
T pereem
188 | 1207
64! L 2, t14.3
8.7 179 9.4
8.8 8.7 7.9
S8 5.9 6.5
6.9 54 6.9
10.6 6.4 7.6
8.1 6.3 6.3
8.6 i 7 i 54
5L i t a4
4.5 50 38
2.9 3.1 23
3.0 5.9 28
0.4 29 1.1
09 e 0.6
0.4 2. 0.1
100.0 100.0 100.0
2.648 3.257 2.298
2.623 2.601 1.852
2.567 2.601 B, 247



(under $2.000) the two groups had identcally 43% of
the population. Average incomes of $2.648 and §3.-
257 respectively of youth and all unattached individ-
vals reflect the higher proportions of individuals in
the higher income classes amongst all unattached in-
dividuals. The youth distribution was more symmet-
ric in that the median income for unattached youth is
very similar to the average. For all unattached indi-
viduals the median was 3656 less than the average.
Almost all income for unattached youth came from
earnings which represented 97% of their total in-
come. For unattached individuals generally the rano
of earnings 10 income was 80%. This reflected to a
lurge extent transfer payments received by the elderly
unattached population.

Young Family Members

By fur the largest group within the young popu-
lation was youths in families or young family mem-
bers. This group consttutes all young individuals
who were not heads or wives of economic families.
For all intents and purposes this group can be identi-
fied with sons and daughters of the economic family
head. However. there will be a small number of sons
and daughters-in-law. grandchildren. and other rela-
tives. Due to the definition of economic family voung
family members lacked homogenity with respect to
marital status. However, only 3% of income recipients
and 1% of non-recipients were married. Thus al-
though some discrepancies existed between the young

STATEMENT 21. Distribution of Young Family

Region and area

Region-

Audantic Provinces.
Quoebec

Ontario

Prairie Provinees .
Brinsh Columbia

Area:

Urban
Rural

Forty-five per cent of young family members
were female. They represented 50% of the no income
population and 40% of the population who received
mcome during 1967, Forty-four per cent of young
family members were between the ages of 14 and 16

familv members population and single sons and
daughters of families it was a close approximation to
this population. In some analysis of labour force ac-
uvity of young family members a slightly different
universe was used which did not include any married
family members (this is done in Section [1).

There were in total 2.9 million young family
members as of April 1968. This represented 75% of
the entire young population and 78% of all family
members. Obviously any analysis of change in the
young population is heavily dependent on the beha-
viour of this group. Forty-eight per cent of the group
received income during 1967 compared with 50% of
the entire youth population. This conforms w expec-
tations as young family members were generally
younger than young heads and wives or unattached
individuals.

Sixty-five per cent of young family members re-
sided in Ontarie and Quebec. This was very similar
1o the geographic distribution of any other popula-
tion groups examined. The regional distributions of
the recipient and non-recipient populations were also
very much alike. Seventy-six per cent or the majority
of young family members hived in urban areas:
among this group there was a higher representation
of income recipients than non-recipients - 80% of the
former lived in urban areas compared to 72% of the
latter. This conforms to patterns found among other
groups examined.

- Members by Regions, Area and Income Status, 1967

Without Wuhr r

ncome income Tolal
% o Lmemen B ST

12.1 99 1.1
325 328 327
331 8287 327
15.1 153 1'8:2
7.2 9.7 8.4
100.0 100.0 10400
g2 79.6 N7
27.8 204 243
100.0 100.0 0.0

whereas only 33% of all young persons were in the
same age group. Only 17% of the income receiving
population were in the 14-16 age group and the com-
parable figure tor non-recipient young family mem-
bers was 78%.



STATEMENT 22.

Sex

Male:
14516 ..., .. e 0
LG ...
22-24.
Femaleo:
14-16 ...
150) || S
22-24 1 &Y.
rouls

7, Bl

Distribution of Young Family Members b\ Age, Sex and Income Status, 1967

Wllhnut Wllh

income income Total
pcr-c;nil_

339 10.2 plo7)
14.5 389 26.1
.2 11.0 5.9
34.2 6.8 210
14.8 28.0 PAN|
1.4 su 32
100.0 100.0 100.0

The majority of the young family population
were still attending school and had not yet finished
their formal education. A large number of the 77% of
young persons in families with less than high school
completed would be in this category. This was partic-
ularly true for family members who were non-recipi-

ents where 90% of the population had less than com-
pleted high school education. The income receiving
population had generally a higher level of education
which was likely a reflection of the older age structure

of the income receiving population.

STATEMENT 23. Distribution of Young F.muh Members hy Education and Income Glalus. 1967

Education

Less than high schoal
Some high school
Finished high school
Some university .
Degree el oF F iy oy S

Labour Force Characteristics of Young Family
Members

During 1967, 49% of young familv members did
not work: these accounted for most of the non-in-
come recipients. As one would expect most or 68% of
family members worked part-time during 1967. Only
3% of income recipients did not work during 1967,
This is a reflection of the importance of wages and
salaries as the main source of income for young per-
sons. Since many young persons work only during the
summer months. and since April is 4 school month, a
much larger perceniage. or 64%, of youth were not in
the labour force in April 1968 than did not work dur-
ing 1967. This gives some idea of the magnitude of
labour force turnover for young family members.

Incomes of Young Family Members

Average income of all income recipients was
$1.749 with the median income 30% lower at
$1.218. Earnings averaged $1.715 which was 98% of
total average income. Forty-five per ¢ent of income

Without With

income income lotal
 pereent

1%.9 13.6 16.4
71.4 48.7 60.6
4.7 23.0 13.4
4.6 i3.4 88
0.4 I.3 08
100.0 100.0 100.0

recipients received less than $1.000 during 1967.
Average income varied from a low of $1,383 in the
Atlantic provinces to a high of $2.045 in Quebec.
Ontario young family members ranked second with
an average income of $1.815. This is a change from
the usually observed pattern where Ontario has the
highest average income. It was also interesting that
the male/female difference was the least in Quebec.

Ratio of Female to Male Average Income of
Young Family Members by Reglon. 1967

Atlantic Provinces 0.74
Quebec 0.92
Ontario 0.67
Prairie Provinces 0.78
British Columbia 0.53
Canada 0.74

The usual large difference between urban and rural
areas did not exist for young family members (sec
Table 21). On average the ratio of rural to urban in-
come was .90 for young family members.



Income differences by age were very marked.
Seventy-eight per cent of income recipients between
the ages of 14 and 16 earned less than $500. Their
averiage income was $322 almost identical with the
median income at $323. Average income for young
family members in the 17-21 age group was $1.709

(39 ]

and $3.416 was the average income of young family
members aged 22-24. These averages reflected. to a
large extent. the differences in work experience pat-
terns of the three groups. Each group contained a
progressively larger number of persons working full-
time during 1967.

STATEMENT 24. Distribution of Young Family Members by Work Experience, Labour Force Status, Sex

Sex and work experience

Male:
Worked
Worked,
[)d not

Female:
Worked

Waorked,
Id not

fall-ume. ... .
but not tull-time
wark ..

full-time
but nor full-ume
work

ANORRIS TN B G o B LG "

Sex and labour force status

Male:

Employce

Employer and own-account

Unemploved

Not in labour force
Female:

Employee -

Employer and own-account

Unemployed

Not i labour force

B i - .. - oo .. S PO e . ol 55

and Income Status, 1967

\N'.il-l-n,\ul _F\-Nnh

income income Total
== ‘per cent 0

16.7 8.6
42.0 2247
496 1.4 232
.7 6.2
258 13.4
0.5 1.4 25.8
100.0 100.0 100.0
3s 328 17.1
- 0.8 0.4
Il S 32
449 211 336
34 260 14.2
- 0.2 0.2
0.6 1.5 1.0
46.3 12.2 30.1
100.0 100.0
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TABLE 1. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups, Regions and Sex,

1967
Region
1P - aleate, ¥ s 0y Praiic  Brtsh
Income group Canada Provinces Quebec Ontario Provinces Columbia
R s 2T b ke = - . per cent : — e . i
All individuals

UndersSS008G, _ MET Sl ~ 1. 20.7 250 16.7 19:2 24.1 279
e B0 - SHY9) 8. ] L= 14.3 16.9 12.0 15.2 14.6 15.4
1000 - 1,499 . . < o R i 9.4 10.4 9.7 8.6 10.7 8.3
1.500 - 1,999 . . e S T 7.9 10.7 86 T2 6.8 ez
2.000 - 2.499 ! E { e - 6.5 U 8.4 50 6.0 50
2,500 - 2999 ... S e N 6.9 il 8.3 59 6.7 S
3000 - 3499 87 .| & S e, e 7.6 6.2 10.0 6.0 U 7.0
3.500 - 3999 =y ) " 6.3 S ] 6.4 6.6 4.0
4.000 - 4.499 L S 5.4 38 5.3 6.7 4.5 42
4.500 - 4999 4.4 24 4.5 5.4 4.4 23
S.000 - 5.499 A 38 16 38 4.7 29 3.8
80D - 5.999 2.3 1.0 23 30 21 £
6.000 - 6999 . et £ & 2.8 0.8 22 3R 1.6 S
7.000 - 7.999 et ipl 0.5 0.6 1.8 0.7 1.2
SRS - TIUINE R ot 1N L b 0.6 0.1 0.3 09 0.7 0.9

10.000 and over . LYY 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
100 1| e 2 W SO E S T N 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0
Esnimated numbcrs : ......000 2,134 199 656 720 sl 209
Average income ; $ 2. 208 1.749 2.383 2545 2,113 2.114
Median income . | S 1.852 1.357 2.174 1.989 1.544 1,409
Sample size . Bt s T LaBUT6 1.837 1.931 2128 13751 829

Male

Under $500 17.3 20.9 5% 14.1 20.9 28
$ 500 - %99 14.1 17.6 14,7 15.6 18:9 13.6
1000 - 1.499 8.9 10.6 8.8 8.0 10.5 7.6
1.500 - 1.999 7.6 9.6 7.4 7.3 7.0 81
2.008 - 2.499% . - 58 a0 785 4.9 5.0 4.1
2500 - 2:9990 4 .- e - 1 59 ileS 79 43 5.0 5.4
J.000 -%3.999%% & 6.4 6.3 9.0 4.9 58 s
4. 500 - 3.9595%" - = 6.1 6.1 T by 7.6 43
RONY 5 480 5T £ o 5.9 4.4 58 6.7 Sh 579
4.500 - 4999 : 5.2 3.1 4.7 6.4 6.6 2.5
5.000 - 5499 54 2.4 p.2 6.8 4.6 5.6
5.500 - 5,999 . 36 ' 35 4.8 3.5 23
6.000 - 6999 4.7 I3 40 6.1 25 8.8
VAN06 2 78997 | 1.8 (119 1.0 289 1.2 24
RO000 - 9999 ) =TIl 1.0 0.2 0.4 1.6 1.0 1.6

10,000 and aver . ’ . 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1
L2l Dl T 0 SR 4 TR, 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers 000 1167 114 349 394 191 119
Avcrage income .. ST 2.635 1.973 2,625 2.951 2.421 27592
Median income 3 2,185 1,547 2.430 2,522 1.837 1.856

SAMPICLSIZC g ) - S oo . 4.596 1.064 1.014 1138 915 465



FABLE 1. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups, Regions and Sex,

1967 — Canchudmi
Region
Al e i ‘ Prairic British
Imsme yooup Canada “mvincea Quehee Ontario Provinces Columbia
re L — Cpercent ' =
Female

Tndes S0 248 3% 18.0 25.3 28.0 343
£ 100 X 089 14.5 16.1 12.4 14.8 15.4 17.8&
OO0 - 1,499 10.1 10.0 10.8 9.4 10.9 9.1
L300 - 1,999 8.4 12.1 10.0 70 6.6 !
2000 - 2,499 7.2 7.7 9.3 5.2 72 6.3
L5000 - 2,999 R0 6.5 8.8 7.9 8.8 6.1
3000 - 3,499 9.1 6.2 11.1 7.3 10.1 95
3 300 - 3,999 6.5 4.1 T4 1.9 54 3.6
W00 - 4,499 4.7 Tl 4.7 6.6 3.6 20
%,800 - 4,999 34 1. S 3.2 4.3 1.7 1.9
3,000 - 5,499 g 0.4 Ve 2.1 0.7 1.4
5,500 - 5.999 0.7 0.2 09 08 0.4 0.6
#0900 - 6,999 0.5 0.2 09 0.6 0.3

1500 - 7,999 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.1

£.000 - 9,999 —_ 0.1 0.1 0.1 [ s

MEA00 and over i 0.1
R - N WY T NS Y 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0
Swiated numbers ‘000 967 85 307 326 160 90
ASEmge income ... -4 - 1.891 1.448 2.t07 1.989 1,744 1.477
Madian income S 10582 1.094 1.944 1.538 1.303 943
.\wui-ll.' L% ] Tid Qid st - e L

TABLE 2 Percentage Distribution of Individuals 1424 Ycears of Age by Income Groups., Type ol Area
and Sex. 1967

Type of arca

All mdividuals Male Female
ifyban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural
fEcIenG gt Pevial nTay arcas Total areas arcas Total arcas arcay

per cent
Al individuals

bt athe= 3300 20.7 19.7 25.4 7.3 16.2 13 24.8 23.6 329
¥ N - 099 14.3 13.9 16.3 14.1 13.8 15.3 14.5 14.0 18.1
00 - 1,499 9.4 9.4 94 8.9 9.0 8.3 101 99 1.5
1500 - 1.999 79 7.6 9.6 7.6 7.4 8.4 8.4 78 1.9
2000 - 2. 399 6.5 6.5 6.4 5.9 Sl 6.5 g.2 1.3 68
$.000 - 2999 s 6.9 7.0 6.5 59 8.6 .3 8.0 R.S 4.9
TO00 - 3.499 7.6 7.6 7.4 6.4 5.9 8.4 CH| 9.6 5.6
100 - 3999 6.3 6.6 4.9 6.1 6.5 4.7 6.5 6.7 5.2
4,000 - 3.999 A 56 42 59 6.1 59 4.7 5.1 2l
#3500 - 4999 3.4 49 20 5.2 59 2.7 34 38 0.7
000 - 5.499 38 40 2.4 5.4 6.0 34 I 1.9 0.6
£.300 - 5,999 4 25 14 36 4.1 20 (T 0.8 0.3
A000 - 6999 IR 28 2.6 4.7 4.9 40 0.5 0.6
1000 - 7.999 [t 1.1 s } 1.8 1.8 1.8 .2 0.2
EOD0 - 9999 0.6 0.7 0.4 1.0 1.1 0.7 (i8] 0.1
10000 and over 0.1 0.1 0.2 Q.

T s . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Siitnated numbers 000 2134 1.774 360 1167 932 235 967 842 '25
Avesage income $ 2.298 2.368 1.951 2.635 2727 22710 1.891 1.971 1,353
Median income $ 1.852 1.956 1.445 2.185 2.312 1.803 1,382 1.659 974

Suple sz ht 6,750 126 43496 3478 1.118 3 RRO Iy HOX
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TABLE 3. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups. Age and Sex.

1967

Income group

All individuals

Under $500

$ 500 - $999

1.000 - 1,499

1.500 - 1,999

2000 - 2,499 ’
25560 - 2999 ... ..
3.000 - 3,499

3800 - 3999,
4,000 - 4499
4,500 - 4999 .

SO0, - 51489 T .
5.500 - 5,999

6.000 - 6999

7.000 - 7.999
R.000 - 9999
10.000 and over

RS W ol . s

Estimated numbers ...

Average income
Median income ...
Sample size

Under $500
S 500 - $999

1.000
1.500

2.000 -
2.500 -

3,000

3.500 -
4.000 -
4.500 -

5.000

5.500) -
6.000 -
7.000 -

R.O00

1,499

Male

1. 9998 |

2499 . | -

2.999
3.499

RGO s

1.499

4999 |

5.499

5999
6,999
7.999 .

9909

10,000 and over

L P Ly TR T
000

Estimated numbers
Average income

Median income ..
Sample size ...

Femalc

1,499
2,499

4.999
5,499 .

ZAOHL |

Under $500 .. ..
S 500 - $999
1.000 -
1.500 - 1,999
2.000 -
2,500 - 2,999 |
3.000 - 3.499
3.500 - 3.999
4.000 - 4,499
4,500 -
5,000 -
5.500 - 5,999 .
6.000 - 6,999
7.000 -
8.000 - 9.999

1,000 and over

TS ... Y. ..o Tl i
000
S

Estimated numbers

Average income

Median income

Sample size

e )
=)

$

Total
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FABLE 4. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups, Work Experience !
and Sex. 1967

Waork expericnce tn 1967

T Worked.
Worked nut Did npt
Income group Total full-tme full-tme work”
' per cent
All individuals
Under S300 20.7 2.6 n2 480
&  S00-su99 14.3 28 21.7 223
1.000 - 1,499 9.4 29 13.5 10.8
1.500 - 1,999 79 4.5 10.2 7.3
2.000 - 2.499 6.5 6.5 6.5 5.1
2500 - 2.999 6.9 10.3 49 1.8
3.0 - 3,499 7.6 13.4 4.1 1.4
3.500 - A998 6.3 12.5 25 20
4.000 - 4,499 54 [1.4 1.8 -
4500 - 4999 4.4 9.5 1.3 -
3.000 - 5499 3R 8.5 0.9 0.6
5500 - 5999 23 Sn3 0.5 -
6,000 - 6999 28 6.5 0.5 -
7.000 - 7,999 .1 2.4 0.2 -
R.O00 - 9.999 0.6 1.3 0.2 -
10,000 and over (L8] 02 0.6
T O 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estumated numberns ‘000 2.134 K14 267 53
Average wome S 2.39R8 3.863 1.350 871
Meduan mvome S 1.882 3.802 934 545
Sample size 8.476 2.983 5.268 225
Male
Under S0 {T] [.6 26.6 395
S S - S99Y 141 g5 2200 244
1000 - 1,499 39 1.9 L 32 134
1.300 - 1.999 1.6 33 10.3 w7
2.000 - 2499 5.9 4.1 7.0 5.6
2500 - 2999 % 6.8 59 1.9
3.000 - 3,499 6.4 8.8 49 3
3.500 - 3.999 6.1 A 34 1
3,000 - 3,499 59 1.7 24 -
4500 - 4999 52 1.0 b 1.3
SO00 - 5499 54 12.3 [ ] .
S.500 - S.9499 36 83 0.8 i
6K - 6,999 4.7 109 0.9 5
TOM) - 7999 1R 4.1 0.4 o
KO0 - 9999 1.0 2.2 0.3 -
10,000 and aver 0.2 03 1.3
) [ S, T SN . - ) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Eswmated numbers 000 1.167 438 695 24
Average income S 2.635 4,428 1.531 1.069
Mudian income s 2,185 4.460 1,056 716
Sample siee 4.596 1.623 2.874 99
Female
Under S500 24.8 8.7 36.8 5.0
S S0 - S 999 14.5 338 2.4 20.6
1.ODO - 1,499 10.1 4.1 14.0 8.8
1.500 - 1999 8.4 6.0 9.9 7.0
2006299 - 7.2 9.4 59 4.7
2500 - 2999 8.0 14.3 4.2 1.7
3.000 - 3.499 9.1 19.1 3. -
31500 - 31999 6.5 4.1 1.9 2.2
4.000 - 4.499 4.7 11.0 1.0
1.500 - 4.999 34 77 0.8
S000 . 3499 7 38 0.5
5.500 - 5.999 . 0.7 1.7 0.1
6.000 - 6,999 ' kS 1.1 0.2
7.000 - 7.999 . 0.2 04 (18]
R.O00 - 9999 0.1 0.2 0.1
100060 and aver 0.1
NIRMIORR et s i 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estiimated numbers ‘000 967 366 572 29
Average ncame S 1.R9} SLIge 1.129 71
Muedun income .8 5582 3.237 810 456
Sample size 3.8K0 1.360 2.394 126

Refer to page 8 for definition of work experienee.
Muaie and female estimates are based on small samples and may be subject 10 large sampling crrors.
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TABLE 5. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups, Education ' and
Sex, 1967
Education
T S o @ T 1 e T =T
than Some Finished
high high high Some .
Income group Total school school school university Depree”
: = = g iy NP A b
All individuals
Under $500 20.7 21.8 30.5 10.2 1.6 28
S 500 - $ 999 14.3 1.6 16.5 9.9 203 34
1.000 - 1,499 94 1.1 74 9.6 14.9 78
1.500 - 1,999 . 7.9 8.7 6.3 5 13.4 9.3
PREOGE £ 290 S N T oL . 6.5 8.7 5.8 5.8 A7 ol
RS Be27900 P onle=. | ST Sl o 6.9 7.6 6.4 8.3 49 5.9
3.000 - 3.499 7.6 7.4 6.0 B 4.5 79
3.500 - 3.999 6.3 6.2 4.8 9.7 4.1 T
4.000 - 4.499 54 4.2 39 88 4.5 5.4
4.500 - 4,999 44 8.2 3.6 5%, 4.4 10.4
5.000 - 5.499 38 3s7 29 4.8 387 74
5.500 - 5.999 23 20 |0 2.9 1.9 7.3
6.000 - 6.999 2.8 2.6 288 3 1.8 9.5
7.000 - 7.999 1.1 I 09 -2 S 4.6
8.000 - 9,999 0.6 2 0.7 0.4 .6 3 7
10.000 and aver 0.1 [N 0.1 Ol 0.6
Rolale . W R 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbcers 000 2.134 279 948 583 268 56
Average income $ 2.298 2,182 1.939 2.851 2.133 3974
Mcdian income ) 1,852 1.814 1.210 2918 1.582 3.920
Sample size 8.476 1.262 3.705 2280 1,055 204
Male
Under S500 3 174 26.0 58 7.8 1.2
S SO0 - S99 14.1 10.3 16.5 9.7 19:2 1.6
1.000 - 1499 8.9 7.6 7.2 8.2 16.4 10.0
1500 - 1.999 7.6 6.8 53 6.6 W 6 8.3
2.000 - 2,499 59 8.3 4.7 4.1 9.0 8.6
2,500 - 2,999 59 7.6 5.1 6.7 5B o8
3.000 - 3.499 6.4 8.0 5 7.8 4.8 5.6
3.500 - 3.999 6.1 9.0 50 8.2 2.8 10.4
4.000 - 4.499 59 L 49 10.0 37 5.5
4.500 - 4,999 5.2 4.6 5.2 6.5 342 10.2
5000 - 5.499 sS4 545 4.6 8.8 36 2.6
5.500 - 5.999 36 T 3.1 6.0 241 7.2
6.000 - 6.999 ™ 4.7 39 39 79 2y 8.8
7.000 - 7999 18 1.8 1.6 25 0.4 75
8.000 - 9999 10 0.3 1.1 0.9 0.8 6.0
10,000 and over 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 (ke
Datalyy v ....... ... RR L 20 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Esumated numbers 000 1.167 182 546 247 167 26
Average income $ 2.635 2.635 2317 3.467 2.206 4,202
Mcdian income 3 2,185 2.473 5532 3.568 1.685 3.952
Sample size 4.596 837 2,103 939 625 92

Sce footnote(s) at ¢nd of table.




TABLE 5. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups, Education ' and
Sex, 1967 - Concluded
Education
o e 1 i e~ TeSae. : ==
than Some Finished
high high high Some g
Income group Total school school school university Degree”
S S = el 3 = = .W.W,_,. SEEmi o= T EE a0 S
Female
Under $500 248 299 36.5 13.4 17.8 4.0
$ 500 - %5999 14.5 14.2 16.5 10.1 24.7 48
1.000 - 1.499 10.1 17.6 7.6 10.6 12.5 6.0
1.500 - 1.999 . 8.4 12.3 28 8.2 6.4 10.2
2.000 - 2.499 7.2 3 7.3 7.0 5.6 58
2.500 - 2.999 8.0 25 8.1 9.5 39 6.4
3.000 - 3.499 CRY 6.1 6.4 14.5 4.1 9.8
3.500 - 3.999 6.5 0.9 4.6 10.7 63 43
4,000 - 4499 4.7 1.4 2.6 T 58 53
4.500 - 4999 34 0.6 1.3 3.1 6.4 10.5
S.000 - 5.499 b. g (i) 0.7 1.9 9.9 I.4
5.500 - 5.999 0.7 0.2 0.6 £S5 7.4
6.000 - 6,999 0.5 02 0.3 0.3 101
7.000 - 7.999 0.2 - 0.2 0.6 2.3
8.000 - 9.999 (U8} 0.1 0.2 7/
10,000 and over

] 0| W b AT N 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ... 000 967 97 402 336 101 30
Average income gk $ 1.891 1.337 1.426 2.400 2013 3.783
Median income v B Fai 1168 911 2.531 1.301 3.855
Sample size y 3,880 425 1.602 1. 3l 430 112

Note that this s level of education completed and oot necessaridly the final level of educanon. This is espeaally true for
the young population.
3 - .
“ Male and female estimates are based on small samples and may be subject o large sampling errars.

TABLE 6. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by lncome Groups and Family
Relationship. 1967

Family relationship

Income group o Y oL “Head AL e
\ A e A e A | Cper cent B Y I o Ty
Under $500 . > o 20.7 59 140 270
$ S00 -8 999 » 143 4.0 1.4 18.3
1.000 - 1.499 94 SR 84 10.8
1,500 - 1.999 7.9 6.2 8.7 84
2,000 - 2.499 6.5 50 89 6.5
2.500 - 2999 6.9 6.5 9.8 6.4
3.000 - 3.499 | 7.6 8.7 10.5 6.6
3.500 - 3.999 | 6.3 9.1 LR 4.9
4.000 - 4,499 5.4 9 8 ™ 3.5
4.500 - 4999 4.4 9.1 &1 2.5
S.000 - 5,499 38 8.5 34 23
S$.500 - 5999 2.3 6.9 1.8 0.9
6.000 - 6.999 2.8 8.6 08 1.3
7.000 - 7,999 1.1 33 04 0.4
X000 - 9999 0.6 2.3 0.1 (02
10,000 and over 0.1 0.3
BB . 0. s e has iz nenecnohionss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ‘000 2.134 464 279 1.391
Average income $ 2.298 3.R48 2.452 1.749
Mcdian income =y 1.852 3933 2.423 1.218
Sample stze 8.476 1,774 1.106 5.596

This category includes matnly unmarried sons ind daughters. 1t also includes some grandsons and grand-daughters and
some married sons and daughters who may be sharing accommodation with parents. Scparate tables for this group are presented in
the voung family member section (Fable 20 1o Table 24).
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TABLE 7. Percentage Distribution of Individuals 14-24 Years of Age by Income Groups, Marital Status
and Sex, 1967

Marital status

O AlSgdividueig -, " T TF  _ Miel | a5 S
Income group Total' Single Married Totat' Single  Married Total' Single  Married
s 4 per cent ) %
WHeG $500° Mt - 20.7 25.4 Tl 3 220 0.6 24.8 30.0 13.8
$ 500 - %999 14.3 a] 6.8 14.1 174 &3 14.5 16.0 1.7
1.000 - 1.499 . 9.4 10.8 5.6 8.9 10.8 2.3 10.1 10.8 8.6
1.500 - 1.999 59 8.5 6.3 7.6 LR} 3.6 8.4 82 8.7
2,000 - 2,499 . 65 6.4 6.7 S5r9 6.5 3.8 {2 6.2 9.1
BRSO - 20009 W el ... 6.9 6.6 ol 59 6.0 86 8.0 7.3 9.5
3.000 - 3.499 .. 7.6 Zd} 8.8 6.4 6.4 6.4 2] 8.1 10.9
3.500 - 3,999 6.3 5.4 8.9 6.1 53 %I 6.5 5.5 8.7
4.000 - 4.499 5.4 43 8.5 59 4.6 10.3 4.7 38 6.9
4500 - 4999 . .. 44 259 8.5 5.2 8 11.7 3.4 28 3.7
5.000 - 5499 ... 3.8 - 7.4 5.4 315 12.1 14 1.0 33
SESOM T K009 &1 R)..... 8 1.1 5.6 3.6 1.8 10.1 0.7 0.2 1.7
GIM) L 61O OOF. T p . 28 1.4 6.7 4.7 22 13.5 0.5 0.4 0.7
7.000 - 7999 ... i 0.4 3.1 1.8 0.6 6.0 0.2 0.1 0.5
8.000 - 9999 ... 0.6 0.2 1.7 1.0 03 3.4 (074 0.1 0.2
10,000 and over . 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2
T G i, SN (17111 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ... ’000 2.134 1.564 562 1.167 904 262 967 660 300
Average income ... $ 2,298 1.864 3.505 2,635 2031 4.726 1.891 1.634 2.440
Median income .. .. RLES) 1.852 1,33 3.524 2.185 1,470 4,802 882 1.187 2.394
Sample size e k) 8.476 6.248 24008 4.596 3.591 1.001 3.880 2.657 1.192

' Includes a small number of divorced. separated or widowed persons for whom no separate distribution is shown due to small
samplc.
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TABLE 8. Percentage Distribution of Young Families by Income Groups and Region, 1967

Income group Canada
Under $500 2.0
hY 500 - S 999 0.7
1.000 - 1.499 15
1,500 - 1.999 1.4
2,000 - 2,499 2.6
2.500 - 2.999 e
3.000 - 3.499 . 4 381
3.500 - 3.999 y 5.4
4.000 - 4499 5.0
4.500 - 4999 e
5.000 - 5499 5.8
5.500) - 5.999 8.2
6.000 - 6,999 17.4
7.000 - 7.999 11.0
8.000 - 9.999 16.5
10000 and over 8.8
IS, . O L0 o M it . 100.0
Esumated numbers 000 289
Average income o 6.250
Mcedian income . Ly ¥ $ 6.210

Sample size 975

Atlantic
Provinges

Quchee

Region
L. _l;raific Brili;h
Ontario Provinces Cotumbia

248 0.8 22
0.8 - -
0.4 +.1 2.2
09 2.7 1.0
1k} 30 2.0
%S 39 40
28 1.9 37
35 10.2 3.7
43 {9 8.1
4.2 10.9 9.0
6.0 4.8 6.8
89 9.7 4.7
18.5 18.4 219
1.3 f1.6 1.9
19.3 14.4 119
[1: 3] 52 70
100.0 100.0 100.0
94 40 24
6.834 5.950 6.022
6,664 5,984 6,123
280 208 101

TABLE 9. Percentage Distribution of Young Families by Income Groups and Type of Area. 1967

Income group

Under $S00 .

S 500 - S 999
1.000 - 1.499
1500 - 1.999
2.000 - 2,499
2.500 - 2,999
3.000 - 3,499
3.500 - 3.999
4.000 - 4,499
4.500 - 4,999
S5.000 - 5,499
5.500 - 5.999
6.000 - 6.999
7.000 - 7,999
8.000 - 9,999
10,000 and over

AT SRR e s e
Estimated numbers 000
Averape income $
Mcdian income ] $

Sample size

Towal

B T (E NS St
PO pNXLC R~ B LOD

Type of arca

Urban Rural

areas arcas
1.8 30
0.7 0.5
.2 2.7
1.2 &6
2.1 5.0
26 6.5
2.2 8.4
50 7.8
49 )/
7.4 8.3
6.1 4.3
8.5 6.2
17.5 168
1.3 9.0
17.9 8.9
9.6 4.2
100.0 100.0
202 87
6.451 5.156
6.363 4,965
788 187
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TABLE 10. Percentage Distribution of Young Families by Income Groups and Age of Head. 1967

Age of head

Under o 2124
Income group Total 21 years years
e e BTN 0 -t Lo ’“—'_"T\J&m_ st e ——y

Under $500 20 S.0 S
$  S00 - S 999 0.7 12 0.6
1.000 - 1.499 1.5 29 I8
1.500 - 1.999 1.4 22 |58
2,000 - 2,499 2.6 6.6 2.0
2.500 - 2.999 3.2 58 5]
3.000 - 3.499 S 5% 29
3.500 - 3,999 5.4 52 5 5
4.000 - 4.499 5.0 58 49
4.500 - 4,999 .5 8.8 7.4
5.000 - 5.499 5.8 50 6.0
5.500. - 5.999 8.2 11.2 78
6.000 - 6999 17.4 83 \FA
7000 - 7.999 11.0 5.4 Ll ¥
8.000 - 9999 . 16.5 10.5 17.3
10,000 and over .. 8.8 09 99
BEMEREE I .. .........cio.co Bsiainsnincsonnensaistinsioiceis B 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers = g gt RGO 239 28 211
Average income . ; T e 6.250 4.900 6.429
Median income . i R $ 6.210 5. 183 6,354

Sample size - .. - i w ; 975 108 R67

TABLE 11. Percentage Distribution of Young Families by Income Groups and Work Experience of Head,

1967
Work experience of head
L I AT T N
Worked not Ind net
Income group Total full-time full-ume work
N B i <RI 1~ = T} . pcr.ccr;t e

Under $500 20 0.5 1.3
$- S0y S98Y 0.7 - 2.0
1000 - 1.499 1.5 0.3 247,
1.500 - 1.999 1.4 0.7 28
2.000 - 2,499 2.6 08 5.6
2.500 - 2,999 812 1.4 ]
3.000 - 3.499 3.1 2.7 4.5
3,500 - 3.999 5.4 4.4 84
4,000 - 4,499 5.0 Sil 5.1
4.500 - 4,999 E) 7% 9.0
§.000 - 5,499 5.8 & /! 6.8
5.500 - 5,999 8.2 10.0 4.5
6.000 - 6.999 17.4 18.9 15.2
7.000 - 7,999 11.0 1.9 9.6
8.000 - 9,999 16.5 18.9 120
10,000 and over | e 8.8 1.5 3.0
MO R el LA L 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers . - . 000 239 166 67
Average income |9 6.250 6.864 5.227
MCORNIRRAIO! o 1 e e NS 6,210 6,595 5,088
Sample sze — = F - 975 663 291

Distribution not shown due w0 small sample.
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TABLE 12. Percentage Distribution of Young Families by Income Groups and Education of Head. 1967

Education ol head

Less than Finished Some
high Some high high university
Income group Total school school school and degree

=4 S W Raln . pcr - e W T
HinderaSSO000. il Tl B s - 20 3.6 20 0.9 1.9
$  S00 - S 999 0.7 1.4 - 1.6 -
1.000 - 1.499 .5 3.7 1.1 03 1.8
1,500 - 1,999 = 1.4 2.6 1.3 Ll 0.6
2000 - 2499 . 2.6 4.8 2.8 1.7 0.7
25500 RSP0 T s ... 39 5.7 2.4 20 4.7
3.000 - 3.499 3.1 5.0 34 I3 33
3.500 - 3999 ... 5.4 94 4.7 34 6.4
4000 - 4499 . ... %O 5.1 6.4 34 36
4,500 - 4999 . .. LS, 10.1 8.4 4.9 6.7
5.000 - 5499 5.8 9 6.9 W 29
$.500 - 5999 . 8.2 8.6 7.0 10.8 6.1
6.000 - 6,999 . 17.4 13.5 18.6 21.4 .1
7.000 - 7.999 11.0 6.2 13.4 9.5 12.5
8.000 - 9999 16.5 10.7 13.6 23 2 19.8
10,000 and over 8.8 3.6 8.0 8.8 18.0
Tals .0 0 e VTR T NS L LS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers. 000 239 43 99 64 38
Average income . $ 6.250 5.148 6.185 6.736 6.947
Median income . s 210 4,928 6.197 6.607 7.015
Sample size 975 191 394 258 132

TABLE 13. Percentage Distribution of Young Families by Income Groups and Family Size. 1967

Family size
7 ? A R bt R
Income group Toral Two Three or more

- 2%is B I . il B per cent =rl
Under $500 . 2.0 2y 1.4 [E7
$ W68 999 0.7 0.7 09 0.2
1.000 - 1.499 | i la$ 1.6 0.9 2.2
FSurS L9995 8. . 1.4 1.6 0.8 1.8
2,000 - 2.499 . 2.6 2.0 240 35
MSOEEE. 2099 89 2.6 39 a7
3000 - 3499 . 3.1 iy 3.4 4.5
JeBl - 3999 1% 5.4 4.0 6.3 7.6
4.000 - 4,499 5.0 283 8.4 DA
4.500 - 4,999 Z:S 4.9 9.8 10.6
5.000 - 5,499 5.8 4.1 8.4 6.0
5.500 - 5.999 . 8.2 6.2 9.2 B4
6.008k  6.999%:.. . . 17.4 16.0 19.6 17.1
P, 7. 999 ... 1.0 12.8 94 89
8,000 - 9999 .. 16.5 22.4 10.5 11.4
10,000 and over ... 8.8 14.1 38 &R
o e A T T e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Esumated numbers 000 239 117 79 43
Average income $ 6.250 6.859 5.673 5,647
Medidg Epnfe 5. = . L0k $ 6,210 6,958 5.639 5,600
Sample’sige 0. Tme o N 975 459 327 189
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TABLE 14. Selected Statistics of Families by Selected Characteristics, 1967

Selected statistics

Avcrﬁgc
Average Avcrage Average Average Avcerage numbcer
Estimated Family head's wile's family number of  of children
number income carnings carnings size earncrs under
6 years
— =L & o i mDl T SRR I - S— e
Canada
Young families ... 239 6,250 4,496 1,484 2.73 1.63 0.71
Other families ... 4.278 7.678 5,287 6758 3.28 1.54 0.53
Regions
Atlantic Provinces:
Young lamilies 20 4,749 3.370 1.108 3.05 1.54 1.01
Other famihies e 371 5.821 3,738 402 3.38 1.48 0.6
Quebee:
Young famiics 61! 6.128 4,189 1611 2.65 0.59
Other families 1.184 7.469 5,006 486 3.40 3 0.60
Ontarto:
Young lamilies 1 94 6.834 4,894 1.670 2573 1.67 0.71
Other famlies 1.567 8.534 5,976 861 3123 1.56 .48
Priaine Provinces:
Young tamilies 40 5.950 4.440 1.268 2,28 0.75
Other families S 781 6.962 4,853 672 324 1.54 0.49
Bruish Columbia:
Young lanulies . 24 6.022 4,738 1.112 2.64 1.54 0.66
Other families 435 7,930 5.610 757 345 1.51 0.45
Type of area
Ulrban arcas:
Young familics .t 202 6,451 4.592 1,590 2.67 1.67 0.66
Other tamilies i gl 3,389 8.270 5,743 761 3.26 1.56 0.51
Rural arcas:
Young familics 37 5.156 3,968 905 3.05 1.43 0.97
Other families G 889 5.419 3.549 345 3.38 1.43 0.62
Sex of head
Male head:
Young families . . 227 6.433 4.649 1.565 475 1.66 0.70
Other familics . 3.951 7.864 5.612 731 332 1.55 0.56
Female head:
Young Families 12 2916 1,706 - 2.34 1.04 0.87
Onher families ! 307 5.423 1.364 - 2.80 1.31 0.22
Family size
Two penons:
Young families 117 6.859 4.292 2,342 2.00 .83 0.03
Other tamilies . 1.134 6.185 3,594 897 2.00 1.09 .
Three persons:
Young famthes 79 5.673 4.734 772 3.00 1.44 0.99
Other famihies 783 7.636 5.142 796 3.00 1.58 0.28
Four or more persons:
Young famibies .. ! 43 5.647 4.611 447 4.00 1.43 202
Orher tanlles oo 2,360 8,409 6,149 528 4.00 1.74 0.87
Work experience of head
Worked tull-ume:
Young tamihes 166 6.864 S k] 1,588 2.76 1.66 0.72
Other Families ... . 2,975 8,741 7,103 788 3.43 1.69 0.60
Worked. but not full-time:
Young families ot 68 5.227 3.347 1.417 2,70 1.68 0.66
Other famihes - [ 702 6016 4.381 658 3:25 1.63 0.59
Employment status of head
Employed:
Young families 212 6.558 4,775 1.546 2.67 1.68 0.67
Other tamilies 3.397 8.399 6.337 774 341 1.67 0.59
Uncmployed:
Young fimilies 11 4,756 3772 595 3.07 125 LT
Other Tamilies . » 166 5.864 3.581 596 3.49 1.64 0.76
Not i current labour force:
Young Familics 16 3, 3ihS 1,425 1,255 255 1.26 0.82
Other tamibies v 714 4,668 690 218 2.62 0.83 0.17
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TABLE 14. Selected Statistics of Families by Selected Characteristics, 1967 — Concluded

Education of head
Less than high school:
Young familics
Other families
Some high school:
Young familics
Other tamihes ...
Finished high schoal:
Young famifies
Other familics
Some university:
Young families . .

Other; fanulics .. =% . s

University degree:
Young familics
Other families

Age of hcad

Under 21 years ... .
21-24 years ...

Esuimated

number

‘000

43

1.863

99
1.209

64
706

22
204

12
295

28
211

Average

family
income

5.148
6.062

6,185
7.708

6.736
8,742

6.515
9

7.782
13,765

4.900
6.429

Average
head’s
carnings

$
3.986
4,277

4.614
6.066

4,790
7,081

4,002
7.749

4,717
12210

3.646
4,608

Selected staustics

Average

Average Average Average number
wife's family number of children
carnings size carners under
6 yecars

761 3.14 1.43 1.05
438 3.22 1.48 0.46
1333 2.83 1.59 0.81
780 337 1.59 0.61
1713 258 1.74 0.52
849 3.28 L5/ 0.54
2.152 2.37 173 0.37
1,256 8.25 1.64 0.53
2.793 2.14 0.14
925 338 1739 0.64
1.035 2.45 1.62 0.51
2.71 1.63 0.73

1.543
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Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Regions,
[T .

P'eicentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Sex, 1967.
Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Age. 1967.

Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Work Experi-
ence, 1967.

Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Education,

196G F
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TABLE 15. Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Regions, 1967

Region
Atlantic Sl Prairie British

Income group Canada Provinces Quebec Ontario Provinces Columbia

. =5 ' i per cent . Tl
Undef 35000 .0, amm.an. 18.8 15.0 29.5 14.5 11.1 16.0
8% 50D - S 9890 . .. s R 6.4 13.9 4.8 6.2 6.2 7.0
0T [ 1) T S DO W ol 9 = 8.7 14.8 7.4 8.2 10.2 6.2
1.500 - 1,999 — &1 . 8.8 11.9 ) 8.0 9.4 13.0
2.000 - 2.499 Suil 8.0 5.1 5.6 7.8 1.0
2,500 - 2,999 .. 6.9 5.6 74 6.3 9.8 30
3.000 - 3.499 10.6 9 93 8.9 14.1 14.7
3,500 - 3.999 .. 8.1 s 8.6 6.4 8.5 1.5
4,000 - 4.499 8.6 79 .8 10.8 7.8 6.2
4,500 - 4,999 . 5.3 2.9 4.2 19 52 2.4
5.000 - 5.499 4.5 0.5 30 7.0 3.6 6.7
SISO M. SAOSB. . ... LB 2.9 0.8 19 4.1 40 2.8
6.000 - 6,999 . . 30 0.8 35 34 1.4 6.7
TS0 7999 B 1 - 0.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 - -
BO00F- 91999 T 1. 0.9 0.6 1.2 0.4 2.8

10,000 and over ... . i 0.4 1.0 0.3

T S e TR S 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ! 000 332 26 106 106 64 29
Average income .. ; s A 2.648 2.091 2.280 3.014 2,744 2.942
Mecditg incomeM_ & & i = L s 2.623 1.769 2,111 3.066 2,771 3.132
Sample; sizep . 0w .. B S T . 878 159 201 207 227 84

Estimates are bascd on small sample and may be subgct to large sampling errors.

TABLE 16. Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Sex, 1967

Sex
Income group { T [ T 44 " Female

i | N S N AT L A o per cent
Under 8500 ... 18.8 1i.4 25.4
S SO0 - 32095 5, E 6.4 3.4 9.1
1.000 - 1.499 ... WLy 8.7 8.5 8.9
S0~ | NN . - . T L B i 8.8 8.7 8.8
210601 2 408t s tis - - . . 5.7 6.1 i
2SO FGOTRE. o WNEY . T g 6.9 5.4 8.2
3.000 - 3.499 10.6 9.1 11.9
3,500 - 3.999 .. 8.1 9.0 7.2
4000 - 4499 . 8.6 9.8 7S
4,500.- 4999 . .. 5.3 8l 38
5,000 - 5,499 .. 4.5 6.8 2.6
5,500 - 5.999,.... 29 6.0 0.3
6.000 - 6,999 .. 30 5.7 0.8
ZO0ON-, 73999 ... 0.4 0.6 0.3
8.000 - 9999 .. .. .. pl 1. Teny 8w 09 1.8 0.1
IIGHAraTndYayer aMie 4 a0l DL =4 W 0.4 0.7 0.1
MOfUsh . = sF gl W6 o8 o 18 | N . 100.0 100.0 100.0
| Estimaled numbeisa ... .. i1 N e 000 332 155 177
Avérapc Intemiia e o= 4% dlk. £y g . 2.648 3,266 2,105
Median income ... P s 2,623 3.360 1.881

Samplcibizee. N O REE . A 878 330 548
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TABLE 17. Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Age, 1967

Income group Total'

Under $500 . 18.8
S T DT S R g S e 6.4
1,000 - 1.499 8.7
1.500 - 1,999 8.8
2.000 - 2.499 5.7
2.500 - 2,999 69
B e i e 10.6
3.500 - 3.999 8.1
BLOBOLS Juuse. | o R T 8.6
4,500 - 4,999 S
S.000 - 5.499 4.5
5,500 - 5,999 29
AT T S SR e 3.0
7.000 - 7.999 0.4
8.000 - 9,999 0.9
10,000 and over . 0.4
Tokalsy €. %= - % = 100.0
Esumated numbers 332
Average income $ 2,648
Median income $ 2,623
STIRRINIRIAE o e e e - By 878

Age
gL
years

per cent

rJ

‘ONUNO\JSO'A—-NxU

NBRAR—U—O I RBN

100.0
201
2076
775
547

T R02247

years

N—PWES—Cm LA LLS
L= VOV LW O SR

r—
8 -
[— =g

126
3.638
3.708

316

Includes a small number of unattached youth 14-16 years of age for whom no scparate distribution is shown due to

small sample.

TABLE 18. Percentage Distribution of Unatiached Youth by Income Groups and Work Experience, ' 1967

Income group

Under $500

$ 500- 8999
1,000 - 1,499
1.500 - 1,999
2.000 - 2.499
2.500 - 2,999
3.000 - 3.499
3,500 - 3,999 .
4,000 - 4,499
4,500 - 4,999
5.000 - 5.499 .
5.500 - 5.999
6.000 - 6999
7.000 - 7.999
8.000 - 9.999 ;
10.000 and over .

Tatal

S O L2 N B th 00 20 O O LA 00 20 SO0
ChHETOVNW = 0OJX J&

_
8o
[N

1 R ——

Esumated numbers
Average income
Median income .
Sample size

332
g 2,648

AAAAAAAAAA $ 2.623

878

Work expenience in 1967

= e i S " Worked,
Worked not
full-time full-ume
i - pcr cent A ’
119 18.5
34 11.0
2.8 16.0
4.0 15.5
38 83
6.7 8.0
14.0 8.0
10.8 5.6
13.0 46
8.6 2.0
8.1 (k)
5.0 09
53 0.7
0.8 -
1.4 0.5
0.5
100.0 100.0
172 139
3.497 1.905
3.661 1.649
437

375

Refer to pp. 8 far definition of work experience.

Estimates are based on small sample and may be subject to large sampling errors,

Did not
work”

—uupe—f.\
e A ik >akanlis K RV

g
i Lk

20
100.0
21
662
328
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TABLE 19. Percentage Distribution of Unattached Youth by Income Groups and Education, 1967

Education

| ~ Less than Finished  Some

high Some high high university,

Income group Total school school school and degree

— | - ==l L4 LY | e LR —— =

Under $500 . 18.8 16.5 17% 224 14.8
$ 500 - 3% 999 6.4 122 3 ) S 4.6
1.000 - 1.499 8.7 12.1 8.9 8.1 8.2
1.500 - 1.999 8.8 48 10.9 5.7 13.2
20U - 22908 - | T o7 7.7 7.0 3.6 7.0
27507 I e TS S R 6.9 5.4 59 6.9 8.5
RY0 0 e 1) T S e e 10.6 14.6 8.7 12.1 8.6
BESOUN SIOITN B N, ...5..... ..} | s 8.1 10.6 7.6 8.7 6.4
dO0GF- 4090 ST o mm ) e 8.6 7.4 6.2 12.4 Sl
4500 - 4999 .. : 5.3 2.4 3.7 6.2 6.8
5.000 - 5.499 : 4.5 40 59 3.0 5.7
S50 - SROORETL B L5 T ) 20 1.4 53 1.4 34
GI000) - 6:999% " o Y e e 3.0 0.8 35 34 35
OO0 -~7.998= . t=ans. .. NOR- TR 0.4 = 0.2 1.5
SRO0.= 9999w B . 2 0.9 1.2 0.3 2.1
10.000 and over . el 34 0.4 02 0.5 0.6
Totals . L e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers.......... || I AT ‘000 332 28 91 137 76
JAVemdedincomegeul WD oy $ 2,648 2,286 2,645 2.596 2.878
SERoinchmci ke ahs s o 8 2,623 2,278 2.360 2,852 2,628
SAmplASIZEE=. - 878 80 237 361 200

Estimates are based on small sample and may be subject to large sampling errors.
) T
©  Includes degree and some university.
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TABLE 20. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups, Regions and Sex, 1967

Region
k- a¥ N i e _——

Income group Canada Provinces Qucbec Ontario

E TS per cent

Young family members
Under $500 . . : - . 27.0 323 19.2 26.4
$ 500 -8%$999 . . 18.3 19.3 146 20.8
1,000 - 1.499 1 10.8 IS 10.8 10.2
[T RS OIS e i T 8.4 10.2 9.6 7.8
2O E 27499 W ... ] [ 6.5 7.9 9.1 45
2 T LRI T s S S Sl 6.4 6.0 8.6 5.4
3.000 - 3,499 ... ; 6.6 4.6 9.7 5.6
350N WMAGDOR e MR N 49 3.5 6.1 49
4000 - 4499 . = 3.5 1.8 39 46
4,500 - 4999 . ] o et 235 1.0 3.1 I
SROR - 5400F < Y. WEAS T L 23 0.6 24 29
SRR - (5. 9D8E 1 E Y. .o By N 0.9 0.5 1= 1.0
6.000 - 6,999 - 1.3 0.6 1.2 (s
7.0000 - 57998 | T ... : i . 0.4 0.3 03 0.7
SODA MO0 e .. N L1 R (1) 0.1 0.2 0.2
I0IER0) andiOVEREL ... .. o bast.... B 0.1 0.1
Totals ... ol S Sl A W o - ... 8 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ... ... "000 1,391 138 457 447
AvGpage THEOMCE . .o e ool W08 1,749 1.383 2.045 1.815
Median.inBom™ ... S 45l cla T a8 1,218 959 1,782 151872
Sample.size = W L N e o R 5,596 1.287 1357 1,334
Male

WadcrdS SO0 " | k- 233 26.7 19.9 19.6
SNCREA-"FI099 5. ... el 19.0 21.5 15.0 21.9
IR0 (1. 499" . e o fali e o 10.8 113 9.9 10.7
1.500 - 1,999 8.8 10.5 9.0 8.7
2,000 - 2,499 .. 6.4 8.0 8.4 5.0
2,500 - 2.999 . 6.1 6.6 8.1 5.0
31000.-"3.499" . L. i, L M 6.1 5.0 9.1 5.0
BISHr- W Oo0alRY | & 'Tadlen el o 4.8 4.1 5.9 43
AT TN S e T iy [ 4.1 2.1 39 S
4.500 - 4999 .. ... 3.0 1.4 2.8 4.6
5000 - 5499 .. 34 0.7 2.5 4.5
B R R e el % 1.3 0.6 17 1.6
G -0 99T T ey 1.9 1.0 2.0 2. |
F 000 7008 T o e R 0.7 0.4 0.5 1.0
8,000 - 9999 . h -5 (0 0.1 0.1 0.3
I vandover e . ............ Lm0 0.1 0.1 0.1
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ... . 1o 000 836 88 263 270
Average income ...l $ 1.919 1,529 2119 2,083
Median income . ... ... LA $ 1.355 1.080 1,792 1,395
Samplel size £ = -2 =_ 5 - 3.359 825 747/ 792

Prairic
Provinces

340
19.6
12.1
6.4
5.2
5.6
4.6
4.7
2.8
1.7
147
0.5
0.4
0:2
0.3

100.0

214
1.446
908

1,076

300
(e
18:1
7.4
54
46
4.3
5.4
3.6
2.4
2
0.8
0.4
0.3
0.2

100.0

132
1.580
1019

641

British
Columbia

38.6
19.8
10.3
7.4
4.1
4.5
4.7
20
1.8
0.4
24
0.8
2.6
0.6

100.0

135
1.384
790

542

322
&2
9.3
B
4.9
S22
44
3o
2.6
0.7
36
1.0
4.2
1.0

100.0

83
1,693
964

330
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TABLE 20. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups. Regions
and Sex, 1967 — Concluded

Income group

Female

Under $500

§ 500

1.000 -

1,500
2.000
2,500
3.000
3,500
4.000
4,500

S.000 -

S.500
6.000
7.000
8.000

$ 999
1.499
1.999
2.499
2.999
3.499
3.999
4,499
4.999
5.499
5,999
6.999
7.999
9,999

10,000 and over

Totals ...

Estimated numbers

Average income .

Mcdian income

Sample size

Region
= T T Adlantic F "~ Prairic
Canada Provingces Quebec Ontario Provinces
T = = = S pereent | L I
82:5 4.2 18.2 36.9 40.6
,,,,, 17.3 15.4 14.2 19.0 197
,,,,,,, 10.9 1.3 12.1 9.3 10.5
,,,,, L7 9.6 10.3 6.4 49
6.5 /%) 10.2 38 5.0
6.9 5.0 9.1 6.0 yi |
1.4 39 10.6 6.5 32
49 2.5 6.5 59 36
p iy 1.3 4.0 29 1.7
1.9 0.4 16 1% 0.5
0.6 0.5 0.7 0.6 0.5
0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 -
,,,,, 0.3 0.2 0.6 04
0.1 - 0.2 -
0.1 0.2 0.4
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
‘000 595 50 194 176l 82
.3 1.494 1.127 1.944 1.404 1,229
.$ 1014 75% 1,770 846 741
2,237 462 586 542 435

British
Columbia

P

—_—h
OO QCOULWNULA—=T X

L, Wrlu B OWE N~

100.0
52
892
583
212

TABLE 21. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups and Type of Area and

Sex. 1967
Young family members Male Female
Urhan Rural " Urban Rural ~Urban  Rural
lncome group Total areas arcas Total arcas arcas Total arcas arcas
. et~ D) . s TR e R
Under $500 270 26.3 29.7 233 22.6 26.0 325 g5 374
§ 500 - $999 18.3 18.2 18.7 19.0 19.1 18.9 17.3 17.0 18.3
1000 - 1.499 10.8 1o 10.3 10.8 111 Wig 10.9 10.7 1.8
1.500 - 1.999 8.4 8.0 98 8.8 8.7 9.0 1.7 7.0 1.5
2,000 - 2,499 6.5 6.5 6.2 6.4 6.5 6.2 6.5 6.6 6.1
2.500 - 2,999 6.4 6.5 6.1 6.1 X | 6.8 6.9 7.4 4.5
3.000 - 3.499 6.6 6.8 5.9 6.1 5.8 [ 7.4 8.2 <15
3,500 - 3.999 4.9 5.1 4.1 4.8 5.2 36 49 49 22
4,000 - 4499 35 37 30 4.1 42 3.8 7 3.0 L2
4300 - 4999 25 29 1.2 3.0 34 1.4 1k9 2.2 0.7
S.000 - 5,499 23 23 2.0 34 3:5 28 0.6 0.6 0.4
5.500 - 5,999 0.9 0.8 1.0 I3 18 1.6 0.2 0.2
6,000 - 6.999 1.3 1.2 1.4 159 1.8 2.1 0.3 0.4
7.000 - 7.999 04 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.6 1.0 0.1 0.1
T R T R S 0.2 0.2 0.2 02 0.1 0.2
10,000 and over - 8 0.1 0.1 0.1
GE . e .. e A 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers . "000 1.391 1.108 283 836 647 189 555 461 94
Average income -3 1.749 1.784 1.614 1.919 1.948 1.819 1.494 1553 1.204
Median income = 1.218 1.251 1.080 1.355 1£377 7, 1,269 1.014 1,067 855
Sample size 5.596 4,248 1.348 3.359 2.458 901 2.287 1,790 447




gy L

TABLE 22. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups, Age and Sex, 1967

Age
14-16 17-21
Income group Total years years
= e i B [} TiE= 7perccnl G
Young family members
Unde SSOlRes = Lo " 270 77.5 19.7
$ 500 -%5999 .. ! 18.3 19/ 21.6
1.000 - 1,499 . . 10.8 3.8 13.5
1.500 - 1,999 .. 8.4 (0159 10.5
2.000 - 2.499 . 6.5 0.5 7.8
2.500 - 2.999 ... . 6.4 0.3 7.0
S - 3,499 ... 0. 6.6 - S
IS0 T8O T S =, 49 0.1 4.8
4000 - 4499 s 3.5 3.1
AN 49900 o M - 8 2 1.9
RL 0 ST [ S 2.3 1.4
SLSDO™- 550981 0.9 0.5
6.000 - 6999 . 1.3 04
7.000 - 7.999 .. 0.4 0.2
8.000 - 9999 . . 0.2 0.1
10.000 and over .. L

M D o SR CNL T A - 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers 1.391 236 930
Average income . 1,749 322 1.709
Median income . 1218 323 1,322
SaAmple” QEe ~ove. Lok 5.596 1.053 3.709

Male

Undcr $5008 s 233 72.5 15.8

$ 500 -%5999 . 19.0 22.2 2.2
1.000 - 1.499 - 10.8 4.0 13.5
1.500 - 1.999 8.8 0.4 1.0
2,000 - 2,499 . 64 0.6 7.7
2,500 - 2,999 . 6.1 - 6.8
3.000 - 3.499 . 6.1 0.1 6.8
3.500 - 3.999 4.8 0.1 o)
4,000 - 4,499 4.1 39
4,500 - 4999 30 2.9
SO - SHOG = ot | Sl L 34 2.3
5.500 - 5999 . . 1.3 0.8
6.000 - 6,999 1.9 0.7
TR OO B e o 0.7 0.3
8.000 - 9999 0.2 0.1
10.000 and over 0.1

Totals ... 100.0 100.0 100.0
EsimaiCdsnuombess .. .. ) s b N8 000 836 142 541
Average income ... pe. 1919 354 1,867
MR Nt~ L 5 ... 50 s. $ 1.35§ 346 1.443
Sample size T . 31359 622 2071

Female

Wnderl $S00. 48 i 842.5 85.2 p.oY

B apS00r-8 9995 . . 17.3 9.7 208
SRR RO || 8 = 10.9 34 13.5
00 - 189990, .. .7 0.6 9.8
2,000 - 2,499 . ... 6.5 04 7.9
2500 - 2999 6.9 (.7 3
3:000 _-13.499." .. . R 7.4 8.5
2)s ) o R L) SRR T T e i 49 44
4,000 - 4499 AR 19
4.500 - 4,999 ~ 1.9 0.5
00E- LS14D9)) Wkl el T, " 0.6 0.2
5.500 - 5,999 .. 0.2 o
6.000 - 6.999 0.3 -
7.000 - 7.999 0.1 4
BOBOL 49989 - - la.ath 0.1 0.1
10,000 and over ...

Totals ... 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimateed numbersas. . = ........«....7. 4 000 SO 94 389
AVERIgE-Hneorme "8 el m o $ 1,494 273 1.488
Madifin §ncome ™. L3R . 1 sl $ 1.014 295 1.154
Sariple Size ... 20237 431 1.538

years

S—pLwxXoS OIS uuNnA
AO = tA = O WS QWL o0 =

..
N 8o
" © W

3416
3.382

20
w
&

SNNASOHXIOCONDIAL
XD W= O LA OO D

)
(- -

153
3.549
3.440

566

CoN—wRSESD I nw
WL AWANDSAONTOLEDL

o &
]

3.131
329
268

RED ST
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TABLE 23. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups. Work Experience and
Sex, 1967

Work experience in 1967

Worked,
Worked not Did npt
Income group Total full-time full-time work
o b rd . X ] = | pe e Smya = A
Young family members
Under $500 ... W N i 27.0 2.6 364 54.)
$ S00-5999 L. : 18.3 32 247 23%
1,000 - 1,499 ; 10.8 44 1347 7.0
IS 1093 0 e N 8.4 6.1 94 73l
RIODOS: 2,499 .. o i I o 6.5 9.2 54 28
205004 2.999 .. ot v 6.4 1355 36 1.8
3.000 - 3.499 1 6.6 15.4 3.0 1.9
3.500 - 3.999 ’ 49 132 1.4 L9
4.000 - 4.499 iy . 35 10.2 0.8
LT gr] ol e S 2.5 7.6 0.5
BRSO ™ i %3 6.7 0.4
5.500 - 5.999 . ! - 0.9 24 0.3
6.000 - 6,999 . la3 38 0.2
7000 - 7999 e 4 ! 0.4 i2 0.1
BOOOTE B 9980 2 e 2. ; 0.2 0.4
10,000 and over ... . A e 0.1
T S S I 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers ... . o, OU0 1,391 409 943 39
Average income ... LS 1,749 3.403 1,076 A
MEdRnghcome ... % Y 1.218 3.356 CAp 463
Sample size b i e 5,596 1.459 3,970 167
Male
UndengSi-s8 —3— = M= S8 1> v 283 2.6 309 438
SF SOURMSOR0R. e 19.0 285 25.4 26.3
1,000 - 1,499 : 10.8 %1 ) 138 8.9
S0 = I1.R88 < = e i 8.8 4.6 10.4 C L)
2.000 - 2,499 i 6.4 6.8 6.4 42
2,500 - 2,999 S 6.1 10.4 4.5 1.8
3.000 - 3,499 . - 4 : 6.1 124 3.7 38
3.500 - 3999 3 4.8 129 1424 2.0
4.000 - 4.499 ' : 4.1 1189 it
4.500 - 4.999 ] 3.0 9.3 oS
5000 - 5.499 E = 34 0.8 0.5
§.500% 59990 = 4 e 1.3 38 04
6,000 - 6,999 L 1.9 5.9 0.4
7.000 - 7,999 Ay 0.7 2.1 0.2
8000 - 9999 _. ... . 0.2 0.6 -
10.000 and over 0.1 0.2 0.1
iigtals \....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Esumated numbers.. ... .. .. 000 836 232 584 20
Avcrage tncome o .3 1,919 1.786 1E232 860
Mcdian income $ 1,355 3.790 878 619
Sample size . g - 3.359 826 2,449 84

See footnote(s) at ¢nd of 1able.
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TABLE 23. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups, Work Experience and

Sex, 1967 — Concluded

Income group

Under $500

$ 500-%999 .
1,000 - 1,499
1.500 - 1.999 ...
2,000 - 2,499 ...
2,500 - 2,999
3,000 - 3,499
3,500 - 3.999
4,000 - 4,499 Wt
450004999 .0 1.
5.000 - 5499 . .
5.500 - 5.999
6000 - 6998 . . ST
7,000 - 7,999
8.000 - 9.999

10.000 and over ...
[IiotalSip. . .. |1,
Estiiiated numbersts. =7 ol 000
AvSiagcuingon B LN a0 $
R G Income " b s $

Sample size

Work experience in 1967

Worked
Total full-time
i per cent

528 2.6
17.3 42
10.9 6.1
1)) 8.0
6.5 12.4
6.9 17.6
7.4 19.4
4.9 13.5
D7 79
1.9 5.4
0.6 %)
0.2 0.5
0.3 1.0
0.1 -
0.1 0.2
160.0 100.0
555 176
1.494 2,900
1.014 2979
N237 633

Workcd. .

not

full-time

ST
COCOD =W aWWL

—_— T wwwoc oD UL

oo

:

359
854
599
1.521

Estimates are bascd on small sample and may be subject to large sampling errors.

Did not
work?

NN
£ T ey
O AT =W

100.0

20
569
389

83

TABLE 24. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups, Education and Sex.

1967
Education
Less than " Finished -y i3 -
high Some high high Some )
Income group Total school school school university Degree
e ATOR g® a1 y - hiEe sl i it
Young family members

Lindeg 500" "1 4. 2. 27.0 ] 38.5 L]y 14.3 Sl
$ 7500 - $999 ... 18.3 13.3 199 12.9 280 S
1.000 - 1,499 .. 10.8 12.3 7.6 12.6 17.5 14.9
15500, - 13989"" .. - 8.4 9.8 5.8 8.9 14.8 11.9
2000 - 2.4991......... 6.5 8.7 5.6 5.8 8.1 -7
2500~ 298 . o 6.4 7.0 5.8 8.8 43 8.7
3,000 - 3,499 6.6 6.8 5.0 12.3 2.6 a <]
45007 3,998k . 49 98 3.8 89 29 9.6
4,000 - 4,499 3.5 34 2.3 6.4 2.1 8.9
4,500 - 4,999 25 1.2 2% %) 20 58
SIDOOREC 5. 4098 & . LA 243 2.4 1.5 4.1 14 2.6
SO0, 5.999F ¢ 0.9 1.0 0.6 1) 0.6 4.0
GI0GOL- 6,999 W1 T R 1.3 1.6 0.8 1.8 0.7 1.1

TOROF- 7ROOIR % . .. 0.4 0.2 0.3 14l 0.1

8.000 - 9.999 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2

10.000 and over . 0.1 0.2
G o ST . RO e, 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0
BEstimated) nlmBers. Nk, ... Ca8n ‘000 1.391 189 677 320 187 18
Verdpcr inCOMe! s, o ...t Sl $ 1.749 1,766 1,408 2,474 1.604 3.033
MEdiankinsbiEl. . . B T ST $ 1,218 1.391 791 2.374 1.219 2,758
5,596 877 2,676 1.234 741 68

Sampletsize”. . ...

See footnote(s) at end of table.
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TABLE 24. Percentage Distribution of Young Family Members by Income Groups, Education and Sex,
1967 — Concluded

Less than
high
Income group Total school
Male
D | o i o P 23.3 23.7
$ 500 -8 999 19.0 13.3
1.000 - 1.499 10.8 9.7
1,500 - 1.999 8.8 8.8
2.000 - 2.499 6.4 8.5
2,500 - 2.999 6.1 7.4
3.000 - 3,499 6.1 8.1
3.500 - 3.999 . 48 78
4,000 - 4499 4.1 4.1
4,500 - 4999 30 1.8
5.000 - 5.499 34 34
5.500 - 5,999 13 1.5
6.000 - 6999 1.9 2.3
7.000 - 7.999 0.7 0.3
8.000 - 9999 0.2
10.000 and over .. 0.1

i) R e SRR S 100.0 100.0
Estimated numbers... ... ... ... 000 836 129
Average income .. - . 1.919 2,014
Median income . 1Y 1,355 1.688
Sample size 3,359 616

Female
Wder "S500°_ . 1\, 32.5 342
$ SO0 - §999 17.3 13.4
1.000 - 1.499 109 17.8
1L SO0L: [[.9889" ... 7.7 11.8
2000 - 2499 . 6.5 9.2
2.500 - 2,999 6.9 6.1
3.000 - 3.499 7.4 4.0
3.500 - 3.999 49 1.5
4,000 - 4499 7 1.7
4,500 - 4,999 1.9 -
5.000 - 5,499 0.6 0.3
5.500 - 5,999 0.2
6.000 - 6.999 03
7.000 - 7.999 5 0.1
2.000 - 9999%...... = 0.1
10,000 and over .

Totals ... 100.0 100.0
Esumated numbers. .. . 000 535 61
Average income : . s 1.494 1,240
Mcdian income .. pama hY 1.014 1.067

2.237 261

Sample size

All young family member sample is very small and ecstimates may be subject to large sampling errors. Sample sizes by
sex are much 100 small upon which to base esumates.
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SECTION 11

Summary

This section examines the labour force behaviour
of young wives and young family members in rela-
tion to their family and their own individual charac-
teristics. Married women'’s participation has been
examined much in past research' both in Canada and
the United States and their analysis in this section is
basically repeating the old exercise with new data.
Analysis of the labour force participation of young
family members in relation to individual and family
characterisues seems very limited using Canadian
data’ although some work has been done in the
United States.” This s unfortunate since this is such a
large group - approximately 2.9 million individuals
in 1967 and a misunderstanding of the behaviour of
this group could casily have unexpected effects on
such variables as the labour force participation rate
and the unemployment rate. As will be seen, some
interesting results concerning the labour force partici-

pation of this group are obtained despite the lack of
sophisticiation 1n the analysis. It is hoped that future
work in this area will overcome some of these
weaknesses.

In what follows. the next section outlines briefly,
and avoids some of the theoretical subtleties therein.
a type of theory that has been used to explain labour
force participation of wives. The main ideas of this
theory are also applicable to young family members.
After this theoretical specification the possible mea-
surable variables are considered along with their ap-
praisal for measuring the theoretical constructs. Then
some special problems in using ungrouped data (i.e.
individual observations) are discussed and finally the
empirical results for young wives and young family
members are presented.

Labour Force Participation of Wives in Young Families

This section examines the factors which deter-
mine the labour force behaviour of married women
ustng disaggregated individual data from the 1967
Survey of Consumer Finances. The first section out-
lines briefly the economic theory that has been devel-
oped to explain labour force behaviour of family
members. After this theoretical specification the pos-
sible measurable variables are considered along with
their appropriateness for measuring the theoretical
economic constructs. Problems with using disaggre-
gated data are examined and empirical results are
presented.

' Sce as examples the following:

W.G. Bowen and T.A. Fincgan. The Economics of Labour
Force Participation, Princelon. NJ., Princeton Unviersily Press.
1969. Jacob Mincer. “Labour Force Participation of Muarried
Women™. 1o 4spects of Labour Econontics. A Conference of the
Umversiies. National Bureau of Economic Rescarch (Princeton:
Princeton University Press. 1962).

Glen G. Can. Married Women in the Labour Force, An Eco-
nomic Analysis. The University of Chicagao Press. Chicago and Lon-
don, 1966, Richard N. Rossel. “Working Wives: An Economic
Study”. in Studiexs tn Household Econontic Behaviour New Haven:
Yale University Press. 1958 Byron G. Spencer and Dennis C.
Featherstone. Murricd Female Labour Force Participation: A Micro
Study Special Labour Foree Studices, Series B, No. 4, Statistics Can-
ada, 1970.

Sytvia Ostry. The Female Worker in Canada. 1961 Census
Monograph. Statisucs Canada. 1968.

Malcom S Cohen. Samuel A. Rea, Jr.. and Robert . Lorman,
A Micro Muodel of Labour Supply. BLS Staff Paper 4. U.S. Depari-
ment of Labour, 1970

Theory’

A theory of labour supply for married women or
other family members must take into account two
considerations - first decisions with respect to con-
sumption, work and leisure are to a large extent fam-
ily decisions and second. their relevant work-leisure
choices.

Work-leisure Choice

For married women. iand to a lesser degree for
all family members, a theory of labour supply based
on the dichotomous choice between leisure time and
market work is not realistic. Accordingly when labour
supply is determined residually from the demand for
letsure time, and assuming leisure is a normal good,
an autonomous increase i income does not necessar-
ily mean a decrease in the supply of market work
since the choice between leisure and market work is
not dichotomous. Work for married women consti-
tutes both “home work™ and market work.' An in-

by -
© Any work that has been done hikely has used the 14-24
population as the group for analysis and not just those who are
family members.
A5 . 4 2 o
The studics by Bowen and Fincgan and BLS Staft Paper
4,referred 1o n footnote |
4%y . . a2
Fhis presentation draws heavily on the works of Jacob
Mincer and Glen G. Cain rel'erred to in tootnote 1,
3 |- 5
By an autonomous change in income is meant a change n
income 1nduced independently of the change of the individuals
Wage rate.
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crease in income will lead to a decrease in work
broadly defined to include home and market work.
Whether market work increases or decreases depends
on the degree of substitutability between the wife’s
labour input and other factors of production at home.

“It may be concluded therefore that, given the
income elasticity of demand for home goods and for
leisure, the extent to which income differentially af-
fects hours of work in the two sectors depends on the
ease with which substitution in home production or
consumption can be carried out. The lesser the substi-
tutability the weaker the negative income effect on
hours of work at home and the stron§er the income
effect of hours of work in the market”.

This phenomena may be observed in families
with different home production characteristics - for
example, families with and without small children.
Substitutes for mother’s care of small children are
more difficult to find than those for most other kinds
of household production. It is likely that a change in
income will affect hours of market work of the
mother more strongly when small children are pre-
sent than at other times in the life cycle.

The Decision Unit

To a large extent an individual family member’s
decisions with respect to work and leisure are not
made independently of those of other family mem-
bers. Some family members are better at doing some
types of chores and work than others and the pattern
of individual work within the family will reflect this.
Similarly earnings and incomes of individual family
members are generally combined and individual de-
cisions made on the basis of the total family income
rather than their own individual income. An increase
in income for any one family member, holding the
others fixed. will result in an increased demand for
leisure for all family members (and also an increased
demand for all other consumption goods).

The above considerations lead to a model in
which the economic determinants of market labour
input of an individual family member are family in-
come. the market wage of the individual considered
and of other family members. and the “home wage”
of the individual and other family members. More
precisely the relevant variables can be defined as
follows:’

M = the amount of market labour supplied by
the wife.
Yf = family income. defined as non wage and

salary income plus the maximum wage and

b F
Mincer, p.67.
7 . : i
From Cain, p.8. The cxpression “non wage and salary in-
come™ has been subsiiluted for “the return on the non-human capi-
tal of the fanuly™

salary earnings available to the family. It is
thus a potential income concept.

Wm = market wage rate of the wife determined
by her market skills and the market demand
for these skills.

Wh = home wage rate of the wife determined by
her home skills and the family demand for
those skills. The family demand will be based
on the family income and tastes for home
goods.

Om = a market wage rate for other family
members (not including the wife).

Oh = a home wage rate for other family
members (not including the wife).

Tm = the wife’s tastes for market work relative
to home work and leisure.

u = an error term including tastes for work by
other family members and prices for such
relevant commodities as domestic service,
restaurant meals, capital goods used in the
production of home commodities, rent of
dwelling units, etc.

Some of these variables are unobservable in any form
and for others proxies are available. Consequently
simplifications and approximations are necessary to
make the model subject to empirical estimation.

(a) No information on hours of market labour force
activity supplied by the individual is available.
One proxy for this is weeks in labour force. How
reasonable this is depends on how strong the re-
lationship is between hours of labour input and
weeks in the labour force. Another variable used
is the participation rate. This may cause biases
since this variable says little about the extent® of
labour force activity. If one can conclude that
groups that tend to participate more in the la-
bour force have a greater extent of labour force
activity then this may be a reasonable variable to
use as a proxy for labour force input. Both varia-
bles are used in regressions and results
compared.

(b) Family income will be expressed as the sum of
the wife’s and husband’s earnings plus non-wage
income.

Thus Yf = Yn + Yh + Yw where Yn = non-earned
income and Yh and Yw represent earnings of hus-
band and wife respectively. This assumption will be
fairly realistic for young families since the main in-
come earners in the families under study will be the
husband and the wife.

(c) Om will be replaced by Wh, the wage of the hus-
band. There will be very few young families with
more earners than the husband and the wife.

* Cain discusses this point on page 80.
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(d) Oh is dropped on the assumption that all hus-
bands have the same productivity in the home.

(e) The wife's home wage Wh is also unobservable.
Some control over this is achieved by taking into
account the presence or absence of children in
the family represented by CS. This could also be
a reflection of tastes for home work.

Another variable included is whether or not the
family owns their home designated by HS. The
“owning” category includes those who own their
home outright and those who are purchasing their
home and likely have little equity in the house. Un-
doubtedly most young family homeowners will he in
the second category. The next question would be what
does this variable represent and what labour force
response would one expect to a change in this varia-
ble. To some extent this variable may represent in-
creased tastes for home work with less propensity to
participate in the labour force. One could also argue
thai, since a downpayment for a house is very signif-
icant, in these families which do not own their home
the impetus for participation by the wife is the desire
to raise a downpayment for the house. Consequently
those who do not own their home will parucipate
more and homeowners will participate less.

With the preceding assumptions the model can
be expressed in linear form as follows:

M =m + aYf + bWm + ¢CS + dWh + eHS
+ fTm + u 1

There are certain a priori expectations for the
signs of the various coefficients.

(1) a represents an “income effect” which one
would expect to be negative i.e., as family in-
come increases with all other variables un-
changed the wife will supply less labour.

{11) b represents a “substitution effect’” which we
expect to be positive i.e., as the wife’s wage
increases. leisure becomes more expensive
with the result that the wife will supply more
labour.

(1i1) ¢ should be negative. As the wife’s home wage
increases she will substitute home work for
market work.

(iv) d should be negative. As the husband's wage
rises compared to the wife adjustments will
take place in the labour supply of each indi-
vidual. The wife will supply less labour to the
market.

(v) e will be negative if the preceding argument
about home ownership is valid.

(vi) f. the coefficient for tastes, which has not been
discussed yet should be positive. An increased
taste for market work should lead to increased
labour input. As will be seen later this variable

is very difficult to handle with individual di-
saggregated data.

d is expected to be small and will be excluded, i.e.
very little adjustment of wife’s labour force activity to
a change in husband’s wage holding all other varia-
bles constant.

Since only a single equation model is being in-
vestigated the wife’s income will be excluded from
family income and incorporated into the wage varia-
ble and husband’s income from all sources (Yh) used
to represent other family income. Thus the model can
be arranged as follows:

M =m + aYh + bWm + ¢CS + eHS + fTm
+ u 1(a)

Thus the coefficient of the wife’s wage contains an
income (-) and a substitution effect (+) and the co-
efficient will depend on the relative strengths of the
two opposing forces (in “reasonable’ ranges it is usu-
ally positive).

The fact that the data being used are ungrouped
individual data presents additional empirical prob-
lems. Use of data in this form usually approaches the
concept of the basic decision making unit that is sug-
gested by economic theory. However, they also pre-
sent problems of a different nature. Aggregated data
do have advantages since they are thought to repre-
sent the “average™ or “typical” unit to which eco-
nomic theory refers. For example, the average wages
within two areas likely represent better the typical
difference in wages between two areas than do the
earnings of two individuals selected at random. How-
ever, the conceptual link between aggregate results
and individual behaviour has to be accepted for the
aggregate procedure to represent average individual
behaviour. Use of disaggregated data tends to over-
come this conceptual problem. Disaggregated data
are also very advantageous in that they usually have
many observations and many more variables can be
incorporated into the model without losing too many
degrees of freedom. However data of this sort also
has limitations - these will be examined with respect
to the problem at hand.

(i) Tastes - Taste factors may tend to “wash out”
in aggregation but may be very important in dealing
with individual units. If the units of analysis are
groups of individuals in different areas then it is
more reasonable to assume equal tastes over an area
rather than over individuals. Also such area analysis
can take account of different tastes in the areas in re-
lation to age and sex distributions. or other variables
that seem relevant. This type of procedure may also
be used to distinquish different tastes in individual
analysis - for example region of residence, type of



area, age etc. But the problem with this is to what ex-
tent does the inclusion of such variables standardize
for different tastes or incorporate the effects of other
variables? For example, accounting for regional dif-
ferences in tastes. 1f there are any, may just be a re-
flection of regional income differences which have
already been taken into account. The approach will
be to include some variables which are thought to
represent different tastes but very few of them
because of problems they present in interpretation.
Another variable which might reflect different tastes
for homework would he whether or not the family
owns their home which has been introduced for this
reason. It is also felt that the group under study -
wives in young families - does represent a reasonably
homogeneous population with respect to tastes.

(ii) Income - In the theory it is mentioned that
the relevant income concept is the potential income.
The current income for a particular individual may
be different than his potential income. This requires
some method of estimating permanent income. It has
also been argued that there is a labour force response
to transitory income (difference between potential
income and actual income).” Here we will be using
observed income only and hope this is reasonable
proxy for potential income although on an individual
hasis this may be a tenuous assumption.

(iii) Wage rate - The problem here is what is the
wage potential of a wife who is not in the market.
She surely has a potential wage rate which has influ-
enced her decision. One study™ has estimated “poten-
tial earnings capacity”™ of wife using occupational
and educational data. In the present study some con-
trol over this variable is achieved by using an educa-
tion variable. This variable may also reflect differ-
ences in tastes for market work as well but it is impos-
sible 1o disentangle both effects.

In summary the equation used for empirical esti-

mauon 1s:

M m + aYh + bEDw + ¢CS + eHS + u
= m + aYh + bIED1 + b2ED2 + b3ED3
+ b4ED4 + elHS1 + e2HS2 + cICSI
H 2GS0 1(b)

Where M = labour force participation of wife
(1) in or not in labour force April 1968 (LFP)

(2) weeks 1n labour force during 1967 (WILF)
Yh = observed income of husband during 1967

The following represents the education levels of the
wife included in the regression:

Q_Scc Mincer.
" Sec Cain. pp 92-93.
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ED1 = less than high school education

ED2 = some high school education

ED3 high school complete or some university
ED4 = university degree

HS1
HS2

CS1 = no children under 6 present in family
CS2 = children under 6 present in family

home owned by family
home not owned by family (other)

and EDi. i=1.4; HSi. i=1.2: CSi, i=1,2; are dummy
variables taking a value of | if the individual is in the
corresponding ith category and a value of 0
otherwise.

This model was tested using a sample of 914
husband-wife families where the husband was
between the ages of 14 and 24.

Proceeding from the theoretical construct to the
formulation of the model actually tested brings to
mind the following quotation:

“It is common for an analysis of survey data to
be preceded by an elaborate theoretical model con-
taining terms with no operational measures. The
“assumptions and implications” of that model are
then subjected to “test” in a subsequent analysis. But
the analysis design bears little resemblance to the
original model, and frequently what is tested is
mostly the assumptions of the model, rather than its
“implications”. (Or those implications are themselves
any reasonable man’s assumptions.) Hence the orig-
inal model served largely as window dressing. If the
model served to direct attention to the particular
behavioral parameters of greatest importance
(because important economic implications would be
sensitively altered in the model system when those
parameters changed), then it would serve a useful
purpose. Or if there were competing models (hypoth-
eses) the choice between which required a particular
statistical analysis, again the theoretical discussion
would serve a useful purpose. But too much of the
time unbelievable assumptions (requiring foresight
or insight that people are unlikely to have) are tested
rather than asking more broadly what really did de-

e Ul

termine behaviour™.

In this case the model does direct attention to the
particular behavioural parameter of greatest eco-
nomi¢ importance and the model likely does not serve
as “window dressing” since the theoretical construct

" John B. Lansing and James N. Morgan, Economic Survey
Methods. The University of Michigan. Ann Arbor. Michigan, 1971.



1s simple with reasonable assumptions and with care-
ful planning can act as a guide to the type of ques-
tions one needs to ask to test the model more thor-
oughly and obtain more accurate parameter
estimation.

For wives in young economic families four re-
gressions are presented - two use the dichotomous
variable “in labour force - not in labour force™ as the
dependent variable and two use “weeks 1n the labour
force™ as the dependent variable. With each depen-
dent variable income is used as a continuous variable
and as a set of dummy variables with various income
clusses being used as dummy variables. This permits
the relationship between participation and income to
take a free form and not be restricted by the linearity
assumption of regression 1. It also permits an exami-
nation of the reasonableness of the lincarity assump-
tion used in the regression 1 using income in the lin-
ear form.

(i) Labour Force Participation as Dependent
Variable

There are some technical issues involved in using
dummy variables as a dependent variable. Statisti-
cilly the use of such a variable results in unbiased es-
timates of parameters but inconsistent estimates of
standard errors. Some analysis of standard errors us-
ing such regressions indicates that the standard errors
obtained may be too conservative.”” In any case stan-
dard errors and other statistical measures used here
are only of approximate numerical accuracy. They

Regression 1

5il

LFP(w) = 524 - 175 ED1 - 040 HSI1
- 062 ED2 + 012 HS2
+ .106 ED3
+ 311 ED4
F 211 .32 2:25 A
RSQ INC . 0.051 0.002
Regression F = 5880

should only be interpreted in a very ordinal way by
concluding that a group of variables or a certain co-
efficient would appear to be significant on the basis of
the various test statistics.

Another point relates to the interpretation of the
prediction of a dependent variable which is dichoto-
mous given the various independent variables. Tt
should be interpreted as a probability that 4 person
with a given set of characteristics will be in the labour
force. Thus, if a prediction of (.75 is obtained for a
group of individuals with a given set of characteris-
tics then 75 of 100 people would be expected to score
I (i.e. be in the labour force) and 25 out of 100 zero
(not in the labour force).

There may be problems with cases where the
predicted probability is less than 0 or greater than I.
This would likely only happen in cases of very pecu-
liar combinations of characteristics of which there
may be very few in the real world or if such predic-
tions were commonplace one would question the ap-
propriateness of the specified model. This problem
does not arise with the regressions performed here."”

(a) Income as a Continuous Independent Variable

A simple least squares regression using labour.
force participation “in-out of labour force™ of Apnl
1968 (LLFP) as the dependent variable and education
(ED), housing status (HS), child staws (CS) and hus-
band’s income in continuous form (Yh) as the inde-
pendent variables gives the following result:

4219 GSI -0 185Yih (000's)
- .184 €S2

187.2 53
0.149 0.004

R Bar Square = 0275

**Signtticant at less than 95% but greater than 75% level.

RSQ.UNC. = the increment to R square obtained when the variable or group of variables
under consideration are included after all the other variables have already been included.
It 1s monotonically related to the parual correlation coefficient.

All the F-statsiics are significant at least ai the 95% level except where indicated. The
-statisties for pairwise comparison of coeflicients are found in the Appendix.

This regression. as have all the others in this
paper. has the characterisuic that the constant term
caleulated at the mean income gives the grand mean
or the parucipatton rate of wives in all young hus-
band and wife families and the weighted sum
(weighted by their respective population proportions)

" TFhis is referred o in an Appendix study in Bowen and
Fincgan.

of coefficients of each group of dummy variables is
equal to zero. Each coefficient estimates the expected
difference between the grand mean and the mean for
the group under consideration given similarity on all
other characteristics. For example, the coeflicient for
EDL1 is - 175. This means that given similarity in all

¥ Rosset. p-74 discusses lhis problem.
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other variables in the regression wives with less than
high school education have a participation rate of
approximately 18 percentage points less than all
young wives on the average. The difference between
the coefficient for ED1 and ED2 being .113 indiciates
that wives with some high school education will have
a participation rate approximately 11 percentage
points higher than wives with less than high school
education (all other variables being given). Similar
interpretations hold for other coefficienis.

On the basis of the F-statistics child status (CS).
education (ED), and income of the husband (Yh) are
very significant explanatory variables and housing
status is also significant at a fairly high level. In fami-
lies where there are no children under 6 years of age

the wife is approximately 40% more likely to be a la-
bour force participant than in families where there
are children under 6. This difference occurs even
though the families would be similar in respect to all
other characteristics included in the regressions. As
the wife’s formal education level increases there is an
increase in the probability of her being in the labour
force. Thus is expected if education is a proxy for po-
tential earnings.

The income effect as estimated by the equation
indicates that for every $1.000 increase in income of
the husband. the wife will be less likely to participate
in the labour force by about 2%. This agrees with the
theoretical expectation if leisure is considered a nor-
mal good.

STATEMENT 25. Adjusted and Unadjusted Labour Force Participation Rates of Wives in Young

Families, April, 1968

Unadjusted

us Adjustcd
Predictor partici- Mcan partici- Mcan Proportion
pation devia- pation devia- of
rates tion ratcs lon sample
Child stas: BT T 1T 7 - =
No children under 6 69.4 FLES.6 65.5 =203 45.7
Children under 6. 21.8 <220 25.8 -18.5 54.3
Education:
Less than high school... ... 20.0 -23.8 32.2 -1L.6 14.4
Somc high school ... ... 358 - 8.0 7.5 - 6.2 42.7
High school or some university .. 58.9 +15.1 543 +10.5 39.8
[D.5: [JUNE - Py 68.5 +24.7 748 +310 31
Housing status:
Homerownedh ™. . L8 Tl 345 598 39.7 - 4.1 23.7
(O o | S 472 + 3.4 44.9 + .1 76.3

Statement 25 gives differences in participation
(adjusted and unadjusted) for the various predictors.
Such a table permits a comparison of participation
rates of wives characteristics “before and after” i.e.,

column | gives the participation for the group under
consideration without taking into account intercorre-
lations between the various variables and column 3
presents what these means are when adjusted for the

Regression 2

LFP(w) = 438 - 176 ED1 - .04] HS1 + 218 CS1 + 055Y 1 (Under $1.000)
- .063 ED2 + 013 HS2 - 184 CS2 + 006 Y 2  (1.000-1,999)
+ .107 ED3 + 071 Y3  (2.000-2,499)
+ 314 ED4 -008Y 4 (2.500-2,999)
+ 026Y S (3.000-3,499)
+ .075Y6 (3,500-3,999)
- 0255Y" 7 (4.000-4.499)
+.035Y8 (4,500-4,999)
-.018Y 9  (5000-5999)
-.016 YIO  (6,000-6,999)
- 109 Y11 (7.000-7.999)
- 082 Y12 (8,000 plus)
F 2 122 2.46* 184.96 092+
RSQ INC . 0.051 0.002 0.148 0.008
Regression F = 2223 R Bar Square = 0271

* Significant at less than 90% but greater at 75% level.
**Not signiticant al 50% level.
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regression 1.e. what the various participation rates
would be if the populations were similar on all other
characteristics under consideration. For example,
wives with children under 6 and those without chil-
dren under 6 have an unadjusted participation rate
that differs by 48 percentage points. Part of this dif-
ferential 1s however due to the two groups also being
different in respect to education, housing and hus-
band’s income. If an adjustment is made for these
dissimilariues the difference decreases to 40 percent-

age points.

(b) Income as Dummy Independent Variable

The second formulation of the above model used
dummy variables for the various income classes. This
can be used to compare results of using the linearity
assumption and to see if the pattern of participation
of wives is linear in response to income changes of
the husband. Regression 2 1s such a regression.

The figures in brackets after the Yi’s are the corre-
sponding income classes to which the Yi’s refer.

In this regression the coefficients for education,
homeownership and child status are very close to

Regression 3

those in the regression using income as a dependent
continuous variable. Thus the use of income in either
form has not affected these coeflicients.

The results of the labour force response to in-
come dummies is disappointing because of the lack of
any significance for differences in any of the coeffi-
cients, Even a decrease in the number of income
classes (resulting in larger samples for the various
sample means) did not produce any significant dif-
ferences. These results, however, do not seem to ne-
gate the appropriateness of the linear form of the
income variable.

(ii) Weeks in Labour Force as Dependent
Variable

The next two regressions use weeks in the labour
force during 1967 (WILF) as the dependent variable.
If the analysis is relevant one would expect, to some
extent, labour force response to the selected variables
to be reflected by different weeks in the labour force.
In this case the regressions are:

WILF(w) = 300 - 76 EDI1 -24 HS1 + 131 CS1 - .84 Yh (000's)
- 1.6 ED2 + 0.7 HS2 - 11.1 CS2
+ 41 ED3
+ 54 ED4
F 14.53 4.75 363.66 5195
RSQ INC . 0.030 0.003 0.251 0.004
Regression F = 90.52 R Bar Square = 0.370
Regression 4
WILF(w) = 261 - 76 ED1 -22 HSI + 131 CS1+06 Y1
JNZTIEDR + 0.7 HSZ 7 01T CS2IEMYT YR
- 4.1 ED3 o LA )
+ 57 ED4 STANERED e
-408 Y. &
Sl 1 Y80
+0.1 Y7
+30 Y8
+01 Y9
= 23,.Y10
-46 Y1I
-69 YI12
F 14.46 4.08 360.24 39
RSQ INC . 0.030 0.003 0.249 0.011

Regression F = 34.50

R Bar Square = 0.370

“*Significant at less than 75% level but greater than 50% level.

Where WILF(w) = wife’s weeks in labour force dur-
ing 1967 and EDi. 1=1.4; HSi. 1=1.2; CSi, i=1.2;
and Yi, i= 1,12 are as previously defined.

Regressions 3 and 4 indicate much the sume con-
clustons as Regressions | and 2. Once again child
status (CS) and education (ED) are the most signifi-

cant variables as demonstrated by their F-statistics.
Income in the continuous form is again significant
but again less so when dummy variables are used to
represent the various income classes. However, the
level of significance of the income classes is higher
than in Regression 2. Housing status (HS) turns up as
a very significant variable in both Regressions 3 and
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4. This suggests that this variable may influence the
extent of labour force activity more than suggested by
Regressions 1 and 2. It is encouraging that regres-
sions using weeks in labour force and participation as
dependent variables indicate very similar results and

that both measures act as proxies for the “‘extent’ of
labour force behaviour with perhaps regressions 3
and 4 where WILF is the dependent variable giving
somewhat better results (as suggested by R Bar
Square.)

Labour Force Behaviour of Young Family Members

This section examines the labour force behaviour
of young family members in relation to selected indi-
vidual and family characteristics similar to the treat-
ment in the previous section. For this group such
analysis is complicated by schooling choices as well as
labour force choices which are not likely independent
decisions. This problem was avoided by examining
the labour force behaviour of the student and the
non-student population. Since it was not possible to
split the population according to schooling status at
the time of the survey it was decided (as a second best
choice) to divide the population according to major
activity when not in the 1967 labour force. The stu-
dent population was taken to consist of those individ-
uals whose major activity was attending school when
not in the 1967 labour force and the non-student
population the remainder. These populations will not
be “pure” in that at the time of the survey they do not
contain only students and non-students respectively.
More precisely - (i) the “student™ population will
contain some individuals who are not students in
April 1968 1.e. graduation students now in the labour
force full-time and drop-outs who may or may not
have entered the labour force by April 1968, (ii) the
“non-student™ population will contain some students,
1.e. some who have returned to school the present
year and others who mighi have worked part-time
for the entire year. It is unknown how these inconsist-
encies will affect the results. One can only hope the
assumptions are reasonable and results approximate
behaviour of the real student and non-student popu-
lations (which split itself is a simplifying assumption
which muay be unwarranted).

The analysis in this section is based on a slightly
different universe than the one used in describing the
young family population in Section I. That universe
contained a number of young individuals who were
married. This problem was avoided by examining
those individuals 14-24 years of age in census fami-
ties who were not heads or wives; none of these indi-
viduals could be married. Secondly, the universe had
to be further restricted because of a non-response
problem. Some individuals 14-24 years of age who
were respondents in their own right came from fami-
lies where complete family income information was
not available. Such individuals were excluded from

the analysis. The remaining sample consisted of 10,-
036 individuals who were divided into a “studen1”
and “non-student” population of 7,414 and 2,622
individuals respectively.

The following is a list of variables that were cho-
sen to be included in the regressions along with a
short explanation of the reason for inclusion:

LFP = Whether or not the individual was in the
labour force April, 1968. This is one dependent
variable.

WILF = Weeks the individual was in the labour
force during 1967. This is the other alternate depen-
dent variable.

OFI = Other family income. This is income of
the family excluding the income of the individual
whose labour force behaviour is being examined. If
the family model examined in the previous section is
applicable to young family members one would ex-
pect a rise in income, all other factors being given, to
result in a decline of participation or weeks in the
labour force.

A = Age of the individual in years. This varia-
ble can represent several things - different tastes and
earnings potential being two of them. The regression
coefficients will be the net influence of such influences
and likely an increase in participation with age ex-
pected. Each single year of age was represented by a
dummy variable with the variables denoted by Ai,
i=14.24 with Ai=1 if the individual was i years old
and Ai=0 otherwise.

SEX = Sex of the individual. Males and females
usually respond differently because of different
“tastes’”’. Females may have different relative earn-
ings potenual in labour force activity because of their
traditional role in home work. Also males and fe-
males may, to a large extent, participate in different
job markets. Two dummy variables denoted by M
and F for male and female respectively were used.

EP = Number of earning parents. It is possible
that if both parents are earning there is more home
work for young individuals which may decrease their
labour force participation. In another context one
could say that with two parents in the labour force
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there are more connections for finding work and
work 1s easier to find for such individials. The result
would be increased participation. These two possible
influences work in opposite directions so the expected
direction of the effect is uncertain and will be deter-
mined by the data. Three variables, each a dummy
variible, were used:

EPO = no earning parents
EPF = | earning parent
EP2 = 2 earning parents

ED = Individual's education. The response to
this variable would likely be different for students
and non-students. For non-students it reflects greater
carnings potential with increased labour force partic-
ipation. For students increased education means
maore work associated with schooling and perhaps less
participation. The five dummy variables to represent
different educational levels were:

ED1 = less than high school education
ED2 = some high school education
ED3 = high school education complete

ED4 = some university education

EDS = degree

UEH = Unemployment experience of family
head during 1967. Two contrasting arguments could

be used here - (1) an unstable employment history of
head means instability of family carnings and conse-
quently a greater labour force response from other
family members (additional worker response) (i1) 1f
family members look at the head’s labour force expe-
rience as a gauge of market opportunities for them-
selves, they may feel that poor experiences on the part
of the head (ie. extensive unemployment) signifies
poor opportunities for them and they may be less in-
chined to participate in the labour force. Again
dummy variables were used represented by the
following:

UEH1 = head not unemployed during 1967
UEH2 = head unemployed 1-5 weeks
UEH3 = head unemployed more than §

weeks

Regression results for the student and non-student
JUBsALC Tt
populations follow.

A. Student Regressions

Regressions 5 and 6 use labour force participa-
tion April 1968 (LFP) and weeks in labour force dur-
ing 1967 (WILF) respectively as dependent variables,
The FMS in brackets signifies the “family members
who are students™ universe.

Regression S (Swudents, labour force participation dependent)

LFP(FMS) = 187 - 070 EPO - 134 Al4 + 00T M

- .007 EP1 .- 097 AlS - 007 F
+ 030 EP2 - 027 Alé6
%054 AN
+.122 AIS8
+ .176 Al9
+ 212 A20
+ .140 A21
+ .165 A22
+ 116 A23
+ .253 A24
F 16.21 40.77 20
RSQ INC. 0.004 0.048 0.0003

Repression F = 56.01

*+Not significant ar 50% level.

Regression 6 (Students. weeks in labour force dependent)

+ 053 ED1 + .003 UEHI
- .007'ED2 - 041 UEH2
+ 214 ED3 - 018 UEH3

- 00046 OFl  (000's)

- 213 ED4
- {032 EDs

117.57 1.74 B4 &
0.055 (.0004 0.0000

R Bar Square = (.129
¢ Sigmficant at less than 90% but greater than 75% level
g g

WILF(FMS) = 6.67 - 2.178 EPO - 4450 Al4 + 450 M . 270 ED1 - 005 UEH1 - 015 OFl (000's)
375 EPL - 3643 AIS - 496 F - 405 ED2 +1.189 UEH2

+1.307 EP2 - 966 Alé
1.065 Al7
3.957 Al8
6.934 Al9
8.659 A20
8,725 A2l
+ 8005 A22
+11.310 A23
+10,938 A24

+ o+ 4+ o+

F 27.98 63.78 14.19
RSQ INC. 0.006 0.070 0.002
R Bar Square = 0.189

Repression F = 87.51
* Sigmiticant at approximately S0% level.
**No1 significant at 50% level.

+4038 ED3 - 146 UEH3

-.535 ED4

- .167 EDS

2291 0.79* 0.42+*
0.010 0.0002 0.0000
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In Regressions 5 and 6 the influence of other
family income (OFI) on labour force activity has the
expected sign but is of very little significance. The
unemployment experience of head (UEH) suggests
that there is a tendency for labour force activity of
family members to decline somewhat but the signifi-
cance of this group of variables is questionable espe-
cially in the case of Regression 6.

The “presence of earning parents” variable (EP)
coefficients suggest that family members are least
likely to participate if none of the parents were earn-
ing and most likely to participate if both parents were
earners during the year. This is consistent with the
idea that working parents through their connections
make it easier for children to find jobs.

Labour force participation of young family
members increases continuously with age up to
around the age of 19 or 20 years. After this age the
pattern is much less certain.

Male students are slightly more likely to partici-
pate in the labour force than female students - about
1.4% more likely. In terms of weeks in the labour
force males are on average about one more week in
the labour force than females given similarity on all

other characteristics included in the regressions. The
shape and signs of the education coefficients are con-
sistent with the hypothesis suggested that participa-
tion increased up to a certain schooling level with the
“pull” factors, notably desire for money outweighing
the burden of school studies and causing increase in
participation. However the burden of studies finally
reaches a point where they outweigh these factors

and cause participation and weeks in the labour force
to decline.

B. Non-student Regressions

Regressions 7 and 8, using the non-student uni-
verse, use the same variables as Regression 5 and 6.
In these regressions the bracketed FMNS signifies
“family members who are non-students™. Again the
same varables are significant and other family in-
come and the heads unemployment experience dur-
ing the previous year are not significant. The “‘earn-
ing parents” variable indicates an increase in partici-
pation and weeks in labour force with additional par-
ents being earners. Participation and weeks in labour
force increase with age up to 20 years of age approx-
imately. For older ages the pattern of participation is
less certain.

Regression 7 (Non-students, labour force participation dependent)

LFP(FMNS) = 840 - 086 EPO - .097 Al4 + 049 M - 115 ED1 + .002 UEHI1 - 000845 OF1 (000s)
+ 011 EPl - .205 A15 - 079 F - .039 ED2 - .027 UEH2
+ 013 FP2 - 156 Al6 + 081 ED3 - 009 UEH3
- 056 Al7 - .051 ED4
- .035 A18 - .004 EDS
+ 025 Al19
+ .028 A20
+ .071 A21
+ 050 A22
+ .060 A23
+ 112 A24
H 9.89 11.35 82.69 29.86 0.24** 03¢
RSQ INC. 0.007 0.038 0.029 0.040 0.0002 0.0001
Regression F = 19.33 R Bar Square = 0.123
**Not significant at 50% level.
Regression 8 (Non-students, weeks in labour force dependent variable)
WILF(FMNS ) = 456 - 3.097 EP0 - 238 Al4 + 2710 M - 6.292 ED1 + .126 UEHI1 + 013 OF1 (000's)
+ 280 EP1 -6.568 AlS - 44|10 F + 1.816 ED2 - 035 UEH2
+ .824 EP2 -4807 Al6 + 4033 ED3 - 999 UEH3
-1.525 Al7 + 2.115 ED4
-1.586 AIl8 + 1.292 ED5
+1.309 Al19
+ .879 A20
+2.381 A21
+1.418 A22
+1.008 A23
+1.488 A24
F 6.88 5.36 134.76 42.21 0.68%* 0.04*+
RSQ INC. 0.005 0.018 0.045 0.056 0.000S 0.0000

Regression F = 21.20
**Not significant a1 50% level.

R Bar Square = 0.134



Given similarity on all other factors males and
females have quite different participation patterns.
Females are approximately 13% less likely to be par-
ticipating in the labour force and are, on average, in
the lubour force 7 weeks less during the year.

The behaviour of participation and weeks
worked in response to different educational levels is
not as expected i.e. participation does not increase
generally with levels of education. The students in the
“high school compiete - some university™ and “de-
gree” category are less likely to participate than those
in lower educational categories.
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Student and Non-student Responses Compared

The explanatory variables considered as a group
do not seem to be of much greater importance (as
measured by the R Bar Square statistic) for one re-
gression than for the other as evidenced by the fol-
lowing table:

Students  Non-students
LFP dependent 0.129 0.123
WILF dependent 0.189 0.134

The variables may perform somewhat better in
explaining weeks in labour force for students.

The variable groups within the regression may
be ranked according to their RSQ. INC. (and also
according to the partial correlation coefficient)

Ranking of Significant Groups of Variables Accordmg to Their RSQ. INC.

Students
Rank Re;gr_ession 5 Regressnon 6
=+ 300 Education Age
D Age Education
X ] Earning parents Edrnmé parents
4 Sex ex

For explaining participation and weeks in labour
force for students and non-students the variables
rank roughly the same. In the student regressions
education and age change places; in the non-student
regressions age and sex change ranks.

Some interesting differences in respect to the
importance of variables appear for students and non-
students. For students sex differences are least impor-
tant whereas for non-students this variable ranks sec-
ond or third in importance. The presence of earning
parents ranks third in student regressions and forth
in the non-student regressions. It is interesting that
this family characteristic variable is least important
for the non-students. This suggests another avenue of
investigation - that individual characteristics are
more important than family characteristics in ex-
plaining participation of non-students.

From a policy point of view on understanding of
the relationship between schooling and work choices
of young family members in association with their
individual and family characteristics is very impor-
tant. They represent a very large proportion of the
population (2.9 million individuals in 1967) and a
misunderstanding and misjudgement of how they
react to policy changes can affect predictions. For
example, a trend towards more families where hus-
band and wife are earners may result in underesti-
mates of labour force participation of young family
members in the future.

Non-students

Regressxon 7 Regression 8

* Education Education
Age Sex
Sex Age

Earning parents Earning parents

The regressions presented here are rather heroic
and grossly over simplified but do demonstrate a few
points. Likely, most of all, they demonstrate that
more refined analysis needs to be done - for example,
it is likely questionable to assume additivity in re-
sponse for all age groups and that perhaps separate
regressions should have been run for different age
populations - perhaps those 14-17 years of age and
those 18-24 years of age. Another weakness is analy-
sing the student and non-student populations sepa-
rately. It may be more relevant to analyse what deter-
mines whether or not an individual is a student and
then explore work choices. With respect to work
choices there is a great deal more part-time work with
young persons which perhaps should have been con-
sidered in the analysis. There may be other more rele-
vant variables relating to family and individual char-
acteristics that should be included in the analysis ."

From an economists point of view it is disap-
pointing that the income variable did not appear
even remotely significant. This likely just indicates
the need for more sophisticated analysis (such as
looking at different age groups as mentioned
previously).

S ) h | .
Fhis 15 difficult al present since very litle information

concerning family characteristies is on the records used for analysis.

Itis however a feasible venture which could be done in the future.






APPENDIX

Tables of Standard Errors for Pairwise Comparison of Dummy Variable Coefficients of Regressions

Regroession |

ED2 ED8 ED4
£DI1 2.62 6.37 5.4
D2 2m2 3975
ED3 2.05
Roegression 2

ED2 ED3 ED4
EDI 2.62 6.35 5.43
ED2 2.73 3.76
ED3 204

Y2 Y3 Y4 Yis Y6 b 7/ Y8 Y9 Y10 il Y2

Yl -0.43 0.13 -0.56 -0.27 0.18 -0.75 -0.19 -0.72 -0.67 -1.43 -1
Y2 0.39 -0.09 @12 0.44 -0.20 0.19 -0.16 -0.14 -0.71 (.52
Y3 -0.47 -0.27 0.02 -0.59 -0.24 -0.55 0.53 -1.91 -0.88
Y4 0.21 0.63 0.1 0.28 -0.64 -0.05 -0.62 -0.44
YS , 0.32 -00.33 0.06 -0.29 -0.27 -0.84 -0.65
Y6 -0.66 027 -0.63 -0.60 -1.17 -0.96
Y7 0.40 -0.05 0.06 -0.54 -0.35
Y& -0.36 -0.34 -0.92 -0.72
YY 0.01 -0.59 <0.16
Y10 -0.59 -0.41
Y1l 0.16
Roegression 3

ED2 ED3 ED4
(k] 321 6.14 3.38
ED2 2808 1.63
ED3 0.29
Roegrossion 4

ED2 ED3 ED4
EDI 32 6.11 KR )
ED2 20087 1.70
ED3 0.36
Regression §

AlS Al6 Al7 Al8 AlY A20 A2l A22 A23 A24
Ald 2073 7.62 2111 14.65 14.66 13.73 8.45 7.07 4.20 .72
AlS 3.56 7.28 987 10.83 10.76 6.72 5.89 3.49 507
Al6 3.86 6.66 7.99 8.27 472 431 2.34 405
Al7 293 4.66 5.34 2.39 2.47 1.01 2.87
AlR 1.95 10.45 0.46 0.93 -0.10 1.87
AlY 1.09 -0.94 -0.23 -0.95 1.08
A20 -1.76 -0.94 -1.4%8 0.57
A2l 0.48 -0.34 151l
A22 -0.67 1.10
A23 L4

ED2 ED3 ED4 EDS
EDI -4.63 7.51 -11.69 1.45
ED2 8.82 12.89 -0.41
ED3 -13.66 -39

ED4 2.85
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Tables of Standard Errors for Pairwise Comparison of Dummy Variable Coefficients of

Regression § . Concluded
UEH2 UEH3
UEH] -1.28 -1.43
UEH2 0.58
ERI EP2
EPO 3.50 526
EP1 -1.43
Regression 6
AlS Al6
Al4 202 8.50
AlS 4.68
Al6
Al7
Alg
Al9
A20
A2l
A22
A23
EDI .33 6.92
ED2 6.09
ED3
ED4
UEH2 UEH3
UEH1 1.19 -0.33
UEH2 -0.67
EP EP2
EPO 3.45 6.28
EPL -2.20
Regression 7
AlS Alb
Al4d -2.20 -1.32
AlS 0.74
Al6
Al7
AlR
Al9
A20
A2l
A22
A23
ED2 ED3
EDI 9. 9.49
ED2 1.60
ED3
ED4
UEH2 UEH3
UEH] -0.53 -0.48
UEH2 0.31
EPI EP2
EPO 4.38 3.86
BRIl -0.05

Al7
12.18
7.81
3.32

-0.40
-0.17
5.03

Al7
0.99
2.32
.64

ED4

1.79
-2.26
-3.19

Regressions — Continued

Al8

16.46
1.1.78
10.62

4.24

0.06
0.14

0.20

Alg
1.51

1.99
0.36

EDS
111517/
-0.59
-1.06
0.59

Al9

18.45
14.40
10.66
7.67
3.71

AlY

3.05
3.63
3.01
1.42
1.06

A20
17.83
14.71
11.44

8.80

5.25

1.80

A20

3.10
3.66
3.05
1.46
1.kt
0.05

A2l
13.95
12.06

9.41

7.31

4.44

1.59

0.05

A2l
4.15

3.76
221

0.81
0.76

A22
10.08
8.97
6.89
2.7
3.03
0.77
-0.45
-0.46

A22
3.45

3.34
1.80
|.46
0.44
0.38
-0.35

A23
9.08
8.39
6.88
5.7l
4.06
287
1.41
1.31
L.5%

A23
3.50
3.98
3.41
1.92
1.58
0.59
0.54
-0.18
0.16

A24

7.80
7.24
5.91

3.43
1.94
1.08
1.01
1.26
£.15

A24
439
4.63
4.10
2.68
2.36
1.4]
1.35
0.66
0.97
0.79
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Tables of Standard Errors for Pairwise Comparison of Dummy Variable Coefficients of

Regression 8

Ald
AlS
Al6
Al?
AlS
Al9
A20
A2l
A22
A2l

EDI
ED?2
ED3
ED4

UEHI
UEH2

EPO
EPL

AlS Al6
-2.95 -2.35
0.90
ED2 ED3
i*lsl’S 11.43
I.16

UEH2 UEH3

-0.04 -1.16
-0.40

EP1 ER2

348 3.50

-0.37

Al7

-0.72

181
1.24

ED4
5.42
0.22
1.02

Regressions — Concluded

Al8
-0.76
1.79
1.23
-0.02

EDS
244
-0.16
-0.85
-0.26

Al9
0.89
2.85
2885

117

A20

0.64
2.69
ke
0.96
0.99

-1.73

A2l
1.49

A22
0.89

2.32
1.14
1.17
0.04
0.21
-0.38

A23
0.64
2.61
240
0.96
0.98
-0.11
0.05
-0.35
-0.15

A24

0.83
388
221
1.10
1.13
0.07
0.22
-0.33
0.02
0.17
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