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PREFACE

This report is the seventh in a series of reports on the distribution of non-
farm incomes in Canada. The results are based mainly upon a sample survey
of approximately 10,500 families and unattached individuals conducted for the
Central Research and Development Staff by the Special Surveys Division, in
March and April 1962. Estimates for earlier years were based upon similar
surveys, For convenient reference information on the previous reports is provided
on the opposite page of this publication.

Another survey in the series is planned for the spring of 1964. It will be
comparable in scope to the 1955 and 1958 survey; non-farm families will be asked
to report on income in 1963 and on their asset and debt position at the time of
the survey.

The 1961 Census of Canada also collected income data from a sample of
one-fifth of all non-farm households in Canada, Three preliminary reports have
been published containing income data (Catalogue Nos., 88-515, 88-516 and
98-517) and the main body of the findings is forthcoming in Census of Canada,
1961, Volume IV (Catalogue Nos, 98-501 to 98-508) to be released during the
latter part of 1964. The income concept used in these census publications is
identical with the income concept used in this publication; however, the grouping
of individuals into family units is slightly different.

This report was prepared in the Central Research and Development Staff by

Mrs, G, Oja under the direction of Miss J.R, Podoluk.

WALTER E. DUFFETT,

Dominion Statistician.



SYMBOL

The interpretation of the symbol used in the tables through-
out this publication is as follows:

-- sample too small to provide an estimate.
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INTRODUCTION

This report presents estimates of the non-farm
income distribution for the year 1961, It is the
seventhin the series of reports published periodically
by the Dominion Bureau of Statistics on incomes and
other aspects of consumer finances, The first report

issued, DBS Publication 13-503 Distribution of

Non-Farm Incomes in Canada by Size 1951, contained
estimates of the income distribution of non-farm
families and unattached individuals as well as
estimates of all nonsfarm individual incomes, The
reports for 1851, 1954, 1957 and 1959 were similar
in scope to the present report; the reports for 1865
and 1958, in addition to income statistics, contained
data on the disttibution of selected asset holdings
and consumet indebtedness.,'

The estimates in the present report, as in the
earlier repofts, are based ptimatily upon sutvey data
obtained from a sample of hon-farh households, The
first section of the repott contains two serles of
income estimates —income size distribution of non~
fam families and unattached individuals &nd the
distribution of non-farm individual incomes. Families
and individuals whose income latgely originates in
net income from farming or military pay are excluded,

Approximately 10,500 families and individuals
supplied complete data on their seurces of income
in a sample survey conducted in March and Apri],
19062, The estimates contained in Tables 1, 2, 18,
19 and 20 are based upon the sutvey tesults with
some further adjustments from income tax statistics
for the year 1961, as collected by the Department of
National Revenue,? All other tables in the report
are derived from the survey results with no further
adjustments.

The estimates in Tables 1 to 17 present data
on the incomes of families and unattached individ-
uals by size of income and other characteristics
such as age of head, size of family, tenure, and
sa forth. Some tables are for families and unattached
individuals combined, while other tables are
restricted to families only, as for many purposes
statistics for families only are wanted separately,
A family in these estimates is defined as consisting
of two or mare persons living in the same household
and related by blood, marriage, or adoption, Unat-
tached individuals are persons living by themselves
or tooming in a household where they are not related
to other household members,

Tables 18 to 27 contain estimates of individual
incomes by size cross-classified by other charac-
teristics such as sex and age. In this series of
tables individuals are all persons aged 14 and over
who feceived income in 1961, and whose major
source of income is other than net income from
farming or military pay and allowances, Table 27
provides some indication of the relationship of the

1 Fyll references to these publications are listed
at the beginning of the present report. See page 2.

2 pyblished annually in Taxation Statistics, Queen’s
Printer, Ottawa.

individual income series to the family income
distribution. Many individuals with income are not
heads of family units but rather subsidiary contri-
butors to family income,

The concepts underlying the estimates are
similar to those in the earlier surveys. The defini-
tion of the family unit has been described abave,
The incomes measured are the total money income
receipts from the following sources: wages and
salaries (before deductions for taxes, pensions,
etc.), net unincorporated business income (net
income from self-employment or independent profes-
sional practice), investment income (bond interest,
dividends, ete,), transfer payments (such as family
allowances and old age pensions), and miscel-
laneous income (retirement pensions, alimony,
ete.). The income estimates refer to the tatal money
{ncome receipts for the calendar year 1961,

This {ncome concept is not identical with the
concept of personal income as measured in the
National Accounts. The latter measures the income
received by the personal sector of the economy and,
although households (and families) are the maost
important part of the personal sector, they do not
comprise the whole sector, In general, the income
concepts of the estimates in this report are similar
to the money income components of personal income
received by non-farm households,

The present estimates also have a less compre-
hensive coverage than the personal income series
by excluding some segments of the population, such
as the institutional population, military personnel
and farm population. The relationship between the
survey estimates and the National Accounts is
discussed mare fully in the Apoendix on page

It should be noted, too, that the estimates are
for total money income receipts during the year,
not all receipts of money. The estimates exclude
amounts received from inheritances, bequests,
capital gains or cash from the sale of investments
or property, income tax or pension fund refunds or
gambling gains,

A new feature of this report, presented in
Section II, is an analysis of work experience during
the year by income level and personal character-
istics. Individuals were asked about their labour
force activity in 1961 —how many weeks they
worked, how many weeks they were unemployed and
how many weeks they were outside the labour force
(neither worked not looked for work). In addition,
questions were asked about the occupation and
industry of their longest job during the year and
their reasons for not participating in the labour force
for the full year. Tables 28 to 35 in Section II are
based on data supplied by approximately 12,000
iondividuals (out of a sample of 16,300 individuals
with income). Angther 1,500 individuals failed to
answe! questions on work experience and approxi-
mately 2,800 individuals had at no time during 1961
either worked or looked for work.



SECTION 1-—-INCOME DISTRIBUTION BY SIZE, 1961

Highlights of the Income Distribution

Incomes of Families and Unattached Individuals

The average income of all non-farm families
and unattached individuals rose from $4,521 in 1959
to $4,815 in 1961, The proportion of family units
with incomes in the lowest income group continued
to decline and the proportion in the highest income
brackets to rise. In 1961, 20.3 per cent of all units
had incomes below $2,000 and 5.4 per cent over
$10,000 compared to 21.9 per cent and 4.5 per cent
respectively in 1959,

This is a continuation of a trend that has been
evident for the past decade, since the beginning of
the surveys of non-farm incomes in 1951, In this ten
year period incomes in current dollars have been
rising steadily with average family income in current
dollars more than 50 per cent higher in 1961 than
in 1951. The increase in average real income, on
the other hand, has been lower —approximately 30
per cent, because of increases in the general price
level, Despite a general rise in incomes there has
been very little change in the degree of inequality
in the distribution of income among family units. If
Lorenz curves are charted for each of these years
no discernible change can be seen in the curves of
1951 and 1961.' The Lorenz curve shows the cumula-
tive proportion of aggregate income received against
the cumulative proportion of family units receiving
the income,

When families and unattached individuals are
classified into three main groups by their major
source of income, the two groups whose major source
of income is earned income both show increases in
average income of approximately 8 per cent, For
wage earning families average income rose from
$4,892 in 1959 to $5,286 in 1961, and for families
whose major source of income came from self-
employment the rise has been from $5,852 in 1959 to
$6,291 in 1961.

The third group whose income comes mainly
from other sources than earnings experienced a
minor rise (less than two per cent) in average income
between 1959 and 1961. The largest number of people
in this group depend on government transfer pay-
ments as their major source of income and no major
increases in their income have occurred between
1958 and 1961, because of the unchanged level of
transfer payments during this period. Old age
pensions comprise about a quarter (and all transfer
payments about forty-four per cent) of the total
income received by the group whose major source
of income is ‘““other money income’’,

Over the ten year period from 1951 to 1961
average income for families and unattached indi-
viduals whose income came mainly from other

! The Gini index of concentration has changed from
.400 in 1951 to .3912 in 1961.

sources than earnings rose from $1,465 to $2,251 in
current dollars; in fact, it rose proportionately some-
what less than the average income for the two other
groups whose income originated mostly in earnings.?
This analysis, however, overlooks the fact that over
the ten year period important changes in the family
position of the older age groups occurred, There is
reason to believe that increases in the income of
the older population has allowed them to become
self-supporting family units independent of rela-
tives. There is some supporting evidence that such
a movement has been taking place. The proportion
of the older population living independently appears
to be higher in 1961 than in 1951. The majority of
such new units would become part of the group
whose income comes mainly from other sources than
earnings, and they would probably be found at the
lower end of the distribution and thus lower the
average income for the group. The number of family
units in the group ‘‘major source —other money
income’’ has increased more than the total number
of family units from 1951 to 1961.® An examination
of individual incomes shows that individuals whose
income came from transfer payments, retirement
pensions and other non-earned income sources have
not lagged behind the other groups in income
increases,

If the incomes of unattached individuals and
families proper are examined separately it is evident
that the income patterns of each differ greatly. The
average income of unattached individuals rose to
$2,123 in 1961, This constitutes an increase in
current dollars of approximately 56 per cent com-
pared to 1951 and 8 per cent compared to 1959,
Nearly half of all unattached individuals had in-
comes below $1,500 in 1961, ten years ago 46.8 per
cent had incomes below $1,000.

Families proper averaged $5,317 in 1961, Of
these, 6.4 per cent had incomes above $10,000, in
1951 only 2.0 per cent of all families had incomes
above this level.

Unattached individuals in low income groups. —
An examination of the 48.9 per cent of unattached
individuals with incomes below $1,500 shows that
not all groups are proportionately represented in

* The increase in average incomes for wage earning
family units has been from $3,408 in 1951 to $5,286 in
1961 and for family units with major source of income
coming from self-employment from $3,961 in 1951 to
$6,291 in 1961 (all in current dollars).

3 The number of unattached individuals and families
whose major sourtce of income came from °‘‘other money
income’* has increased from 415,000 in 1951 to 727,000
in 1961 or by 75.2 per cent. During the same period the
increase in the number of all non-farm family units
amounted to approximately 33 per cent. According to
census figures the total non-farm population increased
by approximately 31 per cent and the number of all perSons
over 70 by 38.5 per cent from 1951 to 1961.
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CHART S 3

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES AND UNATTACHED INDIVIDUALS
AND OF INCOME BY INCOME GROUPS 1954, 1957, 1959,1961
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GERART - 2
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES AND UNATTACHED INDIVIDUALS
BY INCOME GROUPS, 196!
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this lower income group. When selected character- By age
istics such as sex, age, labour force status and ol e 43.1
tenure are COnSidel’ed, a higher than average pro_ 25_&;4 un r ........................................................ .
portion of unattached individuals with the following 35-44
characteristics are found in the income group under 45-54
$1,500: 55-64
1. Females 65 and over
2. Persons over 65 years old ;
3. Persons not in the labour force BY TRENIT ICERa SRMS Rt tinth of gilvey
4. Owners of their own homes BN D1 O\YIE CFMr. S e 7. o 7 v o o Do s DT e T s L1

It is obvious that these characteristics are
frequently concurrent and that most unattached
individuals in the lower income groups are elderly
retired persons who may own their own home. Here
the inadequacy of current income as a measure of
economic status becomes apparent; although these
elderly people have low current incomes, they also
are likely to hold more assets and be less in debt
than the rest of the population,®

The percentage of unattached individuals with
selected characteristics in the income group below
$1,500 is:

By sex
iRl ~ SRl . R e e Y 39.2
TRENTEEr. oo . ... o A e i e 56,2

* See DBS Catalogue No. 13-514, /ncomes, Liquid
Assets and Indebtedness of Non-Farm Families in
Canada, 1958.

Employer or own account c
Nalt 1n TNABOUIIITOLCE . ..... . 5 sk0rsee hoteesrinssnnasseon sufis

By tenure

Families in low income groups. — Approximately
22 per cent of all families (consisting of two or more
persons) had incomes below $3,000. Again an exami-
nation by selected characteristics shows that certain
types of families are more likely to have incomes
below $3,000 than others. Groups that are over-
represented in this lower income group are families
consisting of a married couple only or families that
consist of related individuals with no married couple
present, Also proportionately more families headed
by women or by older persons (over 65 years old)
belong into the under $3,000 group than the national
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average for all families, In terms of tenure the
picture is different for families than for unattached
individuals; families who are roomers, lodgers,
employees or receive free accommodations are over-
represented in the under $3,000 group whereas home
owners and renters seem to be represented roughly
in proportion to their overall weight.

Percentage of families with selected character-
istics in the income group below $3,000 is:

By age of head

DN el
65 and over

By sex of head

1L U W, St e gl = - ‘L NP o 4, — b B o 19.4
REMAle & s ok o L U o 49.6

By employment status of head at time of survey

HRpIOYEe........ oo it sk, | SENS S . Y. 13.7
EmploSer O GWIRNE COllat i oo et 2. - o« o8, 21.6
Not in. the Labous FORGE ... v iessesmass 5o i 62.1

By tenure
Owner
Renters
Others

By family characteristics

Margied coupletonl V.. com. 1 1L L e 3801
Married couple with single children ................ 14.7
Married couple with married children and/or
other relatives
TR e (SR S o R £ S

AMIMRmMIlIES!. ... ol L, ol e B e oo

Composition of family incomes.~- Table 17
shows the importance of different sources of income
in the total income of all families and unattached
individuals., For all income brackets except the
highest and the lowest (under $2,000 and above
$15,000) wage and salary income accounts, on the
average, for more than one half of the total family
income. Among families with incomes above $15,000
net income from self-employment is an important
source in addition to wages and salaries. At the
lowest end of the income distribution, for family
units with incomes below $1,000, government transfer
payments (old age pensions, family allowances, un-
employment insurance benefits, relief, etc.) con-
stituted the major source of income, Above this as
families move up the income scale transfer payments
form a decreasing share of total family income,

However, transfer payments as a source of
income for non-farm families and unattached indi-
viduals have, on the whole, increased in importance
over the ten year period 1951 to 1961, In 1951, this

source of income accounted for 5.2 per cent of total
income, reached a peak of 7.4 per cent in 1958 and
then declined slightly to 7.0 per cent in 1861, This
minor decline from 1958 to 1961 is likely a reflection
of the fact that there were few changes in the major
social security programs such as old age pensions
and family allowances. At the same time, income
from other sources showed moderate increases,
resulting in a proportionate decline for transfer
payments as a source of income.

Although family units whose income comes
mainly from net income from self-employment showed
the largest increase in average income — from $3,961
in 1951 to $6,291 in 1961, net income from self-
employment as a source for all non-farm families
shows a decline as a proportion of total income over
the period. In 1961 only 9.3 per cent of total income
originated in net income from businesses or pro-
fessions. In 1954 and 1955 the corresponding figure
(averaged over two surveys) exceeded 12 per cent,

The explanation for this lies mainly in the
decrease in numbers of families and unattached
individuals with self-employment income as major
source, This in turn is a reflection of the accelerated
rate of the incorporations of smaller businesses,
For example, many owners of family businesses
after incorporation shift from the group with major
source ‘‘net unincorporated business income’’ into
the group with major source ‘‘wages and salaries'’,
because most of their earnings from the business
are considered for tax and other purposes to be
wages and salaries. That is, the status of the indi-
vidual changes from that of a self-employed person
to that of a salaried manager.

Family income by occupation of head. —In Table
11 income distributions are presented of families
and unattached individuals classified by the broad
occupational groups to which the head of family
belonged at the time of the survey., Families with
heads not in the labour force are excluded from the
table. The classification by occupation division
follows the broad occupational categories of other
DBS statistics such as labour force surveys and the
census except in those cases where the sample was
too small and groups of occupations had to be
combined,® For example, because of the exclusion
of family units whose major source of income came
from operating a farm, the sample contained only a
small number of family heads who were self-
employed farmers at the time of the survey. These
plus farm workers had to be combined with other
occupations in primary industries such as loggers,
fishermen, trappers and hunters —all groups repre-
sented by very small numbers in the sample. In
addition miners had to be combined with craftsmen,
production process and related workers, This
grouping of occupational divisions, which in them-
selves are broad heterogenecus groups, detracts
from the analytical usefulness of the table.

¢ See DBS Catalogue No. 12-506, Occupational
Classification Manual, Census of Canaaa, 1961.
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All families and unattached individuals whose
head was in the labour force at the time of the survey
(either working or looking tfor work) reported an
average family income of $5,213, substantially higher
than the average for all units including those whose
heads were not labour force participants in March
of 1962.7

Family units with heads in managerial occupa-
tions reported the highest average family income —
$7,052, followed by units headed by professionals
and technical people who averaged $6,247. The
groups consisting of family units headed mainly by
farm workers, loggers, fishermen etc, reported the
lowest family income — $3,108.

Table 11 also presents the average income of
the head for each occupational group, For all family
units with heads in the labour force about 85 per
cent of family income was received by the head, In
the professional and technical group this proportion
rises to over 90 per cent. In case of family units
headed by labourers, other family members become
more important contributors to family income, only
78 per cent of family income, on the average, is
received by the head.

Individual Incomes

Total income for all individuals in receipt of
income averaged $3,191 in 1961, a rise of approxi-
mately six per cent from $2,998 in 1959. Compared
to 1951 the increase exceeds fifty per cent in terms
of current dollars for all individuals; the equivalent
average in 1951 was $2,086. Price increases between
1951 and 1961 have absorbed some of this increase,
and the rise in real terms is estimated to amount to
approximately 35 per cent,

Classified by their major source of income,
highest incomes were reported, as in the past, by
individuals whose income came mainly from operating
an unincorporated business or from a professional
practice, Their income averaged $4,640 in 1961,
compared to $4,449 in 1959 and $2,517 in 1951,

7 According to Table 1 the average for all units
was $4,815. This ts calculated, however, after adjustment
by income tax data which raises the average income above
the survey average. Table 11 (as well as all other tables
except Table 1, 2, 18, 19 and 20) is based on survey
results only.

The lowest average income $1,528 was reported
by the groupreceiving mainly ‘‘other money income’’—
this is a heterogeneous group consisting of persons
whose income originates from sources other than
earnings —largely transfer payments, investment
income or miscellaneous sources. The majority of
these individuals or 54 per cent reported incomes
between $500 and $999, a reflection of the large
number of persons whose sole income was the $660
received from federal old age pensions.

For individuals whose income came mainly
from wages and salaries total average income
amounted to $3,465, an increase of approximately
8 per cent compared to 1959 when the average was
$3,212. This is a continuation of the steady growth
in incomes that has taken place for this group since
1951, Usually as incomes rise the distribution
shifts upward along the income scale and income
groups at the lower end of the distribution come to
contain proportionately less individuals., It is
interesting to note that the lowest income group,
that containing wage-earners with an income of less
than $500, has not conformed to this pattern. This
income group decreased in absolute as well as
relative terms from 1951 to 1957. However, in 1959
this trend was reversed and this group contained an
increased proportion of wage-earners, For 1961 a
further increase is recorded. In 1961, 447,000 or
8 per cent of all wage-earners reported incomes
under $500 against a low of 375,000 or 7.4 per cent
of all wage-earners in 1957. A closer examination
of the group with incomes under $500 showed that
in 1961 nearly half of the wage and salary earners
in this group were 14 to 19 years old. It is possible
that the large numerical increase in this age group
is largely responsible for the increased proportion
of individuals in the lowest income group. Many of
these youngsters taking summer or part time jobs
would have only small amounts of earnings to report.

It should be noted that the income distributions
by age shown for individuals as well as for family
units break with past series in the earlier reports.
The change has been made so that age groups
presented are consistent with other statistical
series produced by DBS, as for example the census
and labour force statistics. To provide a link with
past surveys the table below is presented by the
age groupings used in past estimates and is com-
parable with Table 25 which is based on new age
groups:

Average Incomes of Individuals by Age and by Sex, 1961.

Male Female
Age group Mean Median Mean Median
income income income income
dollars

15011 775 1,023 807
3N 384 3, 268 1,961 1,915
4, 598 4,441 1,989 1, 830
4,861 4,474 2,060 1,832
4, 431 3, 866 1,945 1,531
2,022 1, 286 1,097 816
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For the age groupings adopted for this report,
highest incomes were reported by males in the 35
to 44 age bracket, an average of $4,940. The same is
true for males whose major source of income came
from wages and salaries, who reported, on the

highest incomes, an average of $2,073, were reported
by the 45 to 54 age group. On the other hand, for
females with income mainly from wages and salaries
incomes show a rise up to the age group 65 and over
with one exception, a dip which shows up in the 35

average, a total income of $4,985. For females to 44 age group.
CHART-3
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A classification of individuals with income by
their relationship to family head in 1961 indicates
that 15.1 per cent were wives and 15.4 per cent
were sons and daughters; in both cases these are
significantly different from the proportions in 1951,
During the ten years the proportion of individuals
with incomes who are wives has increased and the
proportion who are sons and daughters has de-

creased, Although complex demographic and social
factors may influence these changes it is most
likely that the increase in the labour force partici-
pation rate for married women and the extension of
school leaving age are the most important causes
for these changes. In families with more than one
earner the wife appears to have become the most
important secondary contributor to family income.



NOTES AND DEFINITIONS

The family is defined as a group of individuals
sharing a common dwelling unit and related by
blood, marriage or adoption. Thus, all relatives
living together were considered to comprise one
family unit whatever the degree of family relation-
ship; aside from single sons and daughters other
relatives most commonly found living in the house-
hold were married sons and daughters and widowed
parents, Unattached individuals are persons living
by themselves or rooming in & household where
they are not related to other household members.

The definition of the family used in the present
study is a common definition of what constitutes a
family unit. It is recognized, however, that it is
not a concept which is suitable for all studies
which may be made in respect to families and that
for many purposes a modified definition would be
useful. In fact, other definitions are employed for
other purposes, Demographic studies made in
connection with population censuses nomally use
a more restricted classification —the family consists
of a husband, wife, and any unmarried children
resident with them, or one parent and unmarried
children. Thus, families of the first two categories
shown in Table 14 are what might be termed
‘“‘census’’ families. For budget studies which
investigate patterns of family expenditure, the
important criterion is whether or not relatives
living together pool their incomes for expendijture
purposes; that is, whether they constitute one
spending unit or several spending units. In this
definition it is allocation of income as well as
relationship which determines what constitutes a
family (although in Canadian studies unmarried
children are included as members of their parents’
family and not treated as separate units),

The designation ‘*economic family’' has been
used to identify the family as defined in income
surveys. An unpublished study examining the rela-
tionship between the ‘‘economic family’’ and the
spending unit showed that there are approximately
2 to 3 per cent more spending units than economic
families.

The family, as defined in this survey is the
family as constituted when the survey was conducted
(March and April 1962), No recall or adjustment was
made to account for persons who were members of
the family unit for part of the year and who left
because of marriage, death or other reasons. Some
family units existing at survey time were not family
units during the whole year — for example, a couple
who married in the middle of 1961. Income data
were collected from each family member and con-
sidered to be part of the family's income in 1961
even if, in some cases, certain family members were
part of another family unit part of the year, One
exception, however, was made; families who had
immigrated to Canada during 1961 and had earned
some income abroad and some income in Canada

were only classified by their Canadian income.
Thus, some families are classified at incomes which
are somewhat lower than actual receipts because
income prior to arrival in Canada was not included.
Income from abroad of Canadian residents at the time
of the survey wasincluded in theincome distribution,

Census families are also enumerated as they
are constituted at the census date with no adjust-
ment for changes in family composition over the
year, The more restricted census definition of a
family yields a higher estimate of families and
correspondingly a lower average income, A series
of studies is being carried out to examine the effect
of definitional differences on the income distribution.

In the text family unit was used as a collective
term to designate unattached individuals and families
with two or more members., This was a convenient
way to distinguish between families proper (a group
of individuals related by blood, marriage or adoption)
and units in the family incomes series, which in
most cases also include unattached individyals.
Table headings always specify whether families
only or families and unattached individuals are
included, The estimates exclude families containing
one or more persons whose major source of income
was net income from fanning operations or military
pay and allowances. The estimates also exclude
inmates of institutions, persons residing on Indian
reservations, residents of the Yukon and Northwest
Territories and Canadians temporarily abroad.

All family income distributions by income
group refer to the income group classification of
total income earned or received in the calendar
year 1961.

Total income consists of income from the
following sources:

1. Wages and Salaries: gross wages and salaries
eamed before deduction for such items as income
taxes, unemployment insurance and pension funds,
Commission income received by salesmen is also
included in this category. All income in kind such
as meals or living accommodation is excluded,

Where individuals received military pay in the
form of reserve ammy pay, and where this was a
minor part of total income, such income was included
in the distribution and comhined with wages and
salaries,

2. Net Unincorporated Business Income: net
income (gross income minus expenses) earned from
self-employment either on own account or in an
unincorporated business or in independent profes-
sional practice. Included here is net income earned
from roomers and boarders and, possibly, in a few
instances, net farm income where this is a minor
component of income,
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In the survey, data were collected on gross
rather than net receipts from roomers and boarders
since the estimation of net income in this instance
is difficult; during editing net income from this
source was assumed to beone-third of gross receipts.
Payments for room and board by relatives living in
the same household were not included as income
for the person receiving such payments.

3. Investment Income: bond interest, dividends,
mortgage interest, net rents, estate income, bank
interest and other investment income,

4, Government Transfer Payments: municipal,
provincial and federal government payments of
relief, old age, disability and blind pensions,
veterans’ pensions and allowances, family allow-
ances, mothers' allowances, workmen'’s compensa-
tion, and unemployment insurance. Although family
allowance payments are made to the mother, the
survey treated them as part of the income of the
father,

5. Miscellaneous [ncome: retirement pensions,
annuities, alimony, and other items not specified or
included in the above categories.

Families and unattached individuals were
classified into subgroups based on the major source
of income. Major source of income refers to the
largest source of total family income; the groupings
used are wages and salaries (item 1 above), net
unincorporated business income (item 2 above) and
other money income (items 3, 4 and 5 above).

Receipts of gifts, lump-sum settlements from
insurance policies, income tax or pension plan
refunds, capital gains and losses, receipts from
the sale of assets, and inheritances or bequests
were excluded as was all income in kind such as
meals or living accommodation.

Tables 1 to 17 are analyses of family incomes
while Tables 18 to 27 analyse individual incomes.
It should be noted that Tables 1, 2, 18, 19 and 20

are primarily based upon survey data but adjusted
by income tax statistics. Tables 3 to 12 and 21 to
27 are derived entirely from the sample survey with
no adjustment from tax statistics. Adjustments were
not made to all series for two reasons; income tax
statistics are not available in sufficient detail and
the amount of work involved to adjust in each case
would be too great,

Aggregate income of all families in Table 2 is
not equivalent to the aggregate incomes of all
individuals in Tahle 19 because some individuals
with wages or other non-farm income were members
of families where other family members received net
farm incomes as their major source of income,
Families in which one or more members received
their major income from farming were excluded from
the family income estimates,

Several points should be noted:

(a) In Table 14 the following classifications
of family characteristics are used: (i) Married
couple — families consisting of a married couple
with no other relatives living with them (ii) Married
couple, unmarried children — families composed of
a married couple and unmarried single children of
any age, (ilii) Married couple, children and other
relatives —these are family units headed by married
couples and including unmarried children and other
adult relatives such as parents, as well as possibly
married children, These families consist largely
of what have been termed ‘‘doubled-up’’ families,
(iv) All other families — this classification includes
families of one parent and unmarried children, and
families consisting of two or more related adults
such as brothers and sisters. For the distribution
of incomes of unattached individuals see Table 12.

(b) In classifying individuals by their relation-
ship to the heads of families (Table 27), wives and
husbands of married children living with their
in-laws are included in the group ‘‘son or daughter'’,
Mothers-in-law and fathers-in-law are also grouped
with “‘parents’® when they reside with their married
children,
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TABLE 1. Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals® (number and per cent)
by Income Groups and by Major Source of Income, 1961

Major source of income

Al} families
Income group and unattached
individuals Wages and Net unincorporated Other money
salaries business income income
number per cent number per cent number per cent number per cent
('000) ("000) (*000) ("000)

UREer S 000 .= E8 S, Jalle .o v obingesiseTisesoauoss 475? 9.9 126 3.4 14 4.2 262 36.0
$ 1,000-% 1.499 278 5.8 125 3.4 11 3.3 142 19.5
LODEN- . b, 223 4.6 96 2.6 15 4.5 112 15. 4
2,000~ 2,499 287 8.0 197 5.4 19 5.7 71 9.8
2,500- 2,999 ... 288 6.0 217 5.9 33 9.9 38 5.2
3,000- 3,499 323 6.7 262 T 35 10. 4 26 3.6
3,500~ 3,999 ............ 339 1.1 303 8.3 23 6.9 13 .8
4,000~ 4,499 ... . 356 1.4 321 8.8 28 8.4 fl 1.0
4,500~ 4,999..... 350 7.3 323 8.8 18 5.4 9 1.2
5,000- 5,499............ 310 6.5 284 ki 22 6.5 4 0.6
5,500~ 5,999 ...... 286 6.0 263 7.2 16 4.8 ki .0

6,000~ 6.499 257 5.4 236 6. 4 16 4.8
6,500- 6,999 ... 174 3.6 165 4.5 7 2.1 . ~2a
7,000~ 7.999 ... 280 5.8 260 7.1 14 4.2 [} 0.8
8,000~ 9,999 ... 313 6.5 286 1.8 22 6.5 5 0.7
10,000~ 14,999 ... 188 EE ] 161 4.4 21 6.3 6 0.8
15,000 and OVeT ......ocovimnmiuinieiineniinas 73 1.5 40 1.1 21 6.3 12 1.7
Totals ....... 4,800 100.0 3. 663 100. 0 335 100.0 727 100. 0
Average income® $ 4,815 5, 286 6,291 2, 251
Median fncome? ... $ 4, 282 4,786 4, 317 1, 359

! pjstribution of families and unattached individuals are shown separately in Table 2.
* This figure includes 73,000 units with no income during the year; these consist of newly formed units (largely unattached individuals).
* Averages calculated from unrounded figures.

TABLE 2. Distribution of Aggregate Incomes of Families and Unattached Individuals (amount and per cent)
by Income Groups and by Major Source of Income, 1961

Major source of income

Al} families
Income group and unat'r,ached
individuals Wages and Net unincorporated Other money
salaries business income income
million $ per cent million § per cent million § per cent million § per cent
Under $1,000 249 181 69 0.4 6 03 174 10. 6
$ 1,000-$ 1,499 .... 346 1.5 155 0.8 13 0.6 178 10.9
1,500- 1,999 ... 395 Lyl 173 0.9 28 1.3 154 1.9
2,000- 2,499 ..... 645 2.8 441 2.3 45 2.1 159 9.7
2,500~ 2,999 .... 797 3.4 602 3.1 92 4.4 103 6.3
3,000~ 3,499 1,056 4.6 857 4.4 116 5.5 83 5.1
3,500~ 3,999 ... 1, 284 5.6 1, 148 5.9 87 4.1 49 3.0
4,000- 4,499 ... 1, 503 6.5 1,352 7.0 121 5.8 30 1.8
4,500- 4,999 1,873 1.2 1, 545 B.0 85 4, 1 43 2.6
SR~ 5489 ..k i e tsen e 1, 604 6.9 1, 469 7.6 114 5. 4 21 1.3
5.500- 5,999 1,633 ni 1,498 Ly 94 4.5 41 2.5
6,000~ 6,499 1,591 6.9 1, 460 1.5 99 4.7 32 2.0
6,500- 6,999 1, 162 5.0 1, 100 5.7 48 2.3 14 0.9
7,000~ 7,999 ... 2,055 8.9 1,903 9.8 107 5.1 45 2.8
8,000- 9,999 2,801 12.1 2, 559 13. 2 200 9.5 42 2.6
10,000- 14,999 .... 2, 313 10.0 1,979 10. 2 261 12.4 73 4.5
15,000 and over . 2, 006 8.7 1, 069 5.5 583 27.8 354 21.6
Totals 23,113 100. 0 19,379 100. 0 2,099 100.0 1,635 100.0
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TABLE 3. Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups and by Regions,' 1961

Atlantic Provinces Quebec Ontario Prairie Provinces British Coiumbia
Income group
Unattached Unattached Unattached Unattached Unattached
individuals | Fomiles {ingivigyals | Families | jhqiviquais| FAMiles | jiqiviquals | FRMILES | jn4i0idua1s | Families
per cent
Under $1,000 44.4 6.3 43.0 3.7 33.0 2.0 39.1 4.4 30.0 2.8
$ 1,000-% 1,459 .. 14.4 8.0 10.0 3.9 23 2.4 14.2 4.9 1252 3.3
1,500- 1,999 . 8.1 7.9 10.9 3.8 7.0 2.9 7.9 4.6 9.7 5.0
2,000- 2,499 . 7.8 9.2 6.1 5.4 8.9 4.1 7.8 5.3 10.2 4.9
2,500- 2,999 9.8 9.0 =3 LIS 6.3 4.3 7.0 6.7 7.7 4.5
3.000- 3.499 4.0 7.9 7.9 8.8 6.1 4.9 8.8 519 o) 4.4
3,500- 3,999 4.3 9.3 4.5 7.8 7.2 5.7 4.4 8.7 4.2 8.7
4,000~ 4,499 2.0 8.1 3.4 8.7 6.6 7.1 3.9 9.8 5.8 8.6
4,500~ 4,999 2.6 5.8 2.4 7.9 3.7 9.0 1.0 8.9 4.7 7.2
5,000- 5.499 0.6 5.4 1983 9.0 1.9 9.0 2.6 6.5 4.5 1.9
5,500- 5,999 ... 0.6 3.6 0.7 6.8 1.7 7.8 0.8 6.7 1.4 7.0
6.000- 6.499 ... == 4.9 0.1 5.0 1.6 8.6 0.9 5.3 1.3 7.4
6,500- 6,999 . 0.6 2.4 0.2 3.8 0.8 5.4 0.5 5.1 B 5.5
7.,000- 7,999 . 0.9 4.4 0.5 6.0 1.2 8.6 0.8 6.8 0.8 6.9
8.000- 9,999 4.5 0.3 7.4 0.9 10.2 -- 5.9 T.4
10,000- 14,999 252 1.4 4.5 0.3 5.8 o 3.0 7.0
15,000 and over ................. 1.3 2.2 0.3 $ioh) 0.3 1.4 1.4
Motals’, . 0 Nt W 100.0 100.0 100.6 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income ... $ 1,629 4,156 1.841 5.2%4 2,375 5,773 1,927 4,836 2,279 5,491
Median income ............... $ 1.194 3.591 1,350 4,652 1,836 5,389 1.384 4,485 1,902 5,038
! pPercentage distributions of families and unattached individuals by income groups for Canada are contained in Table 12.
TABLE 4. Percenlage Distribution of Families, by Income Groups, by Regions,
and by Metropolitan and Non-Metropolitan Centres,' 1961
Atlantic Prairie British
Canada Provinces Quehec Ontario Provinces Columbia
Income group
Non- Non- Non- Non- Non- Non-
e Met. Met. Met. | Mete Met. | Met- | et | Met. | Cyep | Meb. | yep
per cent

Under $1.000 ............c.ccccree 1.9 5.5 3.6 7.3 1.8 7.0 13, 1504 2.5 7.4 2.4 3.5
$ 1,000-% 1,499 2.1 6.4 2.5 10.2 2.0 7.3 1.8 3.3 2.3 9.2 2.9 3.9
1,500- 1,999 eil] 6.2 3.6 9.6 2.4 6.5 2.2 4.1 3.0 1.3 4.8 5.3
2,000- 2,499 3.3 8.1 3.6 11.5 3.4 9.0 3.2 5.7 2.9 9.1 3.1 6.5
2,500- 2,999 4.1 7.8 6.2 10.2 4.2 8.8 3.2 6.2 5.2 9.2 4.2 4.9
3,000~ 3.499 .. 5.3 8.1 5.8 8.7 T8l 11.8 4.4 5.7 4.8 7.8 3.5 5.8
3,500- 3.999 . 6.9 8.0 11.5 8.4 7.8 7.3 5.1 6.9 8.3 9.4 7.4 10.5
4,000- 4,499 ... 8.4 8.4 10.6 7.1 8.5 9.1 7.3 8.4 10.9 1.9 7.7 10.0
4,500~ 4,999 8.5 7.8 6.6 545 8.3 7.2 9.0 9.1 9.3 8.4 6.9 7.8
5,000- 5,499 ... 9.0 7.0 6.0 5.1 10.0 15 1} 9.0 9.3 7.7 4.6 9.5 5.6
5,500- 5,999 7.5 5.9 5.7 2.7 7.7 5.0 7.6 8.2 8.3 3.9 6.0 8.3
6,000- 6,499 ... T.5 53 7.1 3.8 6.3 2.6 8.4 9.0 7.1 2.4 8.1 6.4
6,500- 6,999 5.7 2.9 4.0 1.7 4.5 2.3 7.0 2.7 5.8 3.9 5.2 5.9
7,000- 7,999 8.9 4.2 8.7 2.6 Mok 3.2 10.0 6.0 8.0 3.1 8.7 4.4
8.000- 9,989 ... 9.9 5.0 7.9 3.1 9.6 3.2 11.4 8.0 Y17 3.7 9.7 4.1
10,000- 14,999 6.0 3.0 3.2 1.8 5.8 2.0 6.9 3.9 3.6 2.0 7.6 8.3
15,000 and over ............... 2.3 0.6 2.8 0.6 3.0 0.7 2.1 0.6 1.9 0.5 1.6 1.0
Totala ...........cccoveeeveneee 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Average income ... 1 5,956 4,361 5,496 3.606 6,020 3.963 | 6.190 5,039 | 5,424 3,865 | 5,817 5,028
Median income . ......... % 5.378 3,994 4,697 3,069 5,225 3,492 | 5,724 4,857 | 5,052 3,500 | 5.342 4,480

! Metropolitan centres are centres with a population of 30,000 and over; the rest of the country is classified as non-metropolitan.



TABLE 5. Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups, by Regions,
and by Metropolitan and Non-Metropolitan Centres,' 1961

Atlantic Provinces Quebec Ontario Prairie Provinces British Columbia
Income group
total | vet. | N0 | rotal | wet. | Nom | Total | wet. | VO | rotal | mMet. | N | Total | Mer. | YOO
j—— HAet. ® | Met. —— Met. i Met. A Met.
per cent
Under $1,000...c.ccoccnccncns | 1204 7.9 | 14.2 9.1 6.8 | 13.5 8.9 6.7 ) 13.2 | 13.6 9.0 | 20.2 9.7 9.4 | 10.2
$ 1,000-% 1,499 ... 9.0 4.3 | 1.0 4.7 3.1 7.9 4.6 4.5 4.8 7.4 4.3 | 11.8 535 5.5 5.6
1,500- 1,999 7.9 3.8 9.6 4.8 4.1 6.2 3.8 3.4 4.5 55 4.2 7.3 6.2 6.8 9:.3
2,000- 2,499 ... 9.0 4.4 | 10.8 9315 4.0 8.3 5. 2 5.0 5.6 5.9 4.5 8.0 6a2 5.9 6.7
2.500- 2,999 . 9.1 7.9 9.7 6.0 4.8 8.2 4.8 4.4 5. 4 6.8 5.9 8.1 583, 4.9 6.0
3,000- 3,499 ... T2 585 8.0 8.6 7.5 ] 10.8 5.1 5.2 5.0 6.7 6.4 Tl 593 5.1 Baid
3,500~ 3,999 ... 8.5 1% 2 7.4 80 7.4 6.7 6.0 59 6.4 7.6 7.8 743 1.6 6.6 9.0
4,000- 4,499 ... il 9.2 6.3 7.9 7.8 8.2 7.5 7.5 ks 8.2 0.5 6.4 79 7.1 9.2
4,500- 4.999 ... 5.3 6. 6 4.8 T2 Toh 6.6 7.8 7.9 {5k 6.8 q.5 5.9 5.6 6.4 6.9
5.000- 5,499 ... 4.6 5.4 4.3 7.9 Bt 6.4 1.4 %3 7.8 5.5 6.8 3.6 7.0 i3 6.6
5,500- 5,999 . 31 4.7 2.4 5.9 6. 6 4.6 6. 4 6. 2 7.0 5.1 6.5 3.1 5.6 4.9 6.6
6,000- 6,499 . 4.2 65 &b 4.3 5.4 2.3 7.1 6.8 7.6 4.2 5.8 1.9 5.9 6.2 5.3
6,500~ 6,999 ... 21 3.5 1.4 3.3 3.9 21 4.4 5.6 2.2 3.9 4.8 2.6 4.1 3.8 4.7
7,000~ 7,999 ... 3.8 7.3 2.4 5.2 6.4 2.9 6.9 7.8 5.8 5.2 T.2 2.4 5.3 6.4 3.4
8,000- 9,999 ... 3:18 6.6 2.6 6.4 8.2 2.9 8.1 8.9 6.5 4.3 5.6 215 5.5 7.0 3.2
10,000~ 14,999 ... 1.8 2.7 1.5 4.1 D2 1.8 4.6 5.3 <7 ] 2.2 2.8 1.4 5.3 5.5 5.0
15,000 and over ... 1.1 2.4 0.5 1.9 2.5 0.6 1.3 1.7 0.5 1ol 1.6 0.3 1.0 1.2 0.8
Totals ... 100.0 |100.0 [100.0 | 100,0 | 100.0 | 100.0 ( 100.0 | 100.0 (100.0 |100.0 {100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
Average Income .............. $ 3,751 (4,952 |3.256 [4.817 {5,418 |3.647 | 5,014 | 5,330 | 4,413 (4,064 |4,704 | 3,143 | 4.678 | 4,825 |4, 449
Median income ............ $ | 3,181 4,272 |2.727 {4,259 | 4,800 |3,271| 4.763 | 4,968 | 4,340 (3,770 14,416 | 2,667 | 4.266 |4, 408 | 4,092

i See foothote 1, Table 4.

TABLE 6. Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals whose Major Source of Income is Wages and
Salaries by Income Groups, by Regions, and by Metropolitan and Non-Metropolitan Centres, 1961

Atlantic Provinces Quebec Ontario Prairie Provinces British Columbia
Income group
Non- Non- Non- Non- Non-
Total | Met. Met. Total | Met, Met. Total | Met. Met. Total | Met. Met. Total | Met. Met.
per cent
Under $1,000 ......... 542 3.4 6.1 3.6 2 6. 6 1.8 1.6 21 5.5 3.4 9.6 4.0 3.9 4.1
$ 1,000-8% 1,499.. 6.0 2 5 1.7 2.5 1.7 4.9 290 2.6 2.8 4.9 2.8 9,3 2.2 2.5 3 |
1,500- 1,999... 5.6 0.9 7.9 3.3 2.8 4.6 1.9 2l 1.4 3.8 2.5 6.4 g 3.8 2.3
2,000~ 2,499... 8.7 3.6 1.2 5.3 3.5 9.3 4.4 4.1 5.1 5.1 3.6 8.1 4.3 3.8 G- 2
2,600- 2,999... 9.8 8.2| 10.5 5.9 5.0 8.1 4.4 4,2 4.9 L 5.6 9.0 5.9 4.5 7.4
3,000- 3,499... 7.9 G 9.2 9.4 8.1 NS 5.1 4.9 5.6 7.5 8.2 8.0 5.9 6.0 ]
3.500- 3,999 10.6 13-4, 9.3 8.6 8.2 9.5 6.7 6.5 eul 9.3 8.5 11.0 8.9 8.1 10. 2
4,000- 4,499 91 11.0 8.1 9.2 8.6 10. 6 8.5 8.4 8.7 10. 4 11.0 9.1 9.17 8.5 11.7
4,500- 4,999.... i -2 6.5 8.5 8.6 8.3 9.6 9.2 10.3 8.2 8.9 6.9 7.8 6.9 9.1
5,000- 5,499... 5.5 65| 5.0 9.2 10. 2 6.8 8.8 8.2 10.3 7.3 8.3 5.4 8.9 9.0 8.8
5,500- 5.,999... 38 B ok 3.1 6.9 7.2 6.2 7.8 7.1 9.4 6.2 g6 3.5 6.7 5.9 8.0
6,000- 6,499 53 T.4 4.2 4.8 5.9 2.1 8.6 8.1 9.6 5.4 6.7 2.8 § 5 8.2 6.6
6,500~ 6,999... 21 4.4 1.9 3.8 4.5 2. 4 5.4 6.5 2.9 5.1 5.8 338 582 5.0 515
7.000- 7,989. 50 8.7 3.2 6.0 T2 3.4 8.5 9.0 7.3 6.3 8.1 2.7 6.9 8.4 4.7
8,000- 9,999... 5.0 1.6 3.8 7.4 9.4 2.8 9.8 10. 4 8.6 4.9 5.4 2512 6.9 8.6 4.1
10,000- 14,999...... - 2.3 3.2 L8 4.3 5.3 1.9 5.1 5.8 3.6 2.6 3.3 151 5.6 6.1 4,7
15,000 and over ........... 0.9 2.4 0.4 Lk 1.5 1.0 1.3 0.2 0.7 el 0.6 0.8 0.3
MORRLBLS e i oe e or ibam 100.0 |100.0!100.0 |100.0 [100.0 [100.0 | 100.0 |100.0 |100.0 [100.0 (100.0 [100.0 |100.0 |100.0 100.0
Average income........... 4,298 |5.312]3,795 | 5,103 | 5,596 | 3,954 | 5,623 | 5 789 | 5,259 |4,621 |5,116 | 3,644 5,196 | 5,401 | 4,874
Medtan income........ccccceuis 3.821 |4.553(3,359 |[4.624 | 5,059 | 3,711 [ 5,278 | 5,390 | 5,097 |4,346 {4,815 | 3.475 | 4,897 | 5,111 4,593

! Bee footnote 1, Table 4.
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TABLE 7. Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups

and by Age and Sex of Head, 1961

All Age of head
families
Income group antlhed
unattac
1 24 and " l - 65 and
individuals! e 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 B
per cent
All families and unattached individuals
Under $1,000 16.6 3.7 3.4 5. 1 0L 28.7
$ 1,000-% 1,499.. 9.8 3.2 18 2.8 5.4 14,7
18500~ ~ .1,999% Tl anl 2.6 3.3 4.8 11.9
2.000- 2,499.. 10,0 4.8 4.3 5%d 7.1 i
2.500- 2,999 . 10.1 6.2 5.0 S8 51 5.6
3,000- 3,499. 87 ] 54 6.3 6.1 6.6 5.3
3,500- 3,999 10.5 8.7 6.9 6.9 6.3 4.0
4,000- 4,499. 8.0 11.8 7.8 7.7 7.0 3.0
4,500- 4,999 4.5 9.3 8.8 b 8.5 358
5,000- 5.499. 4.2 9 10.0 6.6 5.4 2.6
5,500- 5,999. 4.1 11k dobi At 4.0 2.1
6,000- 6,499 2.0 7.0 422 6.9 4.2 2.2
6.500 - 6,999 ) by 4,1 5.0 4.9 3.4 )
7,000- 7,999 . .. 1By 5.2 9.0 6. 7 5.7 245
(418710 e B T 1O SORVOOPOION oy 5 e s 1.8 5.2 8.5 9.7 6.5 L1
10,000- 14,999 .. ... 0.5 2.3 4.6 7.0 5.0 1.3
PR and oSl ... il e 0.7 1.4 1.7 3.0 Tubl
M e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
AVEIRge Incomes il ........... 55 e e sscisnannns $ 3,004 4,775 5,515 5,515 4.951 2,813
Metdian ingome BTk L R $ 2, 822 4,548 5, 165 4,960 4, 100 1,777
Male head
Under $1,000 ........... 4.8 5.7 8 157" 2.3 k) 19.9
$ 1,000-$ 1,499. 4.4 39 2.4 1] 241 5.3 15,5
1,500- 1,999 4.0 5.7 2 2.0 25 4.0 PR
2,000- 2,499 5.4 10.4 4.2 3.6 4.6 6.6 9.3
2,500- 2,999. 5.5 10.0 5.7 4.3 4.6 5.5 6.9
3,000- 3,499 6.8 9.3 7.6 6.2 5.4 ey 5.9
3,500- 3,999. 7.3 11. 8 8.6 6.5 T ok 6.9 4.9
4,000- 4,499 8.6 1.0 12.3 1.9 85 g4t 3.5
4,500- 4,999 8.0 6.4 9.8 9.3 8.0 7.0 3.6
5,000- 5,499. 8.0 $al 10,0 10.8 ! 6.4 =2
5,500- 5,999 8.8 5, 9 8.6 8.1 6.3 4.8 2.4
6.000- 6,499 6.3 2.9 1.5 =8 T8 4.4 247
6,500- 6,999 ... 4.3 2.5 4.5 5.4 5.3 4.0 1.4
7,000- 7,999 6.7 2.5 5.7 9.7 -1 6.7 2.9
8,000- 9,999 M3 2.1 6.5 9.2 10.9 7.9 2.8
10,000~ 14,999 . 4.5 0.7 2.6 5.0 8.0 6.7 18
15,000 and over .... 1.6 0.7 1.5 2.0 37 02
tals... LE.......... 5. 0000 ... A0S, ... 100.0 100. 0 100.0 108.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
A R T T e T | S Je S | 5, 146 3,652 5,004 5,171 5,969 5,581 3,055
Mediankincome L BN Ko, .. 4Bk, 5.0, Lo e encmeiandie. $ 4,521 3,542 4,745 5,340 5, 359 4,614 2,113
Female head
33.4 41.0 23.2 22,3 24.2 31.2 42.6
10.8 14.1 10. 4 6.5 6.1 10.0 13.3
9.1 10.3 6.5 8.4 7.9 7.3 11.0
1.6 8.9 10.6 11.5 9.3 8.1 x
7.5 10.3 11.1 1.7 9.3 6.6 329
6.0 4.2 9.1 6.7 9.6 4.9 4.3
5.5 7.6 10,0 10.6 5.7 4.1 2.6
4.0 1.4 7.6 4.5 4.5 8.5 2.3
3.4 0.2 4.1 3.1 4.8 5.0 2.7
2.3 2.0 1.7 3.9 3.9 1.9 1.7
i d 1.7 2,2 2.9 1.5 134
1,9 ] 3.2 2 & 3.3 1.4
1.4 0.2 T 2.6 1.5 1.6
1.5 0.4 1.5 1.8 2.6 1.9
8,000- 9,999 2.3 1.1 0.8 ant 20 3.6
10,000- 14,999 1.1 0.9 1.8 2.2 i-1
15,000 and over 0.4 0.5 0.9
Totals ... 100.0 100, 0. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
A B TAR ERNCOMERET. .. .. Bar oo T oo o it oe S R S 2,519 1,562 2,514 2,757 3,012 2,887 2,431
MBS AR INCOoME M. ™. o BB csione s M B D 1,819 1,319 2,467 2,556 2,602 2,086 1,278

! See page 18 for a distribution of all famiiies and unattached individuals by income groups. It should be noted, however, that Table 1 has been
adjusted by income tax statistics and is not strictly comparable with Table 7. See page 55 for further explanation.



22—

TABLE 8. Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals whose Major Source of Income is
Wages and Salaries, by Income Groups and by Age and Sex of Head, 1961

All Age of head
families
Income group :ndh .
pnatiasibe I' 1 20and 65 and
individuals® under 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 N
per cent
All families and unattached individuals
Under $1,000 %3 0.6 0.6 0.7 dod 1.e2
$ 1,000-% 1,499 6.0 1.6 0.8 2381 2.4 3.0
T Uil . 10.3 2.5 1.3 208 4.8 4.7
2,000- 2,499 7.0 2.6 o0 2% 3.7 4.8
200 900kee B MW E. | e 8L ... 10.1 4.5 3.7 4.4 6.5 6.2
3,000- 3,499.... 10. 8 5.8 4.1 Ty 5.9 1.8
w o ZRECR T SRS SR S W 8.2 &% 8.0 6.3 T4 7.8
4,000- 4,499.......... - 1.2 9.1 7.4 Tl (% 7.9
4,500- 4,999..... 8.1 1253 8.0 8.1 8.6 1.3
5,000- 5,499 4.8 10.1 9.7 8.0 8.0 7.3
5,500- 5,999.... 4.3 9.9 10.5 sl 6.5 7.4
6,000- 6,499 4.3 8.4 8.5 6.2 4.8 4.2
6,500- 6,999 Bl 7.4 7.8 1.9 4.8 G
7,000- 7,999... 1.8 4.4 5.5 Sefl 4.2 a7
8,000- 9,998, 1.8 5.7 9.8 i 6.8 7.4
10,000- 14.999. 1.6 521 9.5 10.8 1a8 8.8
15,000 and over 0.4 2,7 a8 (6) 8.8 £
fotals..... M. Asdl..... 4 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0
Average income $ 3,122 4, 882 5,673 5,697 5, 356 4,971
Median {ncome .. op 1§ 2,931 4,673 5,319 5,246 4, 600 4,452
Male head
Under $1,000 .., 1.6 4.2 1.3 | 1.0 1.1 1.9 3.7
$ 1,000-$ 1,499 2.4 8.0 2.1 1.0 1.8 .4 3.8
1,500- 1,999 - 2.2 S 2.3 1.4 1.8 2.8 Jal
2,000~ 2,499... 4.5 10. 4 3.9 f 3.6 3.4 7.9
2,500- 2,999. R0 10. 4 5.2 3.4 4.4 5.3 7.9
3.000- 3,499, 6.7 : 9] 5.9 5. 2 7.8 1.9
3,500- 3,999, 8.1 12.3 | 8.8 6.8 W 82 9.0
4,000- 4,499... 9.6 10.8 1285 8.1 8.5 8.5 a6
4,500- 4,999 952 657 10.5 a9 8.4 8.0 6.8
5,000- 5,499, 8.1 Sall 10.6 10. 8 7.4 7.4 8.1
5,5600- 5,999 =18 6.1 8.9 8.8 6.6 5.6 4.7
6,000- 6,499 1.3 3.0 7.8 8.0 8.8 4.8 =
6,500- 6,999 5.0 2.6 4.8 534 6.1 4.6 3
BREOREY SO0, I........ o0 oS e o o sy o5 7.8 2.6 6.1 10. 4 8.2 1.5 8.1
GO o) R & S 5. S = 8.3 2.2 Ly 10. 1 11.8 9.0 7.4
10,000~ 14,999 ..... 4.1 0.6 2.5 4.3 8.2 7.4 4.2
LERGORNG OVEE... ... .o el et B L e 1.0 0.4 1.0 1.4 2.5 132
Totals 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0
Average fncome ... ko $ 5,453 3,710 5, 038 5,816 6,019 5, 761 5,015
Median income... $ 5,036 3, 585 4,824 5, 431 5, 568 4, 925 4, 441
Female head
Under $1,000.......... 14.6 34.9 12.2 8.1 13.3 10.0 5. 4
$ 1,000-% 1,499... 8.6 15.8 ni 5.9 ) 9.4 6.3
1,500-% 1,999 8.2 11.1 6.0 5.6 7.6 9.4 8.4
2 : 9.1 9.4 107 11,5 8.8 10.7 2.5
10. 5 11.6 1235 14.3 10.0 8. 7.6
8.6 4.7 12.0 7.0 12.9 7.4 ]
8.8 8.5 12.8 16. 1 1.2 5.9 5.6
6.4 1.6 10,0 5.9 6.5 942 6.9
5.4 0.2 5.4 5.2 5.3 8.1 8.4
4.1 2.2 2.3 .3 1 3.0 6.1
2.3 2.3 3.5 3.7 13 3.0
3.0 2.0 4.2 ad 4.8 4.6
2.3 0.3 2.8 3.8 2.4 4.8
293, 0.6 = 1.8 3.7 6.1
. 3.8 2.3 1.1 3 3.0 11.7
L OO ... ... 5 ccona v u N Ml s mre e oo Gims o vianes oT5eh L7 1.4 2.2 3.0 3.3
15,000 and over .., 0.2 1.5
Totals ...........o.e... 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100.0
Average income . $ 3, 386 1,716 3,035 3, 507 3,608 3,694 4, 880
Median income $ 2,952 1,478 2, 996 3,329 3,155 3,149 4,478

! See page 18 for a distribution by income groups of all families and unattached individuals whose major source of income is wages and salaries.
it s]houlg be noted, however, that Table 1 is adjusted by income tax statistics and is not strictly comparable with Table 8. See page 55 for further
explanation,
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TABLE 9. Percentage Distribution of Families and of Unattached Individuals by Income Groups and by Age of Head,* 1961

Age of head
; All

Income group T Y T

an

s 25-34 35-44 45-54 55 -64 over

per cent
Families
Under $1,000. 8.3 4.5 1.6 1.8 3.0 4.4 8.8
$ 1,000-% 1,499 3 4.4 2.2 1.4 1.6 4.9 14.0
1,500- 1,999 . 4.1 3.2 2.4 2.4 2.7 3.6 13.4
2,000- 2,499 3.8 9.6 3.9 4.0 4.2 6.8 8.8
2,500- 2,999 5.9 7.6 5.9 4.5 4.6 5.5 8.1
3,000- 3,499 . 6.4 8.9 7.4 8.0 a2 6.2 6.7
3,500- 3.999 . %3 12.4 8.8 6.3 6.8 7.0 6.0
4,000- 4,499 . 8.4 10.9 12.0 7.8 8.1 6.9 4.2
v BT SR T AR < S 8.2 8.1 9.6 9.1 8.2 7.2 4.9
GRINGE 451499 .o .. B, 8.2 5.9 10. 1 10.7 /(1) 6.4 4.0
5,500- am ... 6.8 7.6 8.7 8.0 6.4 5.0 3.3
6.000- 6,499 6.6 4.1 T, 7 1.6 1.6 5.3 3.3
§,500- 6,999 4.7 KR 4.7 5.8 5.6 3.9 r
7.000- 7,899 7.0 3.5 5.7 9.5 1.6 7.3 3.9
8,000- 9,999 &0 3.0 5.7 9.2 11.2 8.5 5.0
10,000~ 14,999 4.8 0.8 2.7 4.9 8.1 b i | 2.1
15,000 and over 1B 0.8 15§ 2.0 3.9 1.4
Totals 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.90
Average income . $ 5,317 4,038 5,057 5,737 5,985 5, 809 3,737
Median income .. $ 4,866 3,895 4,797 5,313 5,400 4,826 2,809
Unattached individuals

Under $1,000 36.4 28.2 16.9 22.7 22.4 36.1 59.6
$ 1,000-% 1,499 . 12.4 14.9 9.1 6.3 10.0 11.5 15.7
1,500- 1.999 . 8.3 9.0 Jad Sl i 2 8.5 9.6
2,000- 2,499 8.3 10.3 10.2 8.4 12.1 8.3 4.6
2.500- 2,999 Wi 15 7.9 10.8 9.8 6.4 1.9
3,000- 3,499 .. i 0 6.6 9.6 9.4 11.4 7.8 342
3,500- 3,999 .. 5.6 8.6 1.4 13.3 7.6 3.8 0.9
4,000- 4,499 5.1 5.3 10.5 5.8 540 1.4 58
4,500- 4,999 3.0 0.1 T%2 9.1 3.4 4.5 0.7
5,000- 5,499 2.2 2.5 4.1 2.8 3.9 1.9 0.4
5.500- 5,999 1.2 0.7 2.9 2.3 1.9 0.7 0.3
6.,000- 6,499 1Al “e 2.5 2apl 2.4 0.4 0.4
6,500- 6.999 0.5 -- 0.3 .- 0.8 1.8 0.3
7.000- 7,999 0.9 - 2.0 3.5 1.3 0.4 0.3
8.000- 9,999 . 0.4 .- 1.8 0.9 0.5 -- 0.1
10,000~ 14.999 .. 0.4 0.2 (0) o5} 1.4 0r3 0.5 0.1
15,000 and over 0.2 0.7
Totals ___... 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income s 2,724 2,024 2,993 2,921 2,608 2,093 1,378
Median income $ 1,532 1,883 2,911 2,847 2,430 1,641 831

! For a combined income distribution of tamilies and unattached individuais by age of head, see Table 7.

TABLE 10. Percentage Distribution of Families by Income Groups, by Employment Status and By Sex of Head, 1961

Employment status of head!
Income group Employee Employer or own account? Not in 1abour force
Total Maje Femaije Total Male Female | Total Male Female
per cent
Under $1,000.. 1.1 1.0 6.7 292 14.17 12.7 17.7
$ 1,000-% 1,499 . 1.8 1.7 5.2 2.8 14.4 16.8 10.6
1,500- 1,999 24l 248 3.6 5.9 14.7 16.7 11.8
2,000- 2,499 .. 4.0 3.8 7.5 8.3 10.7 12.4 8.2
2,500- 2,999 4.7 4.4 12.5 8.3 7.6 8.0 7.0
3.000- 3,499 6.3 6.2 8.0 qo0 8.1 6.9 5.0
3,500- 3,999 8.0 7.9 10.0 6.0 1 4.1 5.8
4,000- 4,499 9.6 9.7 §.3 7.1 3.6 2.1 4.9
4,500- 4,999 9.5 9.5 g 5.6 4.1 3.7 4.8
5,000- 5.499 ..... 9.3 9.5 5.2 7.6 3.1 3.0 943
5,500- 5,999 R 8.2 3.6 (o0 ¢ o] 2.0 2onl
6,000- 6,499 ........ 1.4 7.8 5.0 8.4 2.8 2.4 3.5
6.500- 6,999 59 5% 4.6 2.8 1.7 0.9 2.8
7.000- 7,999 8.2 8.4 23 4.9 2.9 2 3.5
e n T e S 8.7 8.7 23 9.1 3.5 247 4.6
10,000- 14,999 .. 4.9 4.9 3.4 8.3 1.7 -2 2.5
15,000 and over i 0.8 0.9 (1ot 0.9 0.7 153
Totals 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
AVRIAZE LHGOMP .. .chiivigen v sfiiresseseottsdtinges ses Masssrsissasadl $ 5,543 5,583 4,326 6.657 3, 200 2.943 3,592
MEHARRSNCOME-, . 4540 W0, oo s M0 o BuvirsrosanTeasans $ 5,156 5,195 3,825 5.132 2,290 2,153 2,621

' Heads of families were classitied by their employment status at time of survey. This is not necessarily their employment status during 1961,
1 “Employer or own account’’ gtoup consists mainly of maies, Because of the small number of females no separate distribution by sex is shown.
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TABLE 11, Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups
and by Occupation of Head,'»” 1961

Profes~ Transpot-
All sional Setvives |“ iy,  WiFapern 5
Income group occupa- |Manageriall and | Clerical | Sales |  &7C and fonen | Snan. |Labourers
tions techni- : commu- Slel-L |l ISR
cal tion nication e Cliee
per cent
Under $1,000 . 4,1 1,5 8.9 2.2 2.4 12,4 1,3 10, 8 1.3 5.6
$ 1,000-$1,999 . 6.8 2.4 903 4.9 4.0 14,8 6.3 26,6 4.5 14.8
2,000- 2,98 11,3 T 6.6 10,5 8.3 18,9 13.6 24, 1 8.2 20,4
3,000- 3,999 14, 8 10,1 8.8 18,1 13.8 14, 8 18. 2 1'5..2 15.8 a3
R SRC T TR o S 10 2 11,9 8.5 22 15.17 12,5 2L 5 9.3 2251 18, 5
5,000~ 5,998 14,9 12,9 130 14,9 14.5 10,2 14,0 5.1 18.7 8.8
,000- 6,999 10. 8 135 1223 11, 4 14.7 6,1 10,6 I 1.4 523
7,000~ 7,999 4.1 9,5 8.0 6.5 TRE 3.8 6.2 1.6 6.9 e
8,000- 9,999 1.4 1287 13,7 5.1 7.9 4.6 4,8 I | 4.3 3.0
WO 000, 0] OVEE] Baexsr:-camsresBonpnssesiisss iacs 6.1 16.6 12,9 3.0 154 L5 2.4 1.9 2.8 "
Totals 100.0 100, 0 100, 0 100, 0 100.0 100, 0 100, 0 100, 0 100, 0 100, 0
Average family income .........cccninme. 5,213 1, 052 6, 247 4,912 6, 094 3,638 4,742 3,108 5, 087 3722
Median family income ..........cccorerrerreirinnn 4, 756 6, 185 5, 838 4,630 5, 400 3,243 4,447 2N5 98] 4, 869 3, 432
Average head's income ...........ccccevvvvnnen. 4, 416 6,178 5,640 4, 145 4,952 2, 908 4, 026 2,626 4, 247 2,504

! Families and unattached Individuals were classified by the head’s occupation at the time of the survey,

whose head was not in the labour force at the time of the survey,
3 For a description of occupatlona) classification, see puge 12.

This table excludes family units

TABLE 12, Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups
and by Size of Family, 1961

Size of family (number of persons)

Unattached
Thcpme, Sty individuals
2 3 4 5 or more
per cent
All families and unaitached individuals

Under $1,000 36.4 3.3 1.2 3.4 1092 1.4
$ 1,000-% 1,498 12.4 3.8 8.5 2.7 1.7 2.0
1,500- 1,938 8,3 | 7.4 4.2 P 2.4
2,000- 2,498 8.3 5.2 7.6 4.4 3.8 4,8
2,500- 2,999 {81 5.5 52 5.2 5.0 4,9
3,000- 3,499 0 6.4 6.8 5.8 5.9 8.7
3,500- 3,999 5.6 e 6.8 8.1 gl T
4,000- 4,499 ... 351 8.4 6.9 8.1 9.8 8.9
4,500- 4,999 3.0 8.2 | 8,1 9,2 8.6
5,000- 5,488 2,2 8,2 5.6 8.8 10,1 8.8
5,500- 5,999 1.2 6.8 5.0 T4 8.3 e
6,000- 6,499 1.0 6.6 5.0 7.3 7.6 0
6,500- 6,999 0.5 4.7 3.5 4. 4 5.6 5. 1
70008 | 719881, ... 0.8 T 1 3,5 8.3 6.3 18
BEORHSFeaENG O Onimmim i S, o ST, 0.4 o 5.5 8.4 8.3 9,3
10,000- 14,999 0.4 4.8 3.0 4.2 5.6 6.1
15,000 and over ......... 0;2 L4 1.6 1.4 1.8 Ly
Totals 100. 0 100. 0 100, 0 100, 0 100.0 100, 0
Average income $ 2,123 5,317 4,464 5,319 5, 786 5,728
Median income $ 1,572 4,368 3,890 4,994 5, 198 5,170

Major source of Income: Wages and salaries
Under $1,000 15. 2 Lal 1.9 2,0 0.6 0.4
$ 1,000-% 1,499 107, 1.6 2.1 2,0 0.8 L3
1,500- 1,999 8.5 | 2.0 Badl! e 1.5 1.4
2,000~ 2,499 15,5 | 3.8 6.0 4,1 2,6 3.4
2,500~ 2,999 10, 8 4.8 6.9 4,6 4 3.8
3,000- 3,498 10,3 6.3 7,2 5.7 5.8 6.5
9.0 8.0 8,1 8.6 1.5 7.9
1.9 9,4 9.5 8,7 10,3 9,1
4.7 9.4 8,8 9.1 9.8 9.6
3,6 9,3 1.4 10,0 10, ¢ 9.4
1.8 7.8 6.9 1.3 8.8 8.1
1, 7.6 6.4 8,0 8,6 1D
0.7 5.4 4,8 4,8 6,3 5.8
1.3 8.1 7.8 8,9 7.0 8.8
0,7 9.0 i 9.0 8.8 10,0
0.5 5.0 3,1 4.3 5.4 6.1
15,000 and over 0.1 j L Lo 0.8 1. 2 1.2
Totals ... 100. 0 100, 0 100, 0 100, 0 100. 0 100. 0
Average income $ 2,817 5,817 5, 218 5, 454 5, 760 5, 8711
Median income 3 2,644 5, 188 4,758 5, 150 5, 308 5,351

! size of family refers to the total number of persons in the family including both adults and children.
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TABLE 13. Percentage Distribution of Families by Income Groups and by Number of Children Under 16 years, 1961

Income group No children? 1 child 2 children 3 children t:l;)irlgg;e
per cent
All families
Under $1,000 5.0 3.6 1.5 2,1 1.9
$ 1,000-$ 1.499 6.3 3.4 1.0 2.6 2.6
1,500- 1,999 .. 6.4 3.0 2.2 2.6 3.4
2,000- 2,499 6.0 5.0 4.2 3.7 6.5
2,500- 2,999. 6.1 5.0 4.9 4.7 6.6
3,000- 3,499 5.9 5.7 6.8 6.6 8.0
3,500- 3,999 8.0 8.2 7.8 8.0 8.3
4,000- 4,499 6.4 8.9 10. 2 10.1 8.9
4,500- 4,999 7.2 7.8 9.1 10.1 8.5
5,000- 5,499 6.0 8.7 10. 2 9.8 g.1
5,500- 5.999 5.5 6.5 8.4 7.5 8.3
6,000- 6,499 5.6 1.6 1.2 7.3 6.9
6.500- 6,999. 4.2 4.8 5.3 5.3 3.5
7,000~ 7.999......... 7.2 6.9 7.5 65 6.4
8,000- 9,999 8.1 9.4 7.6 7.6 6.1
10,000 - 14,999 5.8 4.4 4.4 4.3 3.7
15,000 and over 2.2 1.1 1.5 L1 1.4
Totals ... 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Average income $ 5,221 5,31 5,505 5. 332 5. 190
Median income $ 4,632 4,962 5. 113 4,975 4, 724
Major source of income; Wages and salaries
Under $1,000 1.8 1.5 0.7 0.6 0.3
$ 1,000-$ 1,499 2,0 2.1 0.7 1.7 1.3
1.500- 10999 ... iuiicrnciicnsmanenssmsaisessiaannossisssnnassssssrasassorrossasans 2:6 2.1 1.3 1.7 1.9
2,000- 2,499 4.3 4.5 3.0 3.3 4.3
2,500- 2,999 5.6 46 4.2 4.2 4.8
3,000- 3,499 5.8 5.5 6.9 6.3 7.9
3,500- 3,999 6.8 8¢5 81 8.6 9.4
4,000~ 4,499 7.8 9.7 10.8 10.0 10.3
4,500- 4,999 8.7 8.4 9.8 11. 4 9.8
5,000- 5,499 745 9.8 10.8 10.8 9.0
5.500- 5,999 6.6 6.9 8.1 8.6 9.5
6,000- 6,499 6.9 8.4 ol 7.9 7.8
6,500- 6,999 8.4 5. 6 6.1 5.8 3.8
7.000- 17,999. 9.3 7.4 6.0 7.0 T4
8.000- 9,999 10.5 10.0 7.9 8.0 6.6
10,000- 14,998 7.1 4.6 3.9 3.7 3.8
15,000 and over 1.5 0.7 1.1 0.3 1.2
Totals 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Average income $ 5.860 5, 504 5,577 5,393 5,470
Median income $ 5,320 5,163 5, 218 5,102 4, 995

* All families without any children under 16.
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TABLE 14. Percentage Distribution of Families by Income Groups and by Family Characteristics,! 1861

Married Married couple Married couple All
Income group couple with unmarried with children and other
only children other relatives families
per cent

Under $1,000 5.2 1.3 0.7 12.2
$ 1,000-8% 1,499 8.3 1.8 0.8 8.0
1,500- 1,999 1.8 2.4 1.6 8.3
2,000- 2,499 7.5 4.4 2.1 7.4
2,500- 2,999 6.5 4.8 4.6 8.4
3,000- 3,499 1.0 6.5 4.8 5.3
3,500- 3,999 6.7 8.1 3.8 6.4
4,000- 4,499 6.7 9.5 6.5 6.6
4,500- 4,999 7.3 9.2 ik 5.9
5,000~ 5,499 5.9 9.8 6.9 4.7
§,500- 5,999 5.4 7.9 %8 3.7
6,000~ 6,499 5.5 7.4 6.9 4.3
6,500- 6,999 3.7 5.0 5.9 3.8
7,000- 17,999 6.1 7.4 12.0 3.7
8,000- 9,999 5.6 8.0 17.0 6.8
10,000- 14,999 3.1 5.0 10.9 3.8
15,000 and over 1.8 1.6 2.6 1.0
Totals 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
Average income $ 4,650 5,595 6,828 4,174
Median income $ 4,090 5,102 6,377 3,531

1 For a description of family characteristics see page 16. The classifications do not include unattached individuals; for a description of the

income of unattached individuals see Table 12,

TABLE 13. Average Size of Family Units, Average Number of Children, Average Number of Income Recipients
and Average Number of Income Earners by Income Groups, 1961

Average size

Average numher

Average number

Average number

Income group of family of income of income
units? of children? recipients® earners®
number of persons
All families and unattached individuals
Under $1,000 1.51 0.25 0.89 0.40
$ 1,000-$1,999 2,29 0.62 1.29 0.70
2,000- 2,999 3.02 15510 1.28 1,01
3,000- 3,999 3.41 1.41 1,32 1.18
4,000 - 4,999 3.69 1.59 1.43 1:32
5,000- 5,999 3.95 1.73 1. 52 1.43
6,000- 6,999 . 3.94 1,59 1. 0 1.59
7.000- 9,399 4.08 1.43 2,00 1.87
10,000 and over 4.18 1628 2.19 1. 95
Totals 3. 30 1.26 1.48 1.28
Major source of income: Wages and salaries
Under $1,000 1.60 0.2 1.09 1.07
$ 1,000-%$1,999 2.27 0.68 D 111
ST T T S L T—— U —— 2.84 1505 1,22 1918
3,000- 3,999 3. 42 1. 44 1631 1.123
4,000 - 4,999 3.1 1.61 1. 42 1. 33
5.000- 5,999 3.95 15 1.50 1,43
6,000- 6,999 3.95 1.59 %8 1.62
7,000 - 9,999 4,08 1. 43 2.04 1.91
10,000 and over 4. 32 1. 24 2. 41 2.20
Totals 3,56 1.39 1. 54 1.45

! Family unit refers to both families and unattached individuals; average size is the average number of persons of any age in the unit.

? Average numher of children under 16 years of age,
Y Average number of persons with income from any source.

4 Average number of persons with wages and salaries or net unincorporated business income.
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TABLE 16. Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals
by Income Groups and by Tenure, 1961

All families and
unattached individuals All families
Income group
owners Renters Other® Owners Renters Other?
per cent
Under $1,000 ... 7.8 7.0 32.3 3.6 2.5 6.4
$ 1,000-% 1,499 ... 4.8 5.1 11.0 3.8 3.7 5.6
1,500- 1,999 4.5 4.6 8.3 4.0 3.9 7.3
2.000- 2,499 4.7 6.8 8.7 4.7 5.7 12.4
2,500- 2,999 4.9 7.0 7.3 5.1 6.3 7.5
3,000- 3.499 5.8 7.8 1.8 5.7 7.8 ok
3,500- 3,999 5.9 8.9 6.7 8.3 9.4 9.3
4,000~ 4,499 7.4 9.1 5.4 7.7 9.9 1.7
4,500- 4.999 ... 7.4 8.0 3.5 7.9 8.9 1.5
5,000- 5.499 7.3 7.7 3.1 7.9 8.9 1.3
5,500- 5,999 6.2 6.1 2.1 6.8 7.0 6.6
6,000- 6,499 6.4 5.5 0.9 6.8 6.4 3.9
6,500- 6,999 4.2 4.1 0.8 4.6 4.9 2.1
7.000- 7,999 7.2 4.9 1.0 7.1 5.8 3.5
JIOMISE 988 e, .. i s 8.4 4.7 0.8 9.2 5.6 3.5
10,000~ 14,999 5.6 2.1 0.3 6.1 2.5 0.8
15,000 and over 2.0 0.7 0.1 2.1 0.9 0.4
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
EUATRER HreOmeL M. . 15l o giosssnsdionsarssessaante $ 5.252 4,418 2,285 5,593 4,873 3,914
MEdidTHncomer. .8 n.. W kol s di $ 4,811 4,154 1,904 5,076 4, 545 3,667

! This includes family unlts who are roomers or lodgers, reside with their employers or receive [ree lodging.

TABLE 17. Percentage Composition of Incomes of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups, 1961

e
ooes 0 Waggs e figcoiorsea| mesinen | Tooster | Miscolmenus| g
income
per cent
All families and unattached individuals
Under $1,000 ... 26.8 - 0.5 5.6 65.0 3.2 100.0
§ 1.000-8 1,499 .....iciee i 43.4 4.0 SR 42.4 §.1 100.0
1,500- 1,999 ... 41.9 7.6 Tl 3.1 6.3 100.0
2,000- 2,499 . 60.8 7.5 4.4 22.6 4.9 100. 0
2,500- 2,999 67.5 11.4 3.8 14.6 2.1 100.0
3,000~ 3,499 74.0 10.4 3.2 9.3 38 100.0
38B00=" "INGYY TMcc............cooimmpenssene s poslonyamans co M, o 81.7 7.0 2.2 7.4 1.7 100.0
4,000~ 4,499 83.1 7.8 2.0 6.4 0.7 100.0
4,500- 4,999 85.4 5.1 2.9 5.5 ey 100.0
5,000- 5,499 85.9 6.9 1.8 4.6 0.8 100.0
SESDUERIIOR000, ... Moy ot o o Do B8, 86.5 5.8 2.2 4.5 0.9 100.0
6.000- 6,499 86.5 6.1 2.2 4.3 0.8 100.0
6.500- 6,999 ............ 88.2 §.1 2.0 4.0 0.7 100. 0
7,000- 7.999 87.3 5.8 Rl 3.5 t.4 100.0
8,000- 9,999 85.5 8.1 2.3 3.1 0.9 100.0
10,000- 14,999 .. 8.2 12.8 &7 22 1 1.2 100.0
15,000 and over 46.2 35.8 15.7 b 1511 1.3 100.0
All incomes 8.8 9.3 3.7 7.0 1.5 100.0
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TABLE 18. Distribution of Individuals (number and per cent) by Income Groups
and by Major Source of Income, 1961

Major source of income

Income group All
individuals
Wwages and Net unincorporated Other money
salaries business income income
number per cent number per cent number per cent number per cent
(*000) ('000) (*000) (*000)
Under $500 604 8.2 447 8.0 49 10.8 108 8.2
$ 500-% 999..... 1, 137 15. 4 407 iy p. 1} 4.4 710 54.0
1,000- 1,499.....ccoecievcricanrnnns 613 8.3 415 7.4 19 4.2 179 13.8
1,500- 1,999 548 7.4 398 T 32 755 116 8.8
2,000~ 2,499 617 8.4 513 9.2 35 7 85 a2
CROE “2000MCCE =l T ol il L. e teened 548 7.4 475 8.5 43 9.5 0 2.3
3,000- 3,499 567 ] 500 8.9 45 9.9 22 1.9
3,500- 3,998 543 7.4 493 8.8 38 7.9 14 14
4,000~ 4,499 490 8.7 444 7.9 35 .7 11 0.8
4,500~ 4,998 405 Lt 380 6.8 18 4.0 7 0.5
5,000~ -5, 499 5l oo B oleinns . s st o s 295 4.0 272 4.9 16 3.5 ) 0.5
5,500- 5,999.......... 237 3.2 219 3.9 11 2.4 T 0.5
GEN0= SEY..... ...l e, 288 3.9 261 4.7 21 4.6 8 0.5
7,000- 7,999.... 152 2.1 132 2.4 13 2.9 T 0.5
8,000 I L Louererborie, o gl seonsase snadbwen gy on o oo 157 2. 1 130 2.3 2 4.4 T 0.5
10,000 and over 185 2.2 108 1.9 40 8.8 18 1.2
Totals ....... 7. 364 100. 0 5,595 100. 0 453 100.0 1,316 100,0
Average.ncomeles... i Ly M n b s $ 3,191 3, 465 4,640 1,528
Median income! ... Jpetoe R N R 8 2,651 3,143 3,310 888
! Averages calculated from unrounded figures,
TABLE 19. Distribution of Aggregate Individual Incomes (amount and per cent) by Income Groups
and by Major Source of Income, 1961
Major source of income
All
Income group
individuals wages and Net unincorporated Other money
salaries business income income
millions $ | per cent | milltons $| per cent | millions $ per cent | millions $ | per cent
Under $500 133 0.6 104 0.5 1 - 2 1.4
$ 500-$ 999 819 385 301 1.8 14 0.7 504 25.91
1,000- 1,499.......... 747 3.2 507 2.6 22 1.0 218 10.8
1,500- 1,999... 952 4.1 895 3.8 1) 2.8 202 10. 1
T = MR ST S e . B 1, 378 5.9 1, 147 5.9 8 3.7 153 7.8
EAS00~ "N e e N B S S 1,498 6.4 1, 296 6.7 120 5.8 82 4.1
3,000~ 3,499 1,834 7.8 1,619 8.4 144 6.9 T1 3.5
OIBONE-"B,00D ... c0oniamnssoh stiatapasanasescs eionsdies 2,032 8.8 1,846 9.5 133 6.3 53 2.6
AR000= 14,490 L0 88 aleCieeenines 2,077 6.8 1,884 9.7 146 7.0 47 2.3
4,500- 4,999 1,92 8.2 1,802 9.3 85 4.0 33 1.6
W RS S 1, 544 6.6 1,428 1.4 82 3.9 k] 1.8
5,500- 5,999 1, 359 5.8 1, 257 8.5 65 S| 37 1.8
(0T T ) A, L . T S, S 1,854 7.9 1,881 8.7 132 6.3 41 2.0
Sl - IERGRLAL . T ol f e oo 1, 131 4.8 984 Sl 96 4.6 51 245
8,000- 9,999 ks 1, 372 5.8 1, 142 5.9 172 8.2 58 2.9
10,000 and over 2,845 12.1 1,694 8.7 754 35.9 397 19.7
Totals 23,493 100.0 19,383 1060. 0 2,099 100.0 2,011 100.0
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TABLE 20. Composition of Individual Income by Income Groups, 1961

WeBEs N T~ et Transf al
- porate nvestmen ansfer Tot
Income group s&]a:r?es business income payments | Miscellaneous income
income
milltons of dollars
Under $500 103 1 8 19 2 133
$ 500-% 999 ... ke 289 18 30 469 13 819
1,000- 1,499 481 23 41 166 36 747
L00="Ha000. e oninsiranesessonanee 660 55 38 158 41 952
2,000~ o 1,074 U] 43 146 40 1,378
2,500 1,219 114 38 101 26 1, 498
3,000~ 1,537 138 45 89 25 1,834
L0~ 1, 752 133 40 89 18 2,032
4,000~ 1,795 141 44 81 16 2,077
4,500 - 1,022 76 43 68 11 1,920
5,000- 1, 359 82 38 53 12 1,544
5,500~ 1,198 68 38 45 10 1,359
6,000~ 1,598 133 53 56 14 1,854
7.000~ 931 99 54 34 13 1, 131
8,000~ 9,999 .. 8 1,087 163 76 35 11 1,372
10,000 &nd over 1,641 677 454 o1 46 2, 845
Totals 18, 446 1, 996 1,083 1. 636 334 23,495

TABLE 21. Percentage DRistribution of Individuals by Income Groups, by Employment Status and by Sex, 1961

Employment status®
Income group Employee Employer or own account Not in labour force
Total —I Male I Female Total l Male I Female? Total Male Female
per cent
5.0 26 11,1 4.2 1.8 19.2 14.1 229
6.1 3.5 12.5 L] 2.8 46. 2 41.6 49.6
52 4.8 12.9 4.6 4.5 12. 4 14.5 10.9
7.2 4.8 1812 6.5 5.8 7.9 10. 3 6.1
9.3 7.1 14.6 Y1) 7.9 5.1 7.3 3.6
8.6 7.5 INLS 988 10.0 2.4 2.8 2511
5.2 9.3 9.0 8.8 9.0 2.0 295 1.6
9.1 10. 2 6.2 7.9 8.1 1.3 2.0 0.9
9. 4 1.5 4.1 7.8 8.5 0.8 .2 0.6
781 9.3 1.9 3.9 4.3 0.7 0.9 0.5
5,000~ 5,499. 6.2 8.3 1.1 4.6 Sl 0.5 0.9 0.3
5.500- 5,999. 4.0 3.5 0.4 28 3.2 0.3 0.6 0.1
GOSN O, L. R B N T ). 55 7.4 0.8 7.0 7.8 0.4 0.5 0.3
7,000- 7.999 2+ 3.4 0.4 3.4 3.6 0.3 0.4 0.2
BRINHRIRGEGGGE." .. ........ 5 xSRI L S 28 2.9 0.3 4.7 5.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
10,000 and over.... 1.4 1.9 0.1 10. 8 12. 2 0.4 0.5 0.3
Totals e e o s s P 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 100. 0 100.0
Average income................. — 3,556 4,138 2,118 5,125 5, 582 1,177 1, 385 1,030
Median income $ 3,359 4,009 2,010 3,671 4, 006 833 931 773

! Individuals were classified by their employment status at the time of the survey, This {s not necessarily the same as their employment status
during 1961.
? sample too small for reliable estimate,

TABLE 22, Percentage Distributions of Individuals by Income Groups, by Regions and by
Metropolitan and Non-Metropolitan Centres,’ 1961

Atlantic i Prain British
Canada Provinces Quebec antagid Favinces Columbia
Income group Non- Non- Non- Non- Non- Non-
Met. Met. Met, Met, Met. | ‘wet. Met. Met. Met. Met, Met. Met,
per cent
Under $500... 7.0 | 10.1 | 11.2| 12.0 5.4 | 11.6 7.5 8.6 7.5 10.0 6.9 8.2
$ 12-05 W 200301 12Nl SSeTR e 1Sl 2220 |- 11815 | 160 2 1 S1259Fh 25020 150 |  15.6
7.4 9.8 8.2 12.8 7.0 10.8 6.6 6.9 85| 1.8 7.3 8.1
6.8 8.1 7.3 1.0 7.5 7.8 6.3 6.7 6.8 9.0 6.7 6.4
8.0 8.4 A 9.2 7.9 10.0 7.6 8.1 8.6 A | 9.5 6.8
5 2 7.4 7.8 7.8 Y 8.0 6.8 6.9 6.9 8.1 6.9 6.1
3,000~ 3,459 8.0 6.7 7.7 6.2| 10.1 6.3 6.8 % 8.4 6.6 6.7 7.0
3,500- 3,999 7.9 6.1 1L1 4.6 8.0 Y 1.7 6.8 8.8 6.6 5.9 6. 4
4,000- 4,499.......... 8.2 5.9 8.1 4.2 7.9 4.5 8.0 7.9 9.2 4.4 8.3 8.7
4,500 - 4,999. 6.2 4.3 S 243 5. 8 3.7 g L 4.8 3.1 5.9 6.4
5,000~ 5,499...... 5.7 3.4 4.3 1.4 6.1 3.2 6.3 4.4 4.4 2 2 4.9 5.7
B SROEEN..... ... i oo Pl el 3.5 2% 0.8 1.8 3.3 187! 4.2 4.3 2 0.9 3.3 3.3
6,000~ 6,995.. 5.3 31 3.9 0.9 4.7 1.9 5.9 5. 2 4.6 20 6.2 5. 2
7,000~ 7,999 2.4 1.6 1.5 L1 2.0 1.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 1.3 2.2 2.8
8,000- 9.999. 23 L1 1.5 0.5 2.3 0.9 2.5 1.6 22 0.9 22 1.2
10,000 and over........ 23 1.1 1.4 0.8 3.1 0.8 2.1 1.3 1.5 0.9 2.1 2.0
Totals 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.© |100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
Average income 3,453 | 2,604 | 3,006 | 2,072 | 3,607 | 2,337 [ 3,529 |3,066 | 3,179 | 2,263 | 3,316 | 3,240
Median income. 3,113 | 2,101 | 2,699 | 1,568 |3, 158 | 1,859 | 3,272 (2,754 | 2,913 | 1,667 | 2,833 | 2,902

! See footnote 1, Table 4.



TABLE 23. Percentage Distribution of individuals whose Major Source of Income is Wages and Salaries
by Income Groups, by Regions and by Metropolitan and Nen-Metropolitan Centres,' 1961

Atlantic Prairie British
Canada Provinces Ruesca Ontario Provinces Columbia
income group
Non- Non- Non- Non- Non- ; Non-
Met. | jer, | Met.| oy | Mete | yer, | Met. | yer | Met. | pjep, | Mete |y,
per cent
Under $500 6.5 10.6 9.8 12.1 o 12.9 6.9 8.4 T2 12.6 5.7 7.4
$ 500-% 999 e Sl 9.5 Se 11.8 4.8 11.4 Seq i) 8.6 10.5 6.5 5.9
1,000- 1,499 6.0 9.3 7.1 13.4 6.0 11.0 5.6 5.4 6.9 12.7 5.5 6.3
1,500- 1,99% 6.4 1.8 6.4 11.9 1! 8.7 5.6 5.4 6.1 9.3 6.2 4.8
2,000- 2,499 8.2 10.1 7.6 10.2 BHD 12.7 . 9.4 9.0 9.7 9.3 6.7
2.500- 2,999 8.1 8.4 8.7 10.1 8.9 8.4 7.4 T2 8.2 10.2 8.4 7.7
3,000 - 3,499 9.0 8.2 8.8 8.2 11.0 8¢ 7.4 8.4 9.8 8.5 7.9 8.3
3,500- 3,999 9.1 7.5 13.8 6.0 9.2 7.3 8.7 8.0 10.2 7.9 7-0 8.3
4.000- 4,499 9.5 7.4 9.8 5.8 9.0 5.7 9.3 9.1 10.7 Skl 10.1 11,5
4.500- 4,999 748 5.7 6.0 B2 8.7 4.6 8.3 e 5.8 4.0 6.9 8.8
5.000- 5,499 6.9 4.3 5.4 1.3 T2 3.8 7.4 S 5.4 2.8 6.6 7.9
5,500 - 5,999 4.1 3.3 1.0 2.0 3.7 2.1 5.1 5.6 3.2 1=i0 4.4 4.1
6.000- 6.939 6.2 3.9 4.9 1.2 541 1.6 8.9 6.8 5.3 2.8 8.4 6.3
7,000- 7,999 Py 1.9 2.0 1.4 2.3 1.1 8.3 2.6 2,1 13 27 3.6
8.000- 9,999 2.6 1.2 G 0.7 p ] 0.4 Bq 2.1 242 0.8 2.7 1.5
10,000 and over ....... 1.8 0.8 1.2 0.7 2.2 0.5 1.8 1.1 1ad 0.5 : ] 1.0
Totals 100.0 | 100.0 |[100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 106.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
Average income $ (3,702 |2,935 |3,330 | 2.391 (3,733 | 2,497 [3,810 | 3,494 |3.436 | 2.518 | 3,740 | 3,831
Median income $ |3.505 2,661 [3.267 L2.039 3,418 l3.236 3,713 {3,398 |3.306 | 2.253 | 3,536 | 3,675

t See footnote 1, Table 4.

TABLE 24. Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups and by Regions,' 1961

All individuals Major source of income: Wages and salaries
Income group
Atlantic Prairie British | Atlantic Prairie British
Provinces | Quebec | Ontario | proyinsaq | Columbia | Provinces| Quebec [ Ontario o vinces | Columbia
per cent

Under $500 11.8 7.6 7.9 8.6 7.4 11.4 7.7 7.4 9.1 6.3
$ 500-$ 999 20.5 15.0 13.1 18.0 15.2 9.8 7.0 6.3 8.0 6.3
1,000- 1,499 ... 11.5 8.4 6.7 9.9 7.6 11.4 7.6 5.6 8.0 5.8
1.500- 1,999 10.0 7.6 €.5 7-1 6.6 10.1 8.0 5.5 7.2 Dol
2,000 2, d94....... ..., 8.7 8.8 7.8 8.0 8.5 9.3 9.7 8.2 9.3 8.3
2,500~ 2,999.... 7.8 7.9 6.8 T-4 6.6 9.8 8.7 a3 8.9 8.1
3,000- 3,499 6.6 8.7 7.0 7.7 €.8 8.4 9.9 7.7 9.3 8.0
3.500- 3.999 6:5 7.2 7.4 7.9 6.1 8.5 8.6 8.5 9.4 7.5
4.000- 4.499 5.3 6.7 8.0 7.2 8.5 7.1 7.9 9.2 8.9 10.6
4,500- 4,999 3.1 5.1 6.6 4.1 6.1 4.1 8.0 8.1 5.2 7.8
5,000- 5,499 2.2 5.1 5.7 3.5 5.2 2.8 6.1 6.9 4.5 7.1
5,500- 5,999 1.4 2.1 4.3 1.9 3.3 1.7 3.2 5.2 2.4 4.3
6,000- 6,999 1.8 3.7 5.6 3.6 5.8 2.4 4.0 6.8 4.4 7.6
7.000- 7,999 ... 1.2 | y] IR 1.7 2.4 1.6 1.9 3.1 1.8 3.0
8,000- 9,999 0.8 1.8 2.2 1.6 1.8 1.0 1.9 2.5 1.7 %3
10,000 and over 0.9 2.2 1.9 12 2.0 0.8 1.6 1.6 1.0 1.4
Totals 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100, 0 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Average income $ 2.344 | 3.154 | 3,372 2,800 3,287 2,696 | 3,335 | 3,709 3.109 3,699
Median income $ 1.810 | 2,677 | 3,086 2,363 2,856 2,392 | 3,066 | 3,618 2,916 3.600

t See Table 18, page 30, for a distribution of individuals for all regions combined by income groups. It should be noted, however, that Table 18
is adjusted by income tax statlstics and Is not strictly comparable with Table 24. See page 54 for further explanation.
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TABLE 23. Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups, by Age and by Sex, 1961

Age
All
Income group age .
groups 24 and 65 and
e 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 o
per cent
All individaals
Under $500 21.3 5.0 5.5 6.2 7.3 3.7
$ 500-% 999 14.8 5.6 4.9 6.3 11.6 54.3
1,000- 1,499 ... 12.3 8.1 5.9 5.5 8.3 11.9
1,500~ 1,999 10.8 8.0 5.8 6.6 7.3 8.0
2,000- 2,499 12.4 8.4 6.4 8.7 1.6 5.3
2,500- 2,999 10.1 7.9 6.4 7.5 8.4 310
3,000- 3,499 6.8 9.3 8.2 8.5 8.3 3.4
3,500~ 3,999 4.8 10,1 8.2 9.1 7.8 2.4
4,000- 4,499 3.5 11.3 8.9 9.3 8.0 1.9
4,500- 4,999 1.8 7.3 8.0 Teio) 5.7 1.5
5,000 - 5,499 0.9 7.2 8.4 5.3 4.9 0.9
5,500~ 5,999 0.4 5.0 5.4 3.8 2.4 0.7
6.000- 6,999 0.3 5.8 7.4 6.8 4.8 0.9
7.000- 7,999 2.1 4.6 2.7 1.9 0.7
8,000- 9,999 1.6 3.4 3.4 2.4 0.2
10,000 and over 1.4 2.8 3.0 3.3 0.8
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income $ 1,759 3,643 4,131 3,878 3,534 1,584
Median income $ 1,575 3,584 3,921 3,538 2,970 926
Males
Under $500 4,2 18.5 1.3 1.3 1.7 3.3 1.9
$ 500-$ 999 9.0 14,0 2.8 1.7 2.2 6.0 40.2
1,000- 1,499 6.2 11.6 4.0 2.1 3.4 5.7 13.8
1,500- 1,999 5.7 9.4 3.9 3.2 4.7 5.7 10.3
2,000~ 2,499 1.2 11.4 6.8 4.9 6.8 7.0 1.9
2,500~ 2,999 7.0 10.0 1.5 5.1 7.0 8.3 4.9
3,000- 3,499 8.3 el 9.1 8.6 8.9 9.8 5.2
3,500- 3,999 8.8 6.6 10.9 9.0 10.3 10.2 3.9
4,000~ 4,499 9.7 5.2 13.8 10.6 11.8 9.8 3.1
4,500- 4,999 1.6 3.3 9.4 10.3 9.6 7.0 2.3
5,000- 5,499 6.9 1.4 9.5 11.1 7.0 6.3 1.8
5,500~ 5,999 4.6 0.7 6.7 | b 4.9 3.2 1.1
6,000- 6,999 6.4 0.5 1.7 9.7 9.2 6.5 1.3
7,000- 7,999 3.0 0.1 2.1 6.1 3.6 2.6 1.0
8,000- 9,999 2.7 0.1 2.1 4.6 4.6 3.2 0.2
10,000 and over 2.6 1.9 3.8 4.2 4.5 1.3
Totals 100.0 100.0 100, 0 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income $ 3,889 1,981 4,238 4, 940 4,684 4, 246 2,022
Median income $ 3,636 1,814 4, 141 4,641 4,212 3,857 1,286
Females
Under $500 15.9 24.6 15.1 16.7 18,1 16.4 5.8
$ 500-% 999 27.2 15.7 13.5 13.8 15,7 24,6 69,9
1,000- 1,499 11.9 13.2 11.8 14. 4 10,3 12.1 9.8
1,500- 1,999 10.4 12,1 1.5 12.6 11.1 11.0 5.4
2,000- 2,499 10.1 13.5 12.9 10.4 13.0 8.8 2.3
2,500~ 2,999 5 7.7 10.1 8.8 9.8 8.6 8.6 1.9
3,000- 3,499 6.0 6.4 9.8 6.9 T 5.0 1.5
3,500~ 3,999 4,2 2.7 8.0 6.1 6.4 2.4 0.7
4,000 4,499 2,7 1.4 4.5 4,2 3.7 3.7 0.5
4,500- 4,999 1.3 - 1.6 2,0 2.6 2.8 0.5
5,000~ 5,499 0.8 0.3 0.9 1.0 1.5 1.5 0.1
5,500- 5,999 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.2
6,000~ 6,999 0.6 0.5 e 1.4 0.9 0.4
7,000- 7,999 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.5
8,000~ 9,999 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.5 0.1
10,000 and over 0.2 0.3 0.8 0.3
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
Average income $ 1,692 1,497 2,041 1,955 2,073 1,897 1,097
Median income $ 1,290 1,367 1,917 1,710 1,856 1,372 816

t Bee Table 18, page 30 for a distribution of ail individuals by income groups. It should be noted, however, that Table 18 s adjusted by income
tax statistics and is not strictly comparable with Table 25. See page 54 for further explanation.
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TABLE 26. Percentage Distribution of Individuals whose Major Source of Income is Wages and Salaries,
by Income Groups and hy Age and Sex, 1961

Age
All

Income group age
SRoug 24 and
under

65 and

25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 sy

per cent
All individuals

—
.

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 .,
4,500~ 4.999 .
5,000- 5,499 .
5,500-- 5,999 ..........
6,000- 6,999
7.000- 7,999 ..
8,000- 9.999
10.000 and over

Totals 100.0
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Average income .. $ 4,099 1,992 4,246 4,985 4,702 4,327 3,159
3.975 1.848 4, 200 4,745 4,355 3,513 3.313

»

Median {ncome .

Females

Under $500 . 16.
$ 500-% 999 v 13.
1,000- 1,499.. 12.
1,500- 1,999 . 12
2,000~ 2,499 A 118
2,500~ 2,999. 10.
3.000- 3,499 .
3.500- 3,999..
4,000~ 4.499
4,500- 4
5,000- 5
5,500- 5
6,000~ 6,999
7,000- 7,999
8,000- 9,999
10,000 and over
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Totals ... ..

Average Income $

8
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1,516 2,124 2,028 282721 25317 2,008
Median income $ 1,786 1,398 2,019 1,827 2,103 2,067 1,867

' See Table 18, page 30 for a distribution of all individuals by income groups. It should be noted, however, that Table 18 is adjusted by income
tax statistics and is not strictly comparable with Table 26. See page 54 for further explanation.



TABLE 27. Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups and by

sk

Relationship to Head of Family, 1961

Head Relationship to head
Income Group
Male Female Wite dns.ﬁgh%;r Parent n?lgg:e
per cent
By income groups

Under $500 1.5 9.6 19,0 211 4.8 8.6
$ 500-$ 999 6.7 29.0 2.7 15.2 71.8 29.8
1,000- 1,499 5.0 12.8 12.0 12,5 8.0 10.2
1,500- 1,999 5.0 10.3 10.9 10.4 4.6 8.3
2,000- 2,499 8.5 8.8 10.0 12.3 3.7 10.1
2,500 - 2,999 6.8 7.6 3 9.0 2.8 9.9
3.000- 3,499 8.9 5.8 5.9 5.8 2.0 8.6
3,500~ 3,999 9.6 5.5 4.0 4.6 0.9 3.9
4,000~ 4,499 10.8 3.5 2.4 3.5 0.4 5.4
4,500~ 4,999 8.5 2.2 1.2 2.1 0.2 .7
5,000~ 5,499 8.0 a2 0.5 1.4 0.2 1.1
8,500- 5,999 5.4 0.7 0.2 0.4 o 0.5
6.000- 6,993 7.4 1.4 0.3 1.1 0.8 1.0
7.000- 7,993 3.8 03, 0.2 0.3 0.2
8,000- 9,999 3.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.5

10,000 and over 3.2 0.4 0.1 0.1
Totals 100.0 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income — Male $ 4,272 1,904 1,268 2,216
Median income — Male $ 4,000 1,561 883 2,051
Average income — Female $ 1,974 1,581 1,719 915 1,708
Median 11Gome — Female ... 20 l 1,445 1,221 1,563 785 1,255

r Head Relationship to head
Male Female Wife dgg:h‘:‘er Parent regttlisg Total
per cent
Within income groups

Under $500 9.8 11.2 34.9 39.5 1.4 3.2 100.0
$ 500-% 999 2344 18.3 25.3 15.3 11.4 5.9 100.0
1,000- 1,499 4351 15.1 2231 23.4 2.4 3.8 100.0
1,500 - 1,999 3.0 13.7 22.5 21.8 L5 3.5 100.0
2,000- 2,499 43.2 10.4 18.4 23.1 1.1 S5 100, 0
2,500 - 2,998 50. 5 10.2 15.2 19.2 0.9 4.1 100.0
3,000- 3,499 64.5 7.5 11.9 14.9 0.7 335 100.0
3,500~ 3,999 T72.4 7.4 8.3 9.9 0.3 b7 100.0
4.000- 4,499 80.7 4.6 5.1 9.3 0.1 2.2 100.0
4,500- 4,999 85.6 9.0 3.5 6.1 0.1 1.0 100.0
5,000- 5,499 90.5 2.5 1.6 4.5 0.1 [/ 100.0
5,500- 5,999 94,1 2.3 1.0 2.1 B 0.5 100.0
6,000- 6,999 91.1 3.1 1.0 3.1 0.4 0.7 100.0
7,000- 7,999 93.1 3.3 1.3 2.1 co 0.3 100.0
8,000- 9,989 9.1 1.8 1.6 1.6 <o 0.9 100.0
10,000and over 96.1 2.3 0.8 0.9 100.0
All individual 5.4 9.7 15. 1 15.4 2.4 3.0 100. 0




SECTION II-WORK EXPERIENCE IN 1961

Analysis of Work Experience

As a special feature, questions on work expe-
rience were added to the income questionnaire, Each
person with income who in 1961 had worked or
looked for work (regardless of their labour force
status at the time of the survey) was asked a series
of questions about the number of weeks worked, the
number of weeks unemployed, and the time and
reasons for being outside the labour force, In addi-
tion, a description of the longest job held during
the year and information on the duration of full
time and part time work was obtained, The page of
the questionnaire containing these questions is
reproduced in this publication on page 59,

In the original sample, 9,243 males and 4,230
females reported having worked or looked for work
in 1961. Some individuals did not complete all or
some of the questions on work experience; non-
response ranged from 11 to 14 per cent. Non-
respondents were excluded from most of the tables
in this section,

In phrasing the questions and analysing the
data Labour Force Survey definitions were used.
One major departure from the Lahour Force Survey
conventions was the treatment of unpaid family
workers —the Survey of Consumer Finances treated
these individuals as not being in the labour force,
because most of them would have had no cash
income and thus were not required to complete an
Income Questionnaire, The treatment was also
different for unemployed persons who, although
seriously interested in finding work, were not
looking for work because of certain conditions
beyond their control, usually because no work was
available, The design of the questions on work
experience was such that these individuals were
not included as unemployed, as in the Labour Force
Survey, but were considered as being outside the
labour force, With these exceptions and with the
restriction that the population analysed consists
only of individuals with income and also excludes
most farm operators the classification used is
comparable to standard labour force terminology.

Tables 28, 29, and 30 show percentage distri-
butions of families and unattached individuals by
the size of total family income and classified by
the employment experience of the family head. As
expected, family units whose head had been a labour
force participant during the year reported substan-
tially higher incomes than other family units even if
some of these may have had other family members in
the labour force. For unattached individuals who
were in the labour force in 1961, incomes reported
averaged $2,757; for non-participants, the same
average was only $972. Families averaged $5,647
if the head was in the labour force during 1961, and
only $3,139 if the head was retired, ill, disabled,
voluntarily idle, and so forth, and had never worked
or looked for work in 1961.

Tables 29and 30 classify families by the head’s
employment experience and exclude units whose
head had been a labour force non-participant during
the whole year, Again as expected, family incomes
vary directly with the number of weeks worked by
the head and inversely with the number of weeks of
unemployment reported by him. Just over 18 per cent
of all heads of family units reported some unemploy-
ment during the year, however, nearly 30 per cent
of them reported less than nine weeks of unemploy-
ment,

Tables 31 to 35 present an analysis of individual
incomes by work experience reported. Individuals
who never worked or looked for work during 1961
averaged an income of $1,190; more than three-
quarters of individuals in this category were retired
persons aged 65 or over, As a result of this there
is a high concentration of individuals in the $500 to
$999 income bracket —mostly individuals who had
no other income than old age pensions.

For individuals with some labour force expe-
rience in 1961 income averaged $3,479, Males
reported an average of $4,140 and females an aver-
age of$1,929, The minor difference in these averages
and those reported in Table 32 are caused by the
exclusion from Table 32 of individuals who did not
answer the detailed questions on their work expe-
rience,

Table 32 shows that proportionately more males
than females stayed in the labour force the full year
and also worked the full year. More males than
females reported having looked for work in 1961,
only approximately 14 per cent of the 1961 female
labour force reported any weeks unemployed, against
approximately 23 per cent of the male,

Although in absolute terms male earnings are
substantially higher for any conceivable breakdown
by relevant characteristics,® the proportion of income
originating in wages, salaries and income from self-
employment for men is 93 per cent of total individual
income, compared to 96 per cent for women. This is
a reflection of the combined influences of several
factors: proportionately more males than females
receive unemployment insurance benefits and other
transfer payments such as war veterans' allowances
are mostly paid to male recipients., Further for the
purposes of this survey family allowances are
treated as part of the father’s income,? It is also
possible that men may receive a greater proportion
of the other sources of income such as investment
income. Ry sex and relationship to family head,

! For example, females working 50-52 weeks in
1961 earned on the average $2,562 and males reporting
the same number of weeks worked averaged $4,750. Further
evidence for the male-female earnings differential can be
found in Tables 34 and 35 (by industry and occupation).

? See explanation on page 49.
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male heads of families reported the highest incomes
and highest earnings ($4,606 and $4,275 respectively)
of all males, they also reported more frequently than
other males having worked the full year and less
frequently than other males having been unemployed,.

Among women also, family heads had the highest
income — $2,426, although daughters aged 20 and
over reported only slightly lower incomes and
earnings, The latter group seems to have the most
continuous labour force attachment among all
women workers, 80 per cent of grown-up daughters
were in the labour force all year and 71 per cent of
them worked the full year compared to 55,5 per cent
for all women,

Wives, on the other hand, reported in only 50
per cent of cases that they had worked the full year.
Wives constitute the largest group of women of those
for whom statistics are presented in Table 32: nearly
half of all women witi: some labour force experience
in 1961 fall into the catezory ol working wives,

The work experience for sons and daughters
under 20 years of age shows marked differences —
proportionately more girls than boys reported full
year employment and less reported summer employ-
mentwhich is less than half a year, This is reflected
in the average income figures, which do not show the
usual differential between male and female earnings;
daughters under 20 years of age reporied average
earnings of $1,024 compared to $931 for sons in
this age group.

The 13.8 per cent of males and 36.6 per cent of
females who did not stay in the labour force all year
were asked to explain the reason why they did not
work or look for work during the remaining weeks.
The analysis of their answers shows that in order
of frequency the following reasons were reported:

Males Females

1. Keeping house
2. Going to school
3. Illness

1. Going to school
2. Retirement
3, Illness

If broken down by age groups the most fre-
quently reported reason for not working or looking
for work for part of the year was:

Age group Male Female

Going to school
Keeping house
Keeping house
Keeping house
Keeping house
Keeping house
Retirement

Going to school
Going to school
Illness

Illness

Illness

Illness
Retirement

the heavy representation of the

Obviously
younger age groups among males with only part-
year participation causes the frequent reporting
of ‘‘going to school'' as the main reason for the
male group,

There are significant differences between the
duration of absence from the labour force reported
by individuals giving different reasons for their
absence. Nearly 40 per cent of individuals who gave
‘“going to school’’ as their main reason reported
40- 52 weeks of not working nor looking for work, On
the other hand, where illness was the main reason
for not being in the labour force, the duration on the
average was much shorter—approximately 40 per
cent of cases reported 9 weeks or less of not working
or looking for work.,

Table 33 presents the average income and
average earnings of individuals who were in the
labour force at the time of the Survey by their labour
force status and by number of weeks worked. Table
33 presents statistics for 5,673,000 individuals with
income who wete either paid workers or self-employed
in March 1962. Table 32, on the other hand, presents
statistics for all individuals interviewed in March
1862 who had been in the labour force at any time
in 1961, The estimated number of individuals who
reported having worked or looked for work in 1961
was 6,203,000, of these 573,000 were no longer
working in March 1962, but 43,000 new entrants had
joined the labour force since the end of 1961.°

Tables 34 and 35 present statistics on the
income of 1861 labour force participants classified
by their longest job during the year, The classifi-
cation by industry divisions follows the industrial
classification used in other DBS employment
statistics* except in cases where the sample was
too small and industry divisions had to be combined.
For example, primary industries include agriculture,
forestry, fishing and trapping, and mines, quarries
and oil wells. Industry groups, because of their
heterogeneous occupational composition, are not
ideal devices for an analysis of individual income
and the broad groupings further diminish the use-
fulness of the table,

However, some income information of interest
emerges from the table, For males the highest
average earnings were reported by individuals
working in finance, insurance and real estate. The
same group reports also the highestaverage earnings
for full-time workers and the highest proportion of
full-time workers.® The same consistency is found
for males working in primary industries —this group
reported the lowest average for all three income
concepts and only less than 32 per cent of all males
whose longest job was in primary industries worked
50 to 52 weeks full time. On the other hand although

3 The number of new entrants in this series is
considerably lower than estimates in any other labour
force series would be, because only new entrants with
some income (other than earned income) in 1961 are
included in the estimates. Presumably a large number of
new entrants had no cash income during 1961 and these
are excluded from the series in this publication.

*DBS Catalogue No. 12-501 Standard Industrial
Classification Manual,

In Tables 34 and 35, and also in the discussion
that follows *‘full-time work*’ refers to working 50 to 52
weeks full time (usually 35 hours or more per week).
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earnings for full-time male workers in construction
are the second highest among industry groups,
earnings and average total income for all individuals
in this industry group rank as the second lowest for
the industries given, because of the low proportion
of full-time workers in constmction,

In all industry groups for which estimates could
be made a lower proportion of females than males
reported full-time work, Among females the highest
earnings for full-time workers $3,211 were reported
by women whose longest job during the year was in
public administration, Average earnings were also
highest for this group. Lowest earnings were reported
by women working in wholesale and retail trade;
only 41.6 per cent of this group reported full-time
work for the year,

Table 35 presents income distributions by
occupation for males and females who worked during
1961, Individuals were classified according to the
description of their longest job in 1961, For males
the highest average full-time earnings $6,586 were
reported by persons in professional and technical
occupations followed by managers who averaged
$6,437 for full-time earnings. Managers reported on
the average the highest income from other sources
than earnings and also had the highest proportion
of workers reporting full-time work for the whole
yearl. Because of these circumstances the managerial
group averaged the highest total income for all
males — $6,5617.

On the other hand, farmers, farm workers,
fishermen, hunters, trappers, loggers and related
workers reported the lowest average income — $1,879.
A small number of persons reported farming as their
longest job during the year although income from
farming may not have been their largest source of

income, The low average income for this group is
partly due to low full-time earnings ($2,355) and
partly due to the fact that less than 25 per cent of
all males in these occupations reported full-time
work for the year, Males in primary occupations and
labourers are the only two groups where more than
fifty per cent of individuals received less than
$3,000 in cash incorhe in 1961.

For females income estimates were possible
only for five broad occupational groups, in other
groups the size of the sample was inadequate,
Women in professional and technical occupations
reported average earnings of $2,554, with full-time
eamings of $3,296, the highest average reported by
any of the five occupational groups, Again low full-
time earnings and low proportion of individuals
reporting full-time work combine to produce the
lowest average earnings for women in services and
recreation occupations —the average earnings for
this group were $1,047.

When earnings of males and females who worked
full-time in 1961 in the same occupational group are
compared, for three occupational groups the average
full-time earnings for males are at least twice as
high as for females. These three groups are. pro-
fessional and technical, sales, service and recrea-
tion occupations, The lowest differential in averages
is found in clerical occupations, where male earnings
were approximately 1.4 times female earnings. Some
of the differential between male —female earnings
will disappear when broad occupation groups are
standardized for the detailed occupation mix., A
much more thorough analysis by detailed occupa-
tions taking a number of other factors into consider-
ation (qualifications, experience, etc.) is required
to test the proposition that women are paid less
than men for equal work.
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TABLES ON WORK EXPERIENCE IN 1961

Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups, and by
Labour Force Participation of Head, 1961.

Percentage Distribution of Families and of Unattached Individuals by Income Groups and
by Work Experience of Head, 1961.

Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups, by Em-
ployment Experience of Head, and Selected Family Characteristics, 1961.
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Average Income of Individuals by Industry Divisions and by Sex, 1961.

Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups, by Occupation and by Sex, 1961.
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TABLE 28 .Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals, by Income Groups
and by Labour Force Participation of Head?, 1961

uttt ae Do AiNunis individuais P e
Income group
Labour Labour Labour Labour Labour L:abour
force force force force force force
non-participant| participant |[non-participant] participant non-participanit | participant
per cent

Under $1,000 39.6 3.7 73.7 16.0 16.0 1.4
$ 1,000-$1,999 25.2 7.4 17.6 22.4 30.4 4.5
2,000- 2,999 12.5 11.5 4.2 21.5 18.3 9.6
3,000- 3,999 7.0 14.9 2.3 18.2 10.2 14.3
4,000- 4,999 4.2 17.2 191 11.9 6.3 18.2
5,000- 5,999 3.4 14,6 0.2 5.1 5.7 16.5
6,000-6,999 2.7 10.7 0.2 2.3 4.5 12.3
7,000- 7,999 1.7 6.6 0.3 1.3 2.6 1.7
8,000- 9,999 2.0 TiA3 == 0.7 3.4 8.6
10,000 and over 1.7 6.0 0.3 0.7 2.7 7.0
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Average income $ 2, 252 5, 185 972 255l 3,139 5,647
Median income $ 1,413 4,127 678 2,540 2,197 5,121

! Family units were classified by head's labour force experience in 1961, regardiess of the activities of other family members, A head was a
labour force non-participant if he did not work for pay or profit or did not look actively for & job at any time during 1961.

TABLE 29. Percentage Distribution of Families and of Unattached Individuals
by Income Groups and by Work Experience of Head,® 1961

Families and
Unattached
unattached Families
indlvidusals individuals
Income group Head worked Head worked Head worked
s 49 weeks B 49 weeks i 49 weeks
50-52 weeks Brices 50 - 52 weeks of eer 50-52 weeks G
per cent
Under $1,000 1.3 9.6 7.7 2.8 0.3 3.8
$ 1,000-$1,999 2.1 19.2 13,2 37.17 1.0 14.0
2,000- 2,999 8.3 20.6 23.3 19.7 5.9 20.9
3,000- 3,999 13.8 18.1 26. 1 6.0 11.9 21.5
4,000- 4,999 18.3 13.9 15.8 Srd 18.1 16.3
5,000- 5,999 17.2 7.6 6.7 0.6 18.9 9.6
6,000- 6,999 13.5 4.3 3.4 0.5 15.1 5.3
7.000- 7,999 8.2 2.0 1 0.3 9.2 2.5
8,000- 9,999 9.3 2.8 1.2 -- 10. 5 3.3
10,000 and over 1.5 2.1 0.9 0.2 8.5 2.6
Totals 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income $ 5, 857 3,429 3,334 1,720 6, 254 3,913
Median income $ 5,328 3,033 3,222 1,536 5,646 3,526

! Pamily units are classified by the number of weeks the head worked either full-time or part-time. Family units whose head never worked at any
time in 1961 are exciuded from this table.
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TABLE 30, Percentage Distribution of Families and Unattached Individuals by Income Groups,
by Employment Experience of Head,* and Selected Family Characteristics, 1961

I Employment experience of head
Income group Nolun~ Som? un- Weeks unemployed
employ- employ-
ment¥ menty 30-52 L 20-29 I 10-19 T 1-9
per cent
Under $1,000 ... 29 6.8 221 3.7 2.1 4,2
$ 1,000-%1,999 4.1 20,2 38.6 23.5 17.1 9.3
P A1100) g MOTT ) SRR R T e R S 9.0 20L 2052 30.0 23.1 15. 8
3,000- 3,999 13.9 19.2 Td 19,2 25.4 20.8
4,000- 4,999 17.8 13.9 6.1 T 155 19. 7
5,000~ 5,999 16.2 7.9 1) 6.0 7.0 13.9
6,000~ 6,999 12.8 4.3 2.6 2.8 2.9 8.0
7,000- 7,999 7.8 .50 0.3 155) 1.6 3.6
8,000~ 9,999 . 8.7 2.2 0.3 2.0 3.3 2.4
10,000 and over el 1.4 0.7 Q.5 1.6 2.4
Totals ___.. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0
Average income ... $ 5,625 3,399 2,093 Sl 3,663 4,183
Median income $ 5, 142 3, 047 1,723 2.760 3,303 3,995
Distribution by employment experience .......... % 81.5 18.5 3.4 4.5 Lol 558
Unattached individuals Fainilies Number of earners*
One Two or more
No un- Some un- No un- Some un-
employ- emploi'- employ- employ- No un- Some un- No un-~ Some un-
ment: ment: ment ment employ- employ~ employ- employ-
ment ment® ment ment®
per cent
Under $1,000 14,3 23.7 0.8 3.3 4.2 B.7 0.3 0,8
$ 1,000-$1,999 1. ) 41.8 1.8 15.8 6.0 25.9 0.4 5.8
2,000- 2,999 21.3 23.1 6.7 21.9 12.3 26,6 2.8 12. 4
3,000- 3,999 22.0 6.1 12.4 21,9 1% 2 20.4 1.4 17.7
4,000~ 4,999 13.6 350 18.6 16.0 20.4 11.0 12.8 )
5,000- 5,999 5.6 0.4 i8.2 9.4 15.8 4.3 17.5 16. 4
8,000- 6,999 =70 0.9 14.4 5.0 10.1 1.8 17.5 10.4
7,000~ 7,999 1.3 0.6 8.7 2.3 4.7 0.8 I2s3 4.8
8,000- 9,999 1.0 10, 1 ar 4.8 0.5 16.3 6.2
10,000 and over 0.8 8.3 165 (L] 0.1 11.7 4.5
Totals 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100. 0
Average income $ 2,973 1,765 6, 111 3,737 4,905 2, 180 7,023 5,014
Median income ......., $ 2,857 1,629 5,533 3,411 4, 505 2,579 6,503 4,633
Distribution by employment experience .......... % 79.7 20.3 Bl.8 18.2 81.0 19.0 83.2 16.8

! This table excludes famlly units whose head reported no Iabour force participation in 1961 (see footnote 1, Table 28).

* All family units whose heads worked the full year in 1961 or who worked less than a full year but were not looking for work the remaining time
were classified as having experienced ‘'no unemployment*’.

* All family units whose heads reported one or more weeks of not having a job and looking for work were classified as having experienced **some
unemployment*” during 1961,

* Number of individuals in the family unit who reported some income from wages and salaries, or net income from self employment.

TABLE 31. Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups, by Labour Force Participation,' and by Sex, 1961

Labour (orce participants Labour force non-participants
Income group
Total ] Male Female Total [ Male [ Female
N = % per cent
Under $500 8.0 4.1 16.9 9,8 4,9 13.2
$ 500-% 999, 7.3 4.3 14,3 58,1 1. 62.5
1,000- 1,499 7.4 ] 12.6 1202 15.3 10.1
1,500- 1,999 .2 5.1 12.3 ] 1l. 1 5.4
2,000~ 2,499 8.8 i 12.7 4.8 b 8 2.8
2,500- 2,999 8.3 el 10.0 2.1 2.5 1.7
3,000~ 3,499 ... 8.6 9.0 7.8 1.5 2.1 1.2
3,500- 3,999 ..... 8.4 9.7 5.8 0.8 I 0.6
4,000- 4,499 8.5 10.7 3.6 0.7 82 0,3
4,500~ 4,999 6.3 8.4 1.8 0.8 0.5 0.6
5,000- 5,499 a0 7.8 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.3
5,500- 5,999 3.6 5.0 0,4 0.3 0.5 Da2
6,000~ 6,999 5.2 i 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.4
7,000- 7,999 2.4 & 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3
8,000- 9,999 22 350 0.3 .- -- 0.1
10,000 and over 2.0 2.9 0.1 0.8 0.8 0.4
Totals 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0
Average income . $ 3,479 4, 140 1,929 1,180 1,393 1,049
Medtan income $ 3,174 3,892 1,752 846 936 794

| dl An individual was classified as a labour force participant if at any time during 1961 he worked for pay or profit or was without a job and
ooked for work,
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TABLE 32. Percentage Distribution of Individuals! by Employment Experience, by Relationship to llead, and by Sex, 1961

Relationship to head
All Average Average
males Sons? Sons? income? earnings*
Head under 20 20 years Othet
years old and over
! per cent dollars
Males
Weeks in labour force:
50-52 . Y 86.2 90.2 43.6 79.0 4.2 4.488 4,204
QOREE" ... iieisho sieamesye Base consnnoorons SuTTsesE¥ac saerse £ 4.9 6.1 6.1 B2 3,401 3, 066
30-39 2.4 1.9 6.7 3.8 5.6 25 338 2,024
150 ) M R T REEE GR T T S UL R O S 3.3 1.9 18.0 6.8 6.4 L, 9% 1,200
e | = 3.0 12 25.6 4.4 7.6 705 413
TR AF TSR T, T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weeks worked:®
50 - 52 67.8 732 2587 S0al 43.1 5,014 4,750
40-49 ..... 9.5 9.3 9.1 11 12.8 3,632 3.348
SOEIBM 5.1 .. i, 5Bl o . 7.4 6.8 8.5 10.0 1339 2,681 2.301
15-29 9.3 Tesk ¢ 18.1 16. 1 1,853 1,471
G 11T ) 340 al gl 10.1 13.9 839 465
None .. vaee | 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.6 1,130
Totals ' 160.0 100 .0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weeks unemployed: 1:
30-52 4.7 3.8 1.9 10.0 8.4 1,286 950
20-29 ., 5.9 5.4 6.0 9.4 10.0 2,248 1,798
10-19 5.9 5.6 = 9.0 9.8 2,820 2,428
G OTIRES . .o, Thnesee Thoerest B 6.3 5.7 12.1 16 10.9 3, 219 3, 031
None ....... 1.2 79.6 70.3 64,1 60.9 4,669 4,400
Totals ............ . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 .0 100.0
Average income’ $ ‘ 4,170 4,606 954 2,554 2,532
Average earnings* $ | 3,881 4,275 931 2,452 2,359
‘ Relationship to head
All Average | Average
| females Daughters® | Daughters® income® | earnings*
Head Wife under 20 20 years Other
i years oid and over
[ per cent dollars
Females
Weeks in labour force:
SAEIEE B3 0. J 63.4 5.6 56.2 48.8 80.2 70.6 2,480 20385
40-49 8.1 7.3 9.6 6.7 5.4 8.1 1, 566 1,480
30680 ke o K ccan Y e B BORHC... c acesies 582 4.8 6.3 4.9 2.0 5.4 1,308 1R
15-29 12.4 8.2 13.3 212 8.6 1R:'S 949 852
1-14 10.9 4.0 14.6 18.4 3.8 5.4 347 298
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weeks worked:* '
50-52 | 55.5 67.9 50.3 34.3 71.0 62.3 2,634 2,562
40-49 | 9.6 9.2 10.0 1.2 1145 8.7 %6612 1.619
30-39 6.8 6.5 L6 i 4.2 7.4 1,418 1,267
15-29 | 14.6 10.3 15. 6 22.8 10.9 136 1,001 899
1-14 18.2 5.9 16. 1 24.5 8.4t 8.1 383 295
None t 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.3 605
Totals | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Weeks unemployed:
30-52 253 2.4 1.4 3.7 3.4 1.3 7 422
20-29 2.7 17 %/ S 2t 200 1,129 909
10-19 3@ 2.8 219 6.5 2.8 L) 1,226 1, 030
9 or less 5.6 4.9 ar 9.0 4.9 9.2 1,441 1en
P Vo L SR O R 86.2 88.2 88.4 5.2 86.7 81.3 2,035 1, 965
Totals ........... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income? 1,923 2.426 N85 1,033 2,318 2, 045
Average earnings* 1,840 2,198 1.750 1,024 2,274 1,937

! This table includes all individuals who at any time in 1961 worked or looked for work and who reported on their labour force activity. Appro-
ximately (1% of male and 12% of female labour force participants are excluded because they did not answer question 15 on Questionnaire (see page
59), All labour force non-participants are excluded.

? Includes sons-in-law.

* Total income from &ll sources.

4 Earnlngs include wages and salarles and net income from self-employment.

* These are weeks worked in either full time or part-time employment,

® Includes daughters-in-law.
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TABLE 33. Average Income of Individuals by Weeks Worked, by Employment Status, and by Sex, 1961

Employment status®
Employee Employer ot own account?
Weeks worked®
Male Female Male Female
Total Eamed Total Farned Total Earned Total Earned
income* income* income income income income income income
dollars
50-52. 4,888 4,669 2,666 2,605 6,171 5,568 2,409 2,128
40-49 3, 560 3,272 1,659 1,610
30-39 2,680 2, 300 1,380 1,214
20-29 2,074 1,661 1,113 999
10-19 2Tl RIS 675 601
9 and under 687 343 278 228

e ) {x!;gilviduals were classified by their employment status at the time of the survey, This is not necessarily the same as their empioyment status
uring -

? Complete data are not given for this classification because the sample was not large enough to provide reliable estimates,

* See footnote 5 Table 32.

¢ See footnote 3 Table 32,

* See footnote 4 Table 32,

TABLE 34. Average Income of Individuals by Industry Divisions® and by Sex, 1961

Avetage income? Average eamings®
industry division®
Total Male Female Total Male Female
doliars

Primary industrles 2, 406 2,477 N 2,219 2,281 e
ManNia e W R L LS ol B TN 3,925 4,477 2,039 3,719 4,233 1,963
(Glerp T Uy L e S St 3,633 3,657 d 3,259 3,271 L]
Transportation 4,163 4,463 2,373 3,956 4,231 2 35
Trade......... 3,393 4,235 1,599 3,167 3,939 1,519
e U S R = 4,552 6,651 2,312 4,226 6,105 2,222
Setvices 2,702 4, 065 1,786 2, 541 3,789 1,702
Public administration .........cocemcionnnim i e 4,028 4, 432 2,664 3,761 4,125 2, 533

Average earnings of full time workers* Proportion reporting full time work®

Total Male Female Total Male Female

dollars per cent

Primary industries.............cooicvmeinnnimsisssnssesmorses 3,350 3,451 L 32.1 31.8 4
Manufacturing...........ce.un 4, 577 4,951 2,771 67.8 72.4 51.8
Construction 4,997 5,128 S 330N g2 3 L
Transportation 4,682 4,894 3. 118 1.8 3.7 59.5
Trade 4, 167 4, 598 2,414 66.5 78.0 41.6
Finance 5, 298 6,871 2,928 73.0 85,0 60, 2
T O e T N i oy 3,661 4, 778 2,638 55. 8 67.5 47.9
Publlc administration ........... 4, 488 4,810 3,211 75.9 8.5 67.2

' Individuals were ciassified according to their longest job in 1961, See question 16 on questionnaire, page 59. individuals who never worked
in 1961 or who worked but whose longest job was not ascertained were excluded from this table,

1 See footnote 3, Table 32,

} See footnote 4, Table 32.

4 Average wages and salaries and net income from self-employment for individuals reporting full time work (worked 50-52 weeks; 35 hours or
more per week).

? Proportion of individuals reporting having worked 50~ 52 weeks full time (35 hours or more per week),

¢ Sample too small for reliable estimates,



TABLE 35. Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups, by Occupation,® and by Sex, 1961

Occupation?
Income group Bries: Services B | Miners,
Menagerial temu | Clerical | sales recten- m?:lgu. ﬂs?)nei Ten. |Labourers
cal on nication men G
per cent
Males
Under $500 .. 1.0 0.5 3.2 4.8 1.5 31 13.3 1.4 ii.1
$ 500-% 999.. 0.5 1.8 3.3 5.6 7.4 3.1 17.8 2.8 8.5
1,000- 1,499 ... .9 3.0 4.3 3.4 4.6 4.4 22,0 3.4 10.9
1,500- 1,999 . 1.7 2.8 3.8 3.3 8.7 51 11.1 4.5 9.1
2,000- 2,499 .. 3.2 2.8 8.0 8.3 11.5 8.7 14.0 8.3 11. 1
2,500- 2,999 .. 8.1 3.8 8.7 8.0 10.1 9.8 5.3 7.1 11.6
3,000- 3,499 8.2 3.9 10. 1 9.8 12,5 10. 4 4.1 9.6 12.3
3,500~ 3,999 ... 6.7 7.4 11.§ 7.8 9.2 12.2 3.1 11.9 9.2
4,000- 4,989 .. 13.7 12.8 24.9 16.4 18.3 22.2 4.8 25.0 13.8
5,000- 5,999 .. 14.8 15.8 14.3 11. 5 8.9 12.2 1.8 18.1 3.1
6,000 9,999 ...t s st ensise s 31.8 35.1 11.9 16.1 3.4 8.2 2.1 11.1 0.9
10,000 and over 12. 4 11.0 5.4 0.5 0.5 0.2
Totals ... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Average income . $ 8, 567 8, 296 3,933 4,315 3,088 3,732 1,879 4,034 2,516
Medlan INCOME .......coic.cmmesinscarsassrarnsrossines $ 5,574 5, 104 4,043 3,949 3,088 3,721 1, 430 4,086 2,530
Average eamings® $ 8,073 8,045 3,718 4, 008 2,800 3,404 1,738 3,758 2, 251
Average eamingsof full time workersé....... § 8, 437 6, 586 4, 226 4,757 3,619 4,199 2,355 4,521 3,632
Proportion reporting full time work®........... % 1.3 81.9 80. 4 76.3 66.9 83.7 24.9 9.6 33.0
Females
U erRRS00F ... IS o it e e 2 12.7 9.7 27.1 28.1 11.8
$ 500-8 999 ...t 8.9 11. 1 2.8 23.8 12.4
1,000- £,499 .. 8.1 9.4 16.8 171.5 15.2
1,500~ 1,999 .. 10.3 9.7 15.8 13.1 17.7
2,000- 2,499 8.4 18.6 8.8 10. 1 16. 8
2,500- 2,999.. 8.4 i8. 1 a1 4.5 10.0
3,000- 3,499 . 11. 3 12.1 2.2 157 7.2
3,500- 3,999 .. 10.5 6.1 23 0.5 53
4,000~ 4,999 .. 3 10.3 7.2 1.2 0.4 i i 2.8 i
ST00UR510G1, il T R e iee en entise 4.0 1.2 FJ 0.1 0.7
6,000- 9,999 . 5.8 0.8 0.8
10,000 and over 0.2
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AVETage INCOME ......cvicurecrrearnereniersnscarrenece $ 2,641 2,251 1, 258 1,132 1,854
MERRRNITICOM® .....ioruicirions nsirions sennsito o ihas: il $ 2, 536 2,304 1,083 960 1,799
Average earnings® $ 2, 554 2, 167 1,176 1,047 1,795
Average eamings of full ime workers?....... $ 3,296 2, 964 2, 160 1,801 2, 537
Proportion reporting full time work? 82.0 57.3 31.9 35.6 449.9

! Indlviduals were classified according to their longest job during the year. See question 16 on questionnaire, page 59.
? For a description of occupational classification, see page 12.

! see footnote 4, Table 32,

* See footnote 4, Table 33.

¥ See footnote 5, Table 33.

¢ sample too small for reliable estimates.



APPENDIX -~ Sources and Methods

The main income estimates presented in this
report were based upon two sources of data: income
statistics collected in =a Survey of Consumer
Finances in March and April, 1962, conducted by
the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, and tabulations
of income tax statistics made available by the
Department of National Revenue,

In general, the data were collected and esti-
mates were prepared by methods similar to those
used in the estimation of the 1951, 1954, 1957 and
1959 income distributions, Full reference to publica-
tions containing these distributions is made on page 2
of this report,

Sample Size and Enumeration

The sample interviewed in 1962 was again that
portion of the labour force sample that was being
used for the last time in the monthly labour force
survey. The original sample comprised nearly 14,500
households; about 2,000 of these were not surveyed
because they were vacant, occupied by business
premises or other similar reasons, From the 12,500
households surveyed approximately 10,500" non-fann
families supplied complete income information;
another 760 families were farm families and did not
complete income questionnaires for that reason.
The overall response rate was 80 per cent, An
additional 1,200 families supplied partial income
information (some but not all members completed
questionnaires satisfactorily). Approximately 1,400
family units refused to answer or were unable to
supply income information for reasons such as
illness, etc. The sample was collected from 165
primary sampling areas; of these 47 were urban
centres with populations of 30,000 or more. For a
detailed description of the original sample see
pages 51 to 53.

Fnumeration procedures were similar to those
of surveys conducted in 1952, 1955, 1958 and 1960,
The enumerator filled out control cards for each
household listing information on each member of the
household for household members of all ages. An
income questionnaire was left for completion by each
person 14 and over whose income came mainly from
sources other than operating a farm as a self-
employed person. On a later visit the enumerator
picked up the completed questionnaires, A copy
of the control card and the income questionnaire
are reproduced at the end of this Appendix.

The sample chosen consisted of the majority
of those households that were interviewed for the
last time in the March or April, 1962, Labour Force
Surveys.

The sample represents one third of one per cent
of all household with the exception of households in
rural areas of Quebec, Ontario and the Prairies which
were sampled at one sixth of one per cent.

! Approximately 150 of these families received
most of their lncome from military pay and allowances;
these families were later excluded from the tabulations.

Coverage of the Survey of Consumer Finances

Families and unattached individuals

The Surveys of Consumer Finances have for
various reasons excluded certain sections of the
Canadian population. Income estimates cover non-
farm family units residing in the ten provinces;
residents of the Yukon and the Northwest Territories
have been excluded. In addition, the institutional
population is excluded® as well as family units
whose income comes mainly from military pay and
allowances.

Farm families are numerically the most im-
portant exclusion from the coverage of the surveys.
There has been a significant decrease in absolute
numbers of farm families over the ten year period
from 1951 to 1961. When evaluating the coverage of
the surveys in terms of the total population it must
be borne in mind that in the earlier surveys a pro-
portionately larger section of the total population
was excluded than in more recent years, The present
survey estimated that there were approximately
4,800,000 economic family units in Canada in the
spring of 1962 who met the criteria of inclusion in
the income estimates. Apart from the other minor
exclusions, another 437,000 family units were clas-
sified as farm families and excluded from the esti-
mates, According to the definition used in these
income surveys these were family units where at
least one member of the unit received more than
half his income from operating a farm.

There is a great deal of variation in defining
the farrn population in different statistical series.
The various definitions yield numerically different
estimates, Abstracting from the complications that
arise from various ways of defining a farm, place
of residence or main activity can be used as a
criterion of classification. To illustrate —a popula-
tion can be classified as residing:

1. On farms

2. Not on farms

Fach individual with income may be further
classified by his dependence on farming as an
income source:

(a) No farm income at all,

(b) Some farm income, but minor part of total

income,

(c) Farm income constitutes major source of

income,

In the Survey of Consumer Finances where the
residence criterion is irrelevant, families containing
individual members in categories 1(c) and 2(c) are
considered farm families. The remaining groups are
considered to be non-farm population and are covered
by the survey. A special feature of the survey defi-
nition is that even if several members in a family
unit have some farm income, but it is not the major
source for any of them, the family is also considered
to belong into sub groups (b). However, as soon as
one family member reports having received more than
half of his income from operating a farm, the whole
family unit is classified into sub group (c) and the
family income is not included in the estimates.

? Institutions such as prisons, penitentiaries, jalls,
reformatories, mental hospitals, T.B. hospitals, sana-
toriums, orphanages, homes for the aged, etc.
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On the other hand, the Famm Income and
Fxpenditure Survey conducted by DBS in 1958
defined as farm families groups 1(b), 1(c), 2(b), and
2(c). In the 1961 Census the definition of a famm
family was based solely on the place of residence,
and groups 1(a), 1(b) and 1(c) constitute the farm
population according to treatment in the Census.

The 437,000 farm families (according to the
definition used in this survey) were not proportion-
ately distributed between the five regions for which
income estimates are published, In the Prairie region
the non-coverage because of a large farm sector
exceeds 23 per cent. In British Columbia, on the
other hand, approximately 97 per cent of family units
are covered. On a national basis approximately 8 to
9 per cent of all family units are excluded from
income estimates because of their dependence on
farm income as their major source,

The coverage in the survey is probably more
complete for unattached individuals than for families
proper, because there are less unattachedindividuals
among the farm population than in the non-famn
household sector. On the other hand, the institutional
population contains proportionately more unattached
individuals, and- their exclusion will bias the cover-
age in the opposite direction. There is also evidence
that proportionately more of the older population
and less of the younger age group are contained in
farm households than non-farm households. Thus a

Individuals

When the Canadian population aged 14 years
and over is examined, the estimated income distri-
pbutions for 1961 cover only that part of the popula-
tion that does not fall into the following categories:

1. Individuals whose major source of income
came from operating a farm,

2. Individuals without any cash income in 1961.

3, Individuals whose income came mainly from
military pay and allowances,

4, Individuals in institutions,

5, Individuals resident in the Yukon and North-
west Territories.

The two first groups constitute numerically the
most important exclusions. It was estimated that of
12,100,000 individuals aged 14 years and over (after
excluding groups 3, 4 and 5 above) 7,364,000 or
approximately 61 per cent are covered by the income
estimates: another 3,637,000 or 30 per cent, although
pelonging into non-farm families, had no cash income
to report, Approximately 1,100,000 or 9 per cent
were excluded because their major source of income
came from fanning or because they were dependants
of farmers; an estimated 450,000 individuals only
were farm operators, the rest were family memhers
without cash income of their own. The following
table presents by selected characteristics the two
groups of individuals that constitute the major
exclusions from the individual income series and

somewhat hetter coverage is achieved in the Survey compares them with individuals included in the
of Consumer Finances for family units with younger series,
heads than for units headed by older persons.
Percentage Distribution of Individuals Aged 14 Years and Over,
by Selected Characteristics, Spring 1961
dividaait Individuals excluded
Included
in income Members? Farmers
estimates Total of non-farm and their
families dependants

By labour force status:

Males ...... 65.5 24.9 16.3 583
Paid workers .... 49.9 2.1 167 8213
Self-employed ..ccceecmveermecemiesecrarasnnen 6.0 8.2 0.3 34.5
Not in the labour force 9.5 14.6 14.4 1555

Females .... 34.5 T ol 83.7 46.7
Paid workers 20.1 2.2 2.5 0.9
Self-employed .... 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.5
Not in the 1aboUr fOICe .....cccccceeemsesrensancasnnes 13.4 72.6 80.9 45.3

Totals 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
By age:

Males:
=Ry 8 el . e 14.7 56.0 86.1 2545
25-34 22.5 7.0 253 11.7
35-44 cnerecerren 22.6 9.7 LYo 17.8
45-54 ... 17.0 11.6 3l 20.2
55 =6y wzvsasuses 10. 9 9.9 4.3 15.6
65 + 12.3 5.9 2185 ()87

Total males.. 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0




=940, =

Percentage Distribution of Individuals Aged 14 Years and Over,
by Selected Characteristics, Spring 1961 — Concluded

feividudls Individuals excluded
included - | T
in income Members? Farmers
estimates Total of non-farm and their
families dependants
By age:
Females:
A R o N o s s o S Bt oot gas 23.6 24.7 24.6 25.6
IHS I .~ 15.9 21.8 23.1 14.2
Sl T e S S e 16.0 22.3 2205 il
BEEG4 ... 0 T L e LK s acesn cnoenins 14. 4 5 i 15.0 19.7
55-64 3.0 it 10. 6 14,3
(051 o, e e gy b SRR B PR T o E 10T L 4.4 4.3 5.0
Total females 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Ay relationship to head:
Yead 64.0 .q BL.MT 37.8
T N e T e ST TG S 1550 57.6 64.8 3%
Son or daughter .... 15.4 27.9 28.6 25.3
Mother, father .... 2.4 k.2 1581} 153
Other relatives 3.0 % 1.8 i.9
Totals 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
By region:
AvlEnhic i.........a. 9.6 10. 8 15558 i (5
Quebec 2/ 30.9 32.8 24.9
Ontario Ry 31.0 34.3 20.2
Prairies .... 15%.3 19.9 1256 45.1
British Columbia 10.4 7.4 8.9 20
Totals 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100.0
By type of area:
Metropolitan ........ 60.5 41.8 5389 1.9
Non-metropolitan .. 39-5 58. 2 46.1 98.1
JROCAlS. 2. 5. 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100.0

t Individuals without income in 1961, may have entered the labour force since the end of 1961.

The largest single group excluded from the
income estimates are women who are not working
and have no other source of income.® They comprise
nearly 73 per cent of the adult population not covered
by the survey. More than three-quarters of these
women were their husbands’ dependants, If family
allowances were treated differently in this survey,
hundreds of thousands of these women would appear
in the lowest income group of the distribution
seriously distorting the income distribution,

Another substantial group among aduits excluded
from the income series are males in the younger age
groups. Fifty-six per cent of excluded males or
approximately 14 percent of all excluded individuals
were males 14 to 24 years old. This group consists
almost entirely of persons not in the labour force,
presumably because of school attendance.

The 65 and over age group is more completely
covered in the income survey than any other age
group. This, of course, is a result of the universal

3 For the purposes of this survey family allowances
are treated as having been recetved by the husband.

old age pension payable to all persons 70 and over,—
instances of persons in this age group being ex-
cluded because they have no cash income are rare,
However, proportionately more of the older age group
are excluded because they are farmers than because
they are non-farm family members without income.

When the two excluded groups are compared,
significant differences show up in the composition
of the groups. The high proportion of self-employed
persons among the farm population reflects the
presence of farm operators in this group. The farm
group is largely, although not exclusively, resident
in non-metropolitan areas, while 54 per cent of
non-farm family members who have no income are
resident in metropolitan areas.

When this breakdown of non-farm family members
without income is compared with the breakdown of
the non-farm population with income, proportionately
more individuals with income are living in metro-
politan areas than individuals without income. This
means that non-farm families in metropolitan areas
have on the average a higher ratio of persons with
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income to persons without income than non-farm
families in non-metropolitan areas. The most likely
cause for this would seem to be a higher labour
force participation rate among secondary family
members in metropolitan areas,

The same difference in the relationship between
non-farm individuals with income and individuals
without income shows up regionally, In the Atlantic
region and in Quebec the ratio of persons with
income to persons without income is lower than
in the rest of the country.

As has been already mentioned in the discussion
of the coverage in the family series, farm families
are very unevenly distributed regionally, This
carries through into the individual series, and 45
per cent of all individuals are excluded because
they are farmers or their dependants are concentrated
in the Prairie region.

Reliability of Estimates

F'stimates based on a sample are subject to
a number of types of error. There are three main
categories of error: sampling error, errors arising
from non-response and response errors. The sampling
error is the error which arises because every one
in the population under study was not included in
the sample. The second type of error arises because
a family or individual selected in the sample was
not interviewed. This may introduce a bias because
the characteristics of those who were not contacted
or who were unwilling to supply the information may
differ from the characteristics of those replying.

Response errors result from omissions in
reporting specific types of income receipts or from
inaccurate reporting of items. Frrors of this type
are not at present susceptible to statistical measure-
ment, but are usually present, to some degree, in
surveys such as the present one, For example,
it is known that some types of income, such as
investment income, are less accurately reported
than other types of income such as wages and
salaries, This may result from a lack of records,
recall problems or deliberate concealment on the
part of the respondent. The personal income esti-
mates of the National Accounts provide a check on
the aggregate income as estimated from the survey
and allow some assessment as to the coverage of
the survey estimates,

Non-Response Error

A study of non-respondents in the present
Survey of Consumer Finances established that the
most frequent reason for not obtaining data on the
income position of the individual was refusal on the
part of the respondents —refusals accounted for
approximately sixty per cent of the total non-
response. In approximately thirty per cent of cases
enumerators were not able to contact the respondents
despite repeated calls. Other reasons such asillness
in the family or language barrier caused non-
response in less than ten per cent of cases.

When characteristics of individual non-
respondents are examined, there are no very sub-
stantial differences between respondents and non-
respondents, Younger secondary family members
seem to be slightly over-represented among non-
respondents. Self-employed persons also are less
likely to provide income information than paid
workers or persons not in the labour force., There is
also some indlcation that proportionately more males
than females were non-respondents,

Some of these characteristics are associated
with higher incomes, others with lower incomes. An
attempt was made to estimate, on balance, the effect
of non-response on the income estimates. In a
special study, an attempt was made to match the
records of 2,000 non-respondents in the Survey of
Consumer Finances to the information supplied by
the same individuals on their 1961 Census forms as
to wages and salaries earned. The results indicate
that average wages and salaries (the major source of
income for most people) would not be lower in the
survey if non-respondents had co-operated. The
study shows an average of $3,565 for the group of
non-respondents that were successfully matched and
had wages and salaries to report. This is sub-
stantially higher than the weighted average for
responding wage and salary earners in the survey
whose average was $2,928. Some of the difference
is due to the fact that the non-respondents were
only matched in larger centres where earnings are
higher and the survey figure reflects earnings for
the whole country. A comparison of the average of
survey non-respondents to the corresponding average
for the total population reporting in the census also
indicates that the survey non-respondents had on the
average very similar (if not higher) wages and
salaries than the rest of the population.

Wherever possible, family characteristics of the
non-responding family units were also examined.
Here significant differences between respondents
and non-respondents show up. Unattached individuals
are much less likely and larger families more likely
to provide income information. The over-representa-
tion of unattached individuals among non-respondents
is the most serious difference between the two
groups.

However, as the weighting procedure is designed
to take into account the relative importance of
groups with certain characteristics* there is com-
pensation for some of the effects of non-tesponse
on income estimates. For example, unattached
individuals, who because of more frequent non-
response, are under-represented in the original
sample were given a correspondingly heavier weight
in the final estimates.

On the basis of these exploratory studies there
is no reason to believe that serious non-response
errors are present in the estimates. On the other
hand, the problems of response and sampling error
may be substantial, Several studies now in progress,

* See pages 54 and 55 for an explanation of weighting
method.
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for exaniple, matches of respondents in this survey
with census records, may provide some furtherinsight
into the quality of the survey statistics.

Sampling Error

The sample was selected from within the labour
force sampling framework which uses a stratified
clustered sampling scheme. Sampling errors from
such a complex sampling scheme are difficult to
derive and are higher than the sampling errors of
simple random samples of the same size, For many
lebour torce characteristics the error may be twice
as high for a stratified cluster sample as for a

simple random sample. No similar calculations
have been made for the income data, but the simi-
larity of method makes it likely that the same
magnitude of sampling error applies.

The following table indicates the approximate
sampling variability of certain percentages when
related to samples of different size where the
sample is selected by simple random method. For
percentage figures the chances are 95 out of 100
that a range equal to the estimated percentage plus
or minus the sampling error contains the true value
of the variable being estimated.

Approximate Sampling Errors of Percentages, Plus or Minus!
(Expressed in percentage points)

Estimated percentage given by a Sample size (Number of cases)
simple random sample 200 500 1,000 | 2,000 | 5000 | 7,500 | 10,000
R~ S W oo e - T . 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.3
0 I S S A Mg L ] g i 2.0 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.5 0.4
G AR O] I I P 4.4 27 1.9 1.3 0.8 0.7 0.6
L ) T ST T A 6.2 338 2.7 1.9 13 1.0 0.9
Sy IR T et N M 7.0 4.4 408 2.2 1.4 1.1 1.0

pq
! This table is derived from the formula 2\J: where p=percentage given by the sample, q=100-p, and
n

n=sample size.

To assist in calculating the sampling error,
the composition of the original sample of families
and unattached individuals and of the original
sample of individuals is given below. The distri-
bution of incomes contained in the tables of the
report differs from the relative distribution shown
below, since the tables are based upon the weighted
sample, while this table presents the distribution
of the original sample. Methods of weighting are
described in the Methods of Fstimation.

Sample of Families and Unattached Individuals

By size of income Sample size

Under $1,000.............ccccvemvvreriiereeee e, 1,058
$ 1,000-% 1,499 581
1,500- 1,999 531
2,000 - 591
2,500- 584
3,000- 668
3,500- 710
4,000 - 794
4,500 - 743
5,000 - 719
5,500 - 601
6,000 - 370
6,500 - 407
7,000 - 623
8,000- 9,999 .......oeoeiriiiieecerens 672
H0R0D0="T14,999 ... .Lhe.en.. s ssinseseerse Touit 402
15,000 and OVer .....cccooeeivimiviieeceeeeeeieaen, 131
Total ..o 10,385

By labour force status and sex of head Sample size

Employee —Male .....cooooveeeeriieinns 6,562
~—Female.......ccoocevunnne. 905
Fmployer or own—Male .........ooovveinennn, 719
account —Female........ococoevenenn. 34
Not in the labour—Male .............ccocvvvrene 1,241
force — Female m....ccuv.coimm i 924
Total .............. —Malels. ... b o 8,522
—Female ................... 1,863
TR 5. 2 2o e b e o e i e 10,385

By major source of income
INORINIC BINE e e .15 commerren B b e 1 3o S 168
Wages and salaries ........coccceviceiveiininnnennns 7,940
Net unincorporated business income ... 607
Other money income ............ccccevveiiceeienes 1,670
FLotalomee . Bo. BB s o e 10,385
Owners 5,908
Renters S
Lodgers and others 1,106
Totalv: meme, A 1., .. oo mamm, A7 LA 10,385



By family size Sample size

Unattached individuals ........ccocoeeeiieeiceine 2,045
GADErSONS .. 0. W, % ol 2,303
ERALEE, RETSONS fre . fs T TR <k 1,684
ROl e RN S W ) 1,710
Five OF MOTe PEISONS ......covveierereinenrimreennen 2,643
TR . S e . DS 10,3853
By age and sex of head

24 and under—Male ..., 483
SEemEle " (S oI NN 236

25-34 AMIBILE L ... fo St b 52 smme- 1,965
—HEmaAle « .. §...0 T 198

35-44 TN e SRR | PO el 25l
Siemalie gl ohor. Lk 210

45-54 I B . ARy 1,641
— Felllalie v . . iosorevess fmss 297

55-64 M elS= . Uk el 100 1,086
ISEemalc] . 1y S8 L0 305

65 andtovern IS Malelh B ok, 5 .. 5 1,196
—SERG A" .. oot o e ool 617

T2 TRt W S, ST, LR e 10,385

By metropolitan and non-metropolitan centres
by region

Sample size

Metro Non-Metro-

politan politan ol

Atlantic Provinces.... 328 813 1,138
GUENEC., L. 1 et 2,046 793 2,839
(O {220 1o PR & . | 2,649 1,017 3,666
Prairie Provinces ...... 989 578 1,567
British Columbia ...... 716 459 1,175
Totals .................... 6,725 3,660 10,385

By labour force experience of head
during the year

Sample size

Not in the labour force at any time ........ 1,950

Participating in the labour force ............ 7,492

Worked 50-52 weeksS ......cooeemnniene. 5 6]

Worked less than 50 weeks........... 1,957

Labour force experience not ascertained 943
atalb %= W, 5, L 10,385
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Sample of Individuals
By size of income
Under $500
$ 500-% 999
1,000-
1,500-
2,000-
2,500- 2,999
3,000- 3,499
3,500-
4,000- 4,499
4,500 -
5,000- 5,499
5,500 -
6,000-
7,000 -
8,000 -

24 and under—Male ............c.ccoociiiiiiiinnnn,
—SHemallels o T R kil i oo

25-34 S Malle Pl dobet s oo
—Female.........cccooeiviieeiinnens

35-44 B 1T Lo S s SR
—Female........c...ccoevvveeeneennn.

45-54 —Male i
—Female......ccocorviicieniniannns

55-64 —Male ...
—Female......cccccceeveveerrerninnns

65 and over —Male ...
—Female...............ccivviiviennes

Total........ —Male ...
—Female..............................

Totalh s %o B .. B b i

Employees —Male ...
—Female .....................
Employersorown —Male ........cccoeevnreennnnn.
accounts —~Female .....c.cccooeeeeeens
Not in the labour —Male ..........cccccocinns
force —Female ............c.........
Motall § 5. mn o A S . g e

Sample size
1,396
2,590
1,346
173917l
1,300
1,165
12016
1,157
18T

877
792
494
710

275
16,299

1,523
1,362

2,296
945

2,311
945

1,741
833

1,124
544

1,376
1,299

10,371
5,928

16,299

TaQlli3
3,341

770
89

1,688
2,498

16,299



By region
Atlantic Provinces
Quebec
Ontario
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Sample size

BIelinief PIovANCesSE s 1ol vhmm . oo

British Columbia

By labour force experience
during the year

Participating in the labour
force:

Worked 50-52 weeks......

Worked less than 50
wieeliSEMe 1. ..o b

Labour force experience
not ascertained

All persons with labour
force experience

Not in the labour force at
any time

1,866
4,354
5,907
2,407
1,765
16,299

Sample size

Male

7,075

1,132

1,036

Female

2,315

1,396

518

Total

9,390

2,528

1,555

(9,243) (4,230) (13,473)

(1,128) (1,638)

Individuals With Labour Force Experience

By occupation (longest
job during the year)

Managerial
Professional and technical
ClEMGaIE =t L fT 2
Services and recreation ...

Transportation and commu-
MIGAIOM. ... L o B oo

Famers,
men

loggers, fisher-

Miners, craftsmen, etc,......

[abelirenss ~oomil. . ... 0L

739
666
625

651

84
600
15178
359

785

85

18

(2,826)

(10,371) (5,928) (16,299)

896
1,339
1,844

984

1,436

824

370
3,298
642
1,840

13,473

By weeks unemployed Sample size

Male Female Total

30-52 weeks .....ccocevviiennnns 347 79 426
20-29 weeks .....coooieeen. 439 97 536
10-19 weeks ............. 459 119 578
9 weeks or less 499 213 a2
NORE! S ... 40 6,463 3,203 9,666
Not ascertained .................. 1,036 519 1,555
SUDTANSE A % vt e B s 9,243 4,230 13,473

An example of using the above information to
derive sampling error might be useful, The number
of unattached individuals in the original sample was
2,045; if these had been chosen by simple random
selection the sampling errors given under sample
size 2,000 would be applicable. Table 12 indicates
that 5.1 per cent of unattached individuals had
incomes of $4,000 to $4,499, If the sample size had
been exactly 2,000, for a simple random sample the
chances are 95 out of 100 that a range of 4.1 to 6.1
would contain the true percentage, Since the sample
was actually drawn from a stratified cluster sample,
in fact, the sampling error may be greater than plus
or minus 1.0,

The estimates in Tables 1, 2, 17, 18 and 19
are based upon survey estimates adjusted with
income tax statistics. The remaining tables are
estimated from the sample survey only, with no
further adjustments and, as a result, are subject to
greater sampling error. It is not possible to make
adjustments from tax data to all tables, both because
of the amount of work involved and the lack of
sufficient information on income tax retumns.

In addition to percentage distributions, the
tables contain figures on two measures of central
tendency, the arithmetic mean or the ‘‘average
income'’ and the ‘‘median income’’, The average
is obtained by dividing total income reported by the
number of families and unattached individuals; the
median is that value which divides the distribution
in two so that one-half have less than the figure
shown and one-half have more, The mean or average
of a sample may be greatly affected by a few
extreme values of income. The larger the sample
the less is the effect of extreme values on the
mean. Substantial variations have occurred from
survey to survey as to the size of the largest
incomes reported; for this reason changes in the
means may not always be reliable. A few extreme
values will have no influence on the median and for
many purposes it is a more reliable figure than the
average,

Methods of Estimation

Individual Incomes

Survey data were used to prepare two sets of
estimates, an estimate of the distribution of
individual incomes and an estimate of the distribu-
tion of family incomes,
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For the individual estimates, all complete
returns from persons aged 14 and over were used,
including those who had no incomes; some of these
individuals were members of families where other
members did not answer the questionnaires.

The original survey sample was sorted on
selected characteristics and then built up to
predetermined regional estimates, Individuals not
in the labour force were weighted by age and sex
to the adult non-labour force population as estimated
by the Labour Force Survey. Persons in the labour
force were weighted by sex and labour force status
(paid worker — employed, paid worker —unemployed,
own account —non-farm, own account—fatm), After
these adjustments were made to account for the total
population aged 14 and over, individuals without
income and individuals with income mainly from
farming or military pay and allowances were set
aside,

Adjustments with Income Tax Data. — The income
distributions for individuals in Tables 21 to 27 were
derived from these weighted returns without further
adjustment,

Tables 18, 19 and 20, however, are based on a
different method of estimation. Here data from
special tabulations of income tax returns were
combined with weighted survey results to improve
the income estimates for higher income groups.

From a sample of tax returns (both taxable
and non-taxable) special tabulations were provided
by the Department of National Revenue showing,
for different groups, the estimated number of
individuals at each income level and the composi-
tion of their aggregate income. By combining
groups of income recipients with different earning
status it was possible to construct three main
groups which were approximately comparable to
survey groups by main source of income:

1. Individuals whose income was derived mainly
from wages and salaries

2. Individuals whose income was derived mainly
from professional income or business income

3. Individuals with investment income or pension
income predominating.

Total income in each income group was broken
down into the following income components: wages
and salaries, net income from an unincorporated
business, net income from professional practice,
commission income, farm income (included only
if it was a minor part of the total income), dividends,
bond and bank interest, net rental income, mortgage
interest income, annuity income, estate income,
old age pension income, miscellaneous income.

The three main groups were treated separately
and adjustments made by slightly different methods
in each case, In general, taxation statistics were
used as the basis of the estimate for upper income
levels, while the survey was used for estimating
incomes at the lower levels,

A, Distribution of Incomes Derived Mainly from
Wages and Salaries

1. The income components in the distribu-
tion obtained from income tax returns were grouped
into income components eguivalent to those used
in the Survey of Consumer Finances,

2. At each income level income tax statis-
tics were adjusted to add into total declared income
an estimate for receipts of transfer payments which
are largely not taxable and for that reason not
declared on tax returns, This adjustment was hased
upon the average receipt of transfer payments at the
corresponding level in the survey, In addition, the
amounts of netincome received from self-employment,
where this represented a subsidiary source of
income, were also adjusted upward as the survey
indicated that Ssuch receipts, for wage-earners,
were consistently larger than the amounts reported
on income tax returns,

3. These upward adjustments of income
made it necessary to shift {ndividuals ftom lowet
income size groups into higher groups. This
adjustment of the distribution was accomplished
by using the nomographic interpolation method
which assumes that all incomes in each class
interval of the distribution increase by the same
average amount,®

4. The adjusted income distribution from
tax statistics for wage and salaty eamets above
$4,000 was combined with the income distribution
below $4,000 from the survey. Minor adjustments
were made to the combined distribution in the
number of individuals and total income in the lower
income groups so that the total number ofindividuals
in the combined distribution equalled the estimated
number of wage and salary earnets in the Survey of
Consumer Finances,

B. Distribution of Incomes Derived Mainly from
Business Income

1. Income tax statistics for the distribution
of business income were adjusted by basically the
same method as the distribution of wage and salary
earners, In addition to the adjustment for transfer
payments another minor upward adjustinent was made
for the effect of reassessment on the net incomes.

2. After shifting individuals and aggregate
income bhecause of these adjustments into the
appropriate income groups, the adjusted distribution
from income tax data above $10,000 was combined
with the income distribution below $10,000 derived
from the survey. A minor adjustment was made to
numbers in the lower income groups to conform to
the total individuals as originally estimated from
the survey.

3. To this combined distribution 33,000
individuals were added whose major source of
income originated in net income from keeping
roomers and boarders, The estimate of 33,000
persons and their income (in all cases below
$3,000) was made from the survey, although there
is evidence that the reporting of this income
component is very unreliable, fluctuating from

S See ‘‘Nomographic Interpolation of Income Size
Distributions’* by Maurice Liebenberg in Review on
FEconomics and Statistics, August 1956, Harvard University
Press.
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year to year, and that this income component may
be substantially underreported,

C. Distribution of ““Other Money Income’’

1. Persons with retirement pensions or
investment income as their main source were
combined into a joint distribution from tax data;
survey data were used to estimate and add in
receipts of non-taxable income, such as certain
types of transfer payments.

2. After using the nomographic interpolation
technique to shift individuals and aggregates into
appropriate income groups the distribution above
$3,000 from tax data was combined with the survey
distribution below $3,000 and then combined with
two other groups whose incomes were estimated from
the survey; persons whose income came mainly from
transfer payments or from miscellaneous sources,

Family Income

For preparing the family income estimates from
the survey, each household was broken down into
family units. For example a household with four
individuals —a married couple, their son and an
unrelated boarder would become two family units,
a family of three persons and an unattached
individual.®

Regional estimates of the number of families
and unattached individuals classified by family
characteristics were used to apply weights to the
original sample. Weighting characteristics were:
a) whether the unit was an unattached individual
or a family of two or more, b) sex of the head of
the unit, ¢) labour force status of the head (paid
worker, self-employed —non-farm, self-employed—
farm, not in the labour force). Since the definition
of the family differs from that employed in census
statistics, independent estimates of the number of
family units on the survey definition were developed
using internal data available in DBS, Farm families
were included in the initial weighting, although
these families were later excluded from all tabula-
tions, Tables 3 to 17 are based on survey results
collected from 10,400 non-farm family units weighted
in the manner described above.

Estimates in Tables 1 and 2 were derived
by a different method. Individuals in the income
distribution adjusted by income tax data were
regrouped into families on the basis of patterns
in the survey sample.

Special tabulations were made from weighted
survey data cross-classifying individual incomes
by family incomes in each main income group. Then
the individuals in the adjusted income distribution
were distributed by family income levels and family
income types in the same ratio as the weighted
survey sample, Aggregate income was distributed
by family income levels in the same ratio as the
distribution of individuals.

As a final step, the numbers of families for
each income level and type were estimated by
dividing the number of redistributed individuals by
the average number of income recipients in the
survey at the corresponding income level and type.

¢ For a definition of a family unit see ‘‘Notes and
Definitions'’, page 15.

Work Experience

The second page of the Income Questionnaire
included questions on the work experience of indi-
viduals who reported any income,

Estimates in Tables 28, 29 and 30 are based
on the same sample of 10,400 families and unat-
tached individuals weighted the same way as the
incomes tables in Part I. Straight survey estimates
are presented without any adjustment, Tables 29
and 30 analyse families by the work experience of
the family head and these tables are based on the
returns of approximately 6,500 families. Another
1,000 family heads did not report on their work
experience in 1961 although the questions were
applicable to them., There were approximately 2,000
families in the original sample, where the family
head had no work or unemployment to report for
1961, because they were retired, ill, voluntarily
idle, etc.

Tables 31 to 35 describe the work experience
of individuals whose income is analysed by other
characteristics in income tables, Part II. Again
unadjusted but weighted survey estimates were
used. Of the 16,300 individual returns used for
estimating the income distributions for individuals,
approximately 2,800 had never worked or looked for
work during 1961 and another 1,500 to 1,900 failed to
report the detail about their work experience during
the year —the completeness of response varied from
question to question, Tables 32 to 35 are based on
roughly 11,600 to 11,900 returns.

Relation of Income Estimates to the
National Accounts

The income concept used in this reference
paper is similar to the monetary income received
by non-farm households as measured in the personal
income series in ‘‘National Accounts, Income and
Expenditure'’. Personal income is the total current
income of individuals and private non-commercial
institutions, such as charitable organizations and
hospitals,” The petsonal income series include
imputed income as well as monetary income. Among
the imputed items are labour income received in
kind, imputed rents of owner-occupied houses, and
imputed banking services to individuals, Further-
more, some of the income components of the personal
income series are not received directly by families
and individuals during the year. Among such items
are employer contributions to pension funds, the
investment income of life insurance companies
and the investment income of industrial pension
funds, The inclusion of such items in the National
Accounts introduces differences in concepts
between the Accounts and the income distribution
estimates, On the other hand, certain income
components included in the income distribution
have no equivalent in the personal income series.
Examples are annuity income and retirement
pensions.

7 See DBS Publication 13-502, National Accounts,
Income and FExpenditure, 1926-1956 (Ottawa: Queen's
Printer, 1958), pp. 123 -126.
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It should be noted that two sources of income
accruing to households are largely omitted from
the survey estimates: net income from farming,
and military pay and allowances. Families and
individuals whose income originates mainly in
farming or military pay and allowances are excluded
from the income distributions. Such families and
persons, in addition to farm income or service pay,
would also be in receipt of other types of income
such as family allowances, old age pensions, and
investment income. Conversely some accounts of
farm income and military pay accrue to non-famm
families but it is probable that such amounts are
of minor significance,

The survey estimates also do not include
incomes of inmates of institutions, persons residing
on Indian reservations, Canadian residents tempo-
rarily abroad and families resident in the Yukon
and Northwest Territories, Thus besides differences
in concepts the two series alsodiffer as to coverage,

Adjustments were made to the personal income
series of the National Accounts for 1961 to make
them as comparable as possible to the income
distribution estimates and comparisons were made
of the two series to determine to what extent the

income distributions agreed with the National
Accounts.
Where comparability existed between com-

ponents of the two series, comparisons were made
of the two sets of aggregate income estimates,
A complete reconciliation cannot be effected
because of the exclusion of the farm sector in the
income distribution study.

The aggregate estimates in the main tables
are given below and compared with the personal
income series.

Survey estimates

esstl;rr::tyes as pet cent of
miliion $ personal income
estimates
Wages and salaries .......... 18,446 101

Net income of non-farm un-

incorporated business .... 1,996 87
(Net income of non-farm

unincorporated business

less net income from

roomers and boarders).... 1,943 93
Investment Income .............. 1,083 57
Transfer Payments............. 1,636 81

OGRS .. AL S0 86 23,161 95

! These comparisons exclude miscellaneous income
receipts in the income size distribution.

For the first time Since income surveys were
initiated the estimate of aggregate wages and
salaries exceeds the corresponding adjusted aggre-
gate in the personal income series, Because of the
incomplete coverage, survey estimates should be
lower than the National Accounts estimates. Farmers,
military personnel and the institutional population
receive some wages and salaries that are excluded
from the survey estimates, It is, of course, rossible

that sampling error has produced this discrepancy
either by overestimating the numbers of people with
income or the amounts of wages and salarlies
received by them (or a combination of both). How-
ever, use of income tax data for the upper tail of
the income distribution eliminates the possibility
of any substantial error in the higher income
brackets; if at all, the survey has possibly over-
estimated the number of income recipients in the
lower income groups. Further investigation of the
problem is required to come up with an authori-
tative answer,

The difference between the National Accounts
estimates of net unincorporated business income
and the size distribution estimates is due largely
to differences in the estimate of net income received
from roomers and boarders; exclusive of this item,
the income distribution estimates of net unincorpo-
rated business income are 93 per cent of the
National Accounts total, The differences in the
aggregate estimates of income from roomers and
boarders are partly due to conceptual differences
and partly due to the methods used in the sample
survey, The National Accounts measure, while the
income size distribution does not, payments of
room and board between members of the same
family; the sample survey did not include, as
income, payments received for room and board
from relatives resident in the household. Secondly,
the sample survey assumed that net income repre-
sented one-third of gross income from roomers and
boarders., The National Accounts estimates are
based on data collected in a family expenditures
survey conducted in 1948 and assume that net
income is one-half of gross. The income size
distribution estimates of this item would have been
$25 million higher if the larger ratio had been used,

Some fraction of the income receipts not
covered in the size distribution estimates was
undoubtedly part of the total income of families of
tarmers and military personnel but it is impossible
at the present time to estimate what percentage
accrued to these sectors, A survey of farm families
conducted by the Dominion Bureau of Statistics in
1958- 59 will provide data on this. As yet the total
discrepancy in the present income estimates cannot
be calculated, The estimates account for 95 per cent
of the total non-farm monetary income components
of the personal income series in the Accounts.
Of the remaining 5 per cent, some went to fam
families in such forms as family allowances, old
age pensions and rents, Excluded from these
estimates as well are the incomes of persons
resident in institutions and Indian reservations.
This too would account for some of the discrepancy.
However, the differences between the estimates
of investment income in the size distribution and
in the Personal Income series suggest that this
particular income component may be sighificantly .
underestimated in the survey distribution. This
must be considered one of the most serious defects
of the present estimates. In total the differences
may not appear to affect the end product to any
substantial degree but the analytic value of the
breakdown of certain of the individual size distribu-
tions is lessened because of these discrepancies.
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Confldential: All information will
be treated as conlidential and used
only by the Dominion Bureau of
Statistics for suatistical purposes, |

DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

1961 INCOME QUESTIONNAIRE

eso.[ T T T | Seg. [] wn | [T T ]

IN 1961 HOW MUCH DID YOU RECEIVE FROM:

1. Wages and salaries
(Show total wages and salaries before deductions for

osions, taxes, savings bonds, unemployment insutance, hospital and
medical plans, and other items. Include pay for casua

or part-time work)

2MiliTa ryApayBandl oW AN GE steus: . . & - B, oo B it e b B, ok LIRS . TR
3. Nec income from self-employment, business or profession
(Show net income — gross receipts minus expenses ~ from an unincorporated business or profession in which you were engaged
on your own account with or without paid employees. Please report losses as well as profits. Report withdrawals from in-
corporated business — except dividends — in question 1)

4. Gross income from roomers and boarders
(Do not report payments made by relarives.) ...
5. Bond interest, dividends, and Bank IBEELEST. ..ot e e "

6. Other income from investments
(Net rents — gross rents less expenses —interest from mortgage investments, income from estate or trust fund, etc.)

Househeld Record
Card Line Number

FORM CF 2

BN

7. Family allowances
(To be reported only by the father or the guardian of the children.). .oooooooioiiii oot

8. Old age pensions
(Old Age Security and Old Age Assistance pensions paid by Dominion or Provincial Governments.)

9. Unemployment Insurance

10. Veterans' pensions, war veterans’ allowances, workmen's compensation, relief, mothers’ aillowances and pensions for the
blind and disabled

11. Retirement pensions and annuities
(Pensions or allowances arising out of previous employment of yourself or a

relative and individually purchased annuities.)

12. Other money income (income from abroad and other income not reported above)

List items:

(Do not include gifts, inheritances, lump sum receipes from insurance policies, income tax refunds, receipts from the sale of
property, or income received in kind such as meals or room and board.)

1RinY otalimoneyalncometi .. .o BN Lol i S e eveeane st b s e et ee s eeensenaeeee e e T T L L R
(This should equal the total of items 1 to 12.)

DNo

(No further questions)

14. Did you work (either for others or yourself) or look for work
at any time during 1961?

[ Yes

{Please turn over)

Comments:

I.T.

[ oftice

use only

2002-8.1: 12212-61



LABOUR FORCE ACTIVITY
{F YES in 14. (from reverse)

15. (a) In how many weeks did you work for pay ar profit (include paid holidays and paid sick leave} in 1961 ...

(b} If entry in 15(n)is less than $2 weeks, in how many of the remaining weeks did you look for work in 1961

(c) If working and looking for work (totalof (a) and (b) above) accounts for iess than 52 weeks, check reason
why you did aot ook for work during the remaining time

(1f mote than one reason is applicable, check only reason accounting for largest number of weeks)
[7] Steike
"] Keeping house
1 Going to school
[} Retired, voluntarily idle
D [l or disabled (exclude paid sick leave)
_] Other

Specify

weeks

weeks

weeks

Office
use only

L No.

16. If you worked at any time during 1961 piease describe the job at which you worked the longest in 1961:

(a) What kind of business or industry was this? (tetail grocery store, building construction, city busline, etc.)

{(b) What kind of work did you do in this job? (sales cleck, carpenter, busdriver, etc.)

(c} Are you still working in the same job? ["iYes D No

17. When working in 1961 (see question 15(a}), in how many weeks did you work:

(8) full time w-. oo

weeks

weeks

(b) part time because you preferred to do so

(c) part time because full time work was not avaiiable

Comments: .

weeks
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