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PREFACE

This report is one of a number of special reports based on the material col-
lected in April 1968 as part of the Survey of Consumer Finances. The main report
has been published as DBS Catalogue Na. 13-534 Income Distributions by Size in
Canada, 1967. The present report classifies families and unattached individuals
in respect to their income in 1967 and family size as being below or above the
““low income lines’’. Extensive tabular material is presented on the socio-
demographic characteristics of the two groups of family units and the analysis
focuses on factors that have a differential effect in determining a family's low
income status.

Special tabulations for this report were planned by the Consumer Finance
Research Staff who was also responsible for the planning and execution of the
Survey of Consumer Finances. Mr. Roger B. Love from the same staff wrote the
text and compiled the report under Mrs. G. Oja’s direction.

WALTER E. DUFFETT,

Dominion Statistician.



s ‘% 1 'h_ I:!‘HLWV'

'1 7 '{4 a

-

e TiE e W 4
g .,.-r,i} L]

-‘-1-“_. F—' S e : " ‘..»
i T 'de—,r .._u..;-ill' r"‘ q . .




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
Indreduttion MEr ..o, o, I WL g e LIS L I et 7/
1T 0 fulede] 1t R0 (o P =) 177 3 2N o el S, - oo S-S,  SUURE, . (" - - TR © 1 55 (N 8
SEARINCOome il CAERIIRLEL 06T v . bohicrenssert d Muroiivnriresnnens sstios Foeesarizase L 0w, AR 0 9
Low Income Families ...... R RS e s 11
[maw ineeme UnatBehBEMdividUals ........cc.c.ceeeitiessererecoranivossne s BitBbessnesibesssonar iabaseaalhbs 15
Inter-temporal Comparisons of Low Income, Selected Years, 1961 =67 coveereeerveisrraecas 16
e U ORBEHRIRIES. ... 0. cco0o s onnisiesreseonsnoes sadissasaosssansss atssassosads Bossase IR« oo FBiasase s on 18
TABLES

Part
[T ey SRR SR T L SO L SR | T T M S 1 SRS (PR - 23
SR cHed InIRIANA LS -AN0 OUNPE . . datl vt e Bulenssess oo Tosssons obo et sr e vassssshoboares sas 35
BUINGY QUPS tIDRRATIESE: . .. .. fohiass - os e be e BTavasass soer e itbag s0pTeiEs o amsnss e o iBne oo as oS0, 510 o300 45



i |
- R
_ w-gJL o

i




INTRODUCTION

This report presents estimates of unattached
individuals and families with low income in Canada
and their characteristics for the year 1967. The sta-
tistics in this publication replace and expand on
those in the report /ncome [istribution and Poverty
in Canada, 1967 (Preliminary Estimates), DBS
(uncatalogued). Data on low income family units'
are also available, though not all conceptually com-
parable, for the years 1961, 1963 and 1965. These
conceptual problems are discussed in the section
which presents inter-temporal comparisons of family
units with low income.

The definition of low income used in this
report is an extension of that used in the Census
monograph, Incomes of Canadians® and later used
by the Economic Council of Canada in its analysis
of the problem of poverty in Canada.® It should be
noted, however, that Canada has no official defini-
tion of poverty. The ‘“‘low income lines', ‘‘low in-
come cut-off points'’, or ‘‘low income limits‘,
terms wiich are used interchangeably, are defined
in the next section which discusses the relation
between low income and poverty.

The estimates in this report are based on data
collected from a sample of approximately 30,000
households in the Surveys of Consumer Finances,
These houscholds were interviewed in April 1968
for the monthly Labour Force Survey and additional
questions concerning the socio-economic charac-
teristics of the household were asked. Each member
of the household at least 14 years of age who re-
ceived income during 1967 was also asked to com-
plete a questionnaire on income receipts from
various sources.® These questionnaires were later
picked up by the enumerator. The data were then
compiled and summarized in the report /acome
Distributions by Size in Canada; 1967, DBS Cata-
logue No. 13-534.

In the present report, the ‘‘low income'® and
“‘other'" family units have been classified by
various demographic and socio-economic charac-
teristics to present relevant statisties and distribu-
tions. Tables are constructed separately for eco-
nomic families and unattached individuals. An
economic family is a group of individuals sharing a
common dwelling and related by blood, marriage or
adoption. An unattached individual is a person liv-
ing alone or rooming in a household where he/she
is not related to any other household members.

B

! Unattached individuals and families, both defined
later, are family units,

? J.R. Podoluk, /ncomes of Canadians, 1961 Census
Monograph, Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Ottawa,
Canada, 1968,

) ’ Economic Council of Canada, Fifth Annual Review:
The Challenge of Growth and Change, Ottawa, Queen's
Printer, September 1968,

‘ These questionnaires are reproduced at the end of

the publication.

Tables are published on finer breakdowns than
have been previously available —due to a larger
sample size. The sample is about two and one-half
times larger than any of the previous samples used
in Surveys of Consumer Finances. Thus, tables are
given separately by sex for unattached individuals
and also a few for families by sex of head. Also it
has been possible to use a much finer ‘‘size of
place of residence’’ classification than previously.
Tables in this publication use six ‘‘size of place of
residence'’ categories with metropolitan centres
broken down as follows: centres with a population
of 500,000 or more, 100,000- 499,999, and 30,000 -
99,999 whereas before only metropolitan centres
with populations of 30,000 and over could be iden-
tified. Other tables include pertinent classificatory
variables which were not available before. The most
important of these relates to the work expetience
during 1967 of the head of the family unit. These
work experience classifications are a combination
of weeks worked during 1967 and the nature of work
during this period, i.e. whether full-time or part-
time. Thus a full-time worker is one who works
50-52 weeks of the year and during these weeks
works full-time hours whereas the ‘“‘worked but not
full-time’" category includes all those who may
have worked less than 50 weeks full-time or 50- 52
weeks part-time. A person who ‘‘did not work"’
obviously worked zero weeks during 1967. Since
working is the major source of income for the
majority of families this information is very relevant
in examining the problem of low income.

The general organization of the tables is as
follows:

Tables 1-11 low income and other families

12- 20 low income and other unattached indi-
viduals (separate tables for males
and females except for Tables 19 A,
19 B, and 20)

2] -22 income composition of low income
and other unattached individuals and
families

When vertical and horizontal percentage distribu-
tions based on the same data are presented, the
same table number is used but the two versions are
distinguished by adding a suffix A or B to the table
number. Finally, two classificatory variables have
been used more frequently than any others. These
are ‘‘work experience in 1967'' of the head of the
family unit, and ‘‘size of place of residence’’.
Tables 2-73 and 14- 16 B use ‘‘work experience in
1967'" as a major variable of classification and
Tables 8, 10A-11, and 17-20 use ‘‘size of place
of residence’’. It should also be remembered that
proportions and distributions are obtained from
unrounded detail data and will not be the same as
obtained from the rounded data. Sums of the various
components may not add to totals since each com-
ponent is rounded separately.
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LOW INCOME AND POVERTY

Poverty may be generally defined as ‘‘an in-
sufficient access to certain goods, services and
conditions of life which are available to everyone
else and have come to be expected as basic to a
decent, minimum standard of living"”’.® In order to
quantify the numbers of poor people and examine
their characteristics, it is necessary to devise some
statistical criterion which one can use to determine
whether or not a family unit is poor. The majority
of statistical measures developed thus far are
current income based; that is, if a family presently
receives or has received in the recent past, say
during the last year, an income below a certain level
then it is considered poor. Measures of this type
tend to emphasize one dimension of poverty—the
economic dimension. Even within the economic
sphere a current income based criterion is not
always synonymous with poverty —for example, a
family with low money income may have substantial
assets which will permit it access to requisite
goods and services to maintain a socially accepta-
ble living standard. This may be particularly true of
individuals and families whose incomes fluctuate
widely from year {o year. At the present time, data
are not regularly available which would permit the
construction of a poverty index based on a more
refined economic criterion. In addition, once such
data become available, one is confronted with the
problem of constructing a composite statistical
measure of poverty which accounts for all the
economic variables, for example, how does one
combine income and asset information into a poverty
index?

Given the acceptance of a current income based
criterion as a valid statistical measure of poverty,
many problems still arise. First, how does one
determine the level of income considered necessary
to give sufficient access to goods and services?®
Secondly, it is well accepted that people in different
circumstances have different needs and requirements
with respect to goods and services —the needs of
old people are much different than those of young
people, and consequently, income requirements for
these groups will be different. The problem is to
define those groups which have different needs and
requirements. The low income lines used in this
report distinguish different levels of low income for
varying family sizes. This is obviously a primary
consideration when examining income inadequacy of
family units.

The data used to determine the low income cut-
offs for different family sizes came from the 1959

* Economic Council of Canada, op. cit., p. 104,

¢ Generally, two basic approaches ﬁave been used.
One applies a modification of Engel's law which in its
original form states that the proportion of income spent
on food declines as income increases. The problem is
to estimate at what proportion would a family be con-
sidered poor and then determine the income associated
with this proportion. The second approach emphasizes the
use of family budgets which are costed to give minimum
income requirements.

family expenditure survey. In this survey, income
and expenditure data were collected for approxi-
mately 2,000 spending units residing in urban
centres of 15,000 or more. An examination of this
data revealed that families, on the average, allo-
cated about one half of their income to expenditure
on food, shelter and clothing. It was then assumed
that families which, on the average, spent 70 per
cent or more of their income on these items would
have little discretionary income left and would be
in straitened circumstances. Using this criterion,
low income limits were set for 1961 at the following
income levels:

Unattached individualS ............cccvveeveennnn, $1,500

Thwo persan family . .....5. . beo o el 2,500
Three person family .........cooccevivvvimmiiienennne. 3,000
Four person family ..................cccooveiinnnn. 3,500
Five or more person family ...................... 4,000

Any family receiving less than the low income
cut-off for its corresponding family size is called a
““low income family’’. The income limits were first
applied to 1961 Census income data and various
characteristics of low income families were exa-
mined.” ® For subsequent years, the low income cut-
offs were adjusted for increases in the Consumer
Price Index. Thus the low income limits for 1967
would permit the family to purchase the same quan-
tity of goods and services as in 1961.° These in-
come limits for various family sizes in 1967 are:

Unattached individuals ...............c.ccoveeees
Two person family ...................
Three person family .................
Four person family ...................
Five or more person family

A useful measure in investigating poverty is
the incidence of low income which is the proportion
of families in a specified group with income below
the cut-off point. High rates of incidence can often
suggest possible reasons for poverty and thus be a
useful aid in directing policy to decrease the num-
bers in the low income bracket. One must be care-
ful, however, not to confuse a high incidence of low
income with high numbers receiving low income. For
example, although 69 per cent of unattached females
in rural areas have low income and only 40 per cent
of unattached females in metropolitan areas have
low income, there are 217,000 unattached females
with low income in metropolitan areas but only
45,000 in rural areas., Thus one must be careful not
to stereotype receivers of low income on the basis
of high incidences since population bases may differ
greatly.

Finally, one must be careful not to interpret a
certain characteristic showing a high incidence of

” J.R. Podoluk, op. cit., Chapter 8.

® Economic Council of Canada, op. cit., Chapter 6.

® The problem with this approach for determining low
income cut-offs is discussed in the section “‘Intertemporal
Comparisons of Low Income'’. pp.
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low income as being a cause of low income. It may
be a cause but that can only be determined by
understanding the mechanisms by which low income
develops. For example, if all people with low in-
come have low levels of education and are also old,

and there is a high incidence of low income for
persons with low levels of education, then educa-
tion, in this example, is likely spurious as a cause
of low income, since the educating of old people
will have little effect on their earning ability.

LOW INCOME IN CANADA, 1967

Introduction

In 1967 it is estimated that 1,417,000 family
units were below the low income cut-off points. Of
this total, 586,000 were unattached individuals and
831,000 were families. These estimates represent
incidences of 39 per cent and 18 per cent for unat-
tached individuals and families respectively.

Much of the difference in incidences for these
two groups can be explained by basic differences in
the underlying unattached and family groups with
respect to certain characteristics — especially age
and work experience. Before examining these two
groups with respect to these variables one should
note that it does not make too much sense to ac-
count for the differences in the incidence by exa-
mining the different sex distributions of the two
groups —1i.e,, by sex of family head and of unat-
tached individuals. This is because family head,
where both parents are present, is always the male.
If some other definition of head relating to some
form of decision making or deriving majority of
family income then it may make some sense to dis-
cuss differences in the incidences accounted for by
differences in the sex distributions of the underly-
ing populations. Sex of family head is important in
that families headed by females are one parent
families. However, it is reasonable to examine such
things as differences in the age and work experience
distributions of the underlying populations. Signifi-
cant differences in the distributions of the groups
by age of family head and by age of unattached
individuals can affect the earning capacity of these
individuals and consequently the total income of
both types of family units. Thus, if one group has a
greater proportion in the age groups where earning
ability is much lower, then one would expect this

group to have, in aggregate, a higher incidence. The
same argument also applies to work experience.

In contrast with unattached individuals, where
51 per cent were in the ‘“‘non-prime’’ age groups
(less than 24 years or greater than or equal to 65
years), only 18 per cent of family heads were in
these same age groups. Since individuals in these
age groups tend to have lower earning capabilities,
due to old age or youth and its concomitant lack of
experience, one would expect a higher proportion of
unattached individuals to be recipients of low in-
come. In addition to these age distribution differ-
ences, dissimilarities in work experience distribu-
tions of the two groups are apparent. A much larger
proportion of family heads worked full-time during
1967-69 per cent compared with 44 per cent of
unattached individuals. These differences appear
for the different age groups as well. This confirms
that the aggregate differences are not only due to
the different age structures of families and unat-
tached individuals but also to their different work
experience structures,

If the incidences of unattached individuals for
the different age: work-experience classifications
are standardized by the age: work-experience distri-
bution of family heads then the incidence of low in-
come for unattached individuals would be 22 percent.
Thus the great majority of the difference in the inci-
dences of low income of families and unattached in-
dividuals is explained by the different age: work-
experience patterns of the underlying groups.

Statement A classifies low income family units
by income size class and size of family unit. Median

STATEMENT A. Estimated Number of Low Income Units by Size of Unit and Size of Income, 1967

i Family units of
Income size Unattached All
group individuals 2 3 4 5 or more | families
1 persons persons persons persons
'000
Under $1,000 247 37 115 12 20 84
$1,000-$1,499 _. 269 39 8 6 10 63
1,500- },999 69 63 17 15 17 113
2,000 - ;,499 78 29 16 28 148
2,500- 2,999 . 83 25 20 34 162
3,000- 3,499 . il 23 42 96
3,500- 3,999 27 54 81
4,000- 4,499 _. 5 62 67
4,500- 4,999 19 19
MUGERIS., .. B on, AL, ot B 0 585 300 123 124 285 832
MediBn “IRECIRENSes- .. L ... ... L L oL 1,082 2,071 2,397 2,784 3,402 2,526
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income of low income unattached individuals is
$1.082 and $2,526 for low income families of size
2 or greater, Median income for low income families
of size 2 or greater varies from $2,071 for families
of size 2 to $3,402 for families of size 5 or more.
Approximately 40 per cent of low income families
are of size 2. These will be mainly families with
voung or old heads. A slightly smaller percentage
of families had five or more persons —these would
be mainly families with school age children.

Thu%

low

far thé estimated number of family units

with income have been presented. It is also

pertinent to know the number of persons iu low in-
come families and their characteristics. Statement
B presents the number of persons in low income
families by their family characteristics. In total,
3,863,000 persons are in low income family units.
Unattached individuals represent 15 per cent of this
total. Most striking is the fact that 36 per cent of
the total persons in low income families are children
under 16 years of age. If their future opportunities
are limited because of the inability of their parents
to provide for them in the present, because of an
inadequate income, then one might expect low in-
come and poverty to perpetuate themselves from
generation to generation.

STATEMENT B. Estimated Number of Persons in Low Income Family Units,
by Family Characteristics, 1967

Unattached individuals ...
Male

Riily heads 7. Lk oa b ... 400

..........................................................................................

NN B T T R e T S B O AR

Total Distribution
" *000 per cent

........ 585 15.1
........ 221 oRd
365 9.4

........ 832 0.5
708 18.3
P23 Bk 2

684 . 7

1,404 36.3

359 9.3

3, 863 100. 0

! This group includes the following — single children 16 and over living at home, married children with their spouses
with or without any other relatives, any other relatives other than children under 16.

STATEMENT €. Estimated Numbers of Persons and Children Under 16 in Low Income

Family Units,

by Province, 1967

Number of NCL;ITltaerre[?f

Provinee 1%6;51%%%;1% Distribution |  under 16 Distribution
family units in low income
| family units
Z= "000 % *000 %

Nowt@undiand 197 g 90 6.4
Prince Edward Island 54 1.4 20 15
Nova Scotia .... 223 5.8 87 6.2
New Brunswick 188 4.9 81 5.8
(G, 15Ty e T, o R Sona B = et SRt WONNORON g . . I 1,232 31.9 486 34.6
Ontario 902 23.3 298 211 3
Manitoba 204 5.3 w2 8. 1
Saskatchewan 253 6.5 82 ahg
AlRestas .. LT 299 T 99 il
ERtiSh Colliggaas™™ TN " 81 kel 312 Bl 85 Gl
DA ™), ST el L e I B B s 3, 863 100. 0 1,404 100. 0
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Statement C presentsthe provincialdistributions
of persons and children under 16 inlow income fami-
lies: 55 per cent of persons and 56 per cent of children
under 16 in low income families reside in Ontario and
Quebec.

Low Income Families

From Table 1 it is apparent that the incidence
of low income varies greatly for some characteristics.
Just as there are significant differences in income
among regions and between urban and rural areas,
there are also large differences in the incidence of
low income for these characteristics. In the Atlantic
provinces, where the proportion of families receiv-
ing low income is as high as 33 per cent, the proba-
nility of such a family being of low income status
is approximately four and one-half times that of
Ontario where the incidence of low income of fa-
milies is 12 per cent. This is reflected in the distri-
bution of families in the low income and all family
categories among regions. The Atlantic provinces,
with 16 per cent of low income families, have only
9 per cent of all families whereas Ontario, with 37
per cent of all families has only 24 per cent of low
income families. The incidence of low income for
metropolitan centres (cities of 30,000 or over) varies
between 10 per cent and 12 per cent while in rural
areas the probability of a family receiving a low
income is 41 per cent. Whereas 61 per cent of all
tamilies and only 35 per cent of low income families
live in metropolitan centres, 21 per cent of all fa-
milles and 45 per cent of low income families live
in rural areas. These large differences in the inci-
dence of low income of rural and urban areas are
Fxanined later,

Table 1 presents low income incidences for
various characteristics such as work experience,
age, occupation, and education of head and other
tamily characteristics of interest. Foor most of these
characteristics there is a great variability in inci-
Jences which can be significant as policy guides
to particular types of low income problems. How-
@ver, as mentioned previously, one must be very
careful when associating high incidences of low in-
come with causes for low income. The causes for
low income can only be determined by a thorough
nnderstanding of the mechanisms by which low in-
some develops. Then policies directed toward major
groups with high incidences of low income will have
4 better chance of success.

Another previously mentioned point should be
reiterated and demonstrated at this time. This is
not to confuse high incidences of low income with
high numbers with low income. Incidence is a
relative concept. It is too easy from looking at only
incidences to stereotype a low income family as
living in the Atlantic provinces with the head a
fisherman over 70 years of age with no schooling
and four or more children under 16. This is obvi-
ously an exaggeration but only reinforces certain
misconceptions one may have about low income
Ipdipieonts. In aclil fact' Tu [967. 54 per Genl of

low income receiving families resided in Ontario
and Quebec, 35 per cent lived in metropolitan
centres, 37 per cent of low income family heads
worked full-timme during the year, 63 per cent worked
some time during 1967 and 70 per cent of them were
between the ages of 24 and 65 years, and 42 per
cent of low income families had no children under
16 years of age. Thus one must bear in mind that
policies directed towards major groups with high
incidences of low income can neglect unwittingly
other major groups of families. For example, although
the incidence of low income for families where the
head did not work in 1967 is 46 per cent and only
10 per cent for families where the head worked full-
time, the estimated size of each low income group
is almost identical, Thus a policy motivated by the
46 per cent incidence figure neglects an equally
large number of low income families whose heads
worked full-time during 1967.

The low income family can be described by
statistics such as average income, average earn-
ings, and average family size. These {ypes of sta-
tistics are useful in that they give some sort of
general statistical summary of a low income family.
The ‘‘average’” low income family in Canada in
1967 received a total income of $2,442 with the
head of the family earning approximately one half
of this or $1,231. It received $851 in transfer pay-
ments and the family averaged 3.9 individuals with
.9 earners and 1.7 children under 16 years of age.

A comparison of differences and similarities
between low income and other'® families may give
some insights into reasons for receiving a low in-
come. First, one notices a marked difference in the
age distributions of family heads among the two
groups of families. Low income families have a
much larger proportion of familv heads in the
youngest and oldest age groups (less than 25 years
or greater than 64 years). Of low income family
heads, 31 per cent and, of other family heads, 15
per cent are in these age groups. Thus to some
extent the problem of low income is one associated
with age of the head and the problems it represents.
For the elderly, and the majority in the group are
elderly, the problem is one of no longer being able,
in the majority of the cases, to participate in the
labour force and having to rely mainly on govern-
ment transfer payments for income. For the young,
the prospects for the future may be brighter due to
the prospects of future earnings.

It is generally accepted that there is a positive
relationship between income and schooling. The
statistics for the low income and other families
tend to support this hypothesis. The median school-
ing for the heads of low income families is slightly
above ‘“‘some elementary’’ while for the rest of the
heads it is approximately mid high-school. Of low
income family heads 68 per cent have less than

® F‘pr want of a better expression the terms “‘other”
and the “‘rest’’ are usually used to refer to the non-low
Tneome unis .
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high-school education but only 37 per cent of other
family heads have less than this level of schooling.

In addition to age, low income is a problem
associated with the sex of the family head. Families
with female heads constitute 8 per cent of all fa-
milies but 15 per cent of low income families. If age
and sex of the head are combined 40 per cent of low
income families have aged (65 years or over) or
female heads.

Other statistics put the two family groups in
perspective. Average income for low income families
was $2,442 of which $1,231 were earnings of the
family head. Other families averaged $8,766 of in-
come with $6,151 being head’s earnings. There is
very little difference in family size for the two
groups — 3.9 for low income families and 4.0 for
other families. The difference in the average number
of children is also slight being 1.7 and 1.5 for low
income and other families respectively. The differ-
ence in the average number of earners is significant.
Low income families average less than one earner
per family while other families average 1.7 earners.
This suggests that many families are able to main-
tain an income higher than the cut-offs by having
more than one earner in the family.

Since families with female heads constitute a
larger proportion of low income families than other
families, a comparison of low income families with
male and female heads will give insights into their
particular problems. At the outset it should be noted
that such comparisons may be somewhat tenuous
because of the different nature of families with
female heads. The fact is that, due to the special
nature of the definition used in determining family
head, families with female heads are single parent
families. These families will have special problems
not comparable to families with male heads of which
98 per cent are two parent families. Approximately
75 per cent of single parent families have female
heads.

The incidences of low income of families
headed by males and females are 16 per cent and
36 per cent respectively. These large differences
occur because of basic differences in the distribu-
tions by certain characteristics of families headed
by males and females, especially with respect to
work experience, which would result in a higher
proportion of families headed by females being in
the low income category. Of female family heads,
61 per cent did not work during 1967 or were elderly
(65 years or over), 29 per cent were elderly and,
exclusive of the elderly, 32 per cent did not work.
The corresponding statistics for male heads were
16 per cent who did not work or were elderly, of
whom 12 per cent were elderly and 4 per cent ex-
clusive of the elderly did not work. If one standard-
izes the incidence of low income of families headed
by females by the age distribution of male family
heads then the incidence increases, This is because
the proportion of families headed by females receiv-
ing low income decreases with age and since the

female age distribution gives greater weight to the
upper age groups than the male distribution. As a
result an age distribution such as that of male
heads increases the incidence of low income of fa-
milies headed by women. However, if one standard-
izes the incidence for families with female heads by
the work experience distribution of male heads then
there is a sharp decline in the female incidence to
20 per cent. Thus the income status of families
headed by females relates verv much to their labour
force characteristics. Given that a female head is
either (i) working or (ii) not working, the likelihood
of the family being in the low income category is
almost the same as that for families with male
heads. The problem seems to come down to finding
ways and means for female family heads in the
‘‘prime’’ age groups to participate more actively in
the labour force.

Average family size for families with female
heads was 3.3 compared to 4.0 for families with
male heads. This difference is due to the fact that
most families (98 per cent) with male heads are two
parent families whereas families with female heads
are one parent families. The average number of
children under 16 for families with male heads is
1.7 which is slightly higher than the 1.5 average
for families with female heads. However, there tend
to be different patterns in the number of children
under 16 by work experience of family heads. Low
income families with male heads who worked full-
time average 2.3 children under 16, whereas low
income families with full-time working female heads
average less than one child under 16. At the other
end of the work experience spectrum, low income
families with male heads who did not work during
1967 average only half a child under 16 whereas
families with non-working female heads average 1.5
children under 16. Obviously, the presence of young
children hinders female single parents from partici-
pating in the labour force.

Average family income of families with male
heads is $2,516 of which $1,382 is earned by the
head. The corresponding averages for families with
female heads are $2,018 and $364 respectively. The
average earnings of female heads is much lower
than for male heads but a much larger proportion of
female heads did not work in 1967. Average earnings
of full-time working male and female heads among
low income families are $2,084 and $1,459 respec-
tively. The differences in the relative economic
well-being of low income families with female and
male heads should be judged in the light of differing
family sizes. Any conclusions about the greater
impoverishment of families headed by women are
then not all that obvious.

Low Income and Labour Force Characteristics

The work experience patterns of low income
family heads are quite different than those of other
families. Of non-low income families, 15 per cent of
heads did not work during 1967 while for low income
families the corresponding figure is 37 per cent.
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Since the majority of family heads who did not work
in 1967 are either 65 years and over or women and
since these two groups make up a larger proportion
of the low income population than the other popula-
tion, one would expect a larger proportion of non-
working heads among the low income group. Of low
income families 40 per cent were headed by indi-
viduals 65 years and over or by women, and only 15
per cent of other families were headed by them.
Within the low income group that did not work, 80
per cent were either families headed by persons 65
and over or women. Consequently, the low income
problem for families with non-working heads is
strongly linked to the age and sex of the head.

Although the different age —sex distributions
of the low income and other family populations
result in a much higher proportion of non-working
heads among low income families, still 63 per cent
of the low income family heads worked at least
some during 1967 and fully 59 per cent of those who
worked during the year worked full-time, i.e., 50-52
weeks and at {east normal working hours. The other
41 per cent worked anywhere from one to 49 weeks
and during the span in which they worked may or
@ay not have worked normal working hours or they
worked 50- 52 weeks and not the normal hours. Of
low income families headed by full-time workers, 47
per cent were in the “‘farmer and farm worker’
wategory. This group constitutes a large percentage
0! the self-employed who tend to have much irregu-
larity in earnings and are not necessarily in low
wiying occupations when earnings are averaged over
i longer period of time, However, the second largest
group of low income families with full-time working
mduds, 19 per cent of the total are in the ‘‘craftsmen
wnd production process and related workers’’ cate-
gory where low eamnings may be the crux of the
300 N o

T2 problems of families whose heads "‘worked
Wil uol full-time’' seem to be of a somewhat dif-
ferent nature. A large proportion of such families
have heads in the younger and older age groups than
imnily heads that worked full-time —19 per cent
#Ersus 9 per cent. For the older group, the probiem
{® again the age related one. On the cther hand, the
#ounger group will include families where the
husband or wife is attending school and may have
olher sources of income such as family gifts which
are not picked up by the survey.'* However, 81 per
cént of the group has heads in the ‘‘prime‘’ age
groups (25-64 years) and the above explanation is
lImited. Occupationally, 50 per cent of the heads in
Sie “‘worked but not full-time'' category are crafts-
tien, labourers or loggers and fishermen, occupa-
tions which tend to have a certain degree of season-
ality which may be linked to their low income
atatus. However, 53 per cent of low income family
feads who worked less than 50 weeks during 1967
worked less than 30 weeks which suggests that

Y1 Such money gifts would not be reported as income.
Non-refundable scholarships should be reportzd but the
FAtELT 00 which thay @d T dguhifl.

seasonal factors are not solely responsible for low
income In addition, average earnings for full-time
working heads are only about $400 higher than those
for heads who ‘‘worked but -not full-time' —$2,067
versus $1.641. Thus the hourly wage of part-time
workers may be sufficient to provide an income
above the cut-off point if they could work full-time.
Therefore low income for such families may be
related to general economic conditions, especially
the availability of work.

Among the low income group average income
varies from $2.124 for families where the head did
not work to $2.,644 for families where the head
worked but not full-time. Families with full-time
workers received essentially the same amount or
$2.644. These relationships also hold at the regional
level, although for low income families, on the
average, incomes are higher in the Atlantic prov-
inces and Quebec and lower in Ontario and the
Prairies (see Table 5). Families who have wortking
heads are larger than families with non-working
heads — 4.5 versus 2.9. This is because families
with non-working heads are mainly eilher in the
older age groups with no children or headed by
females and consequently no husband is present,

Urban and Rural Low Income

An increasing pace towards urbanization means
that low income will become more and more an urban
problem. Since urban living has different facets
than rural living, the problems of the urban ‘‘poor’’
may need to be approached differently from the rural
~{poop’ 4

Statistics comparing the urban and rural low
income families indicate certain differences, Family
size in rural areas tends to be larger than in urban
areas —4.3 in urban areas compared with approxi-
mately 3.5 in major metropolitan areas. The number
of children under 16 is higher, at 1.9, in rural arcas
than in major urban areas where it averages around
1.5 children. Striking is the proportion of low lncome
families with female heads in urban areas, up to 27
per cent, whereas in rural areas only 6 per cent of
low income families have female heads. Also the
problems are of different types. In rural areas 29
per cent of Jow income families with female heads
are over 63 whereas only 19 per cent of urban family
heads are in the same category. Conversely, 27 pet
cent of low income families headed by females in
metropolitan centres have what may be termed
‘‘young mothers’* as heads (14- 34) while only 13
per cent of female family heads in rural areas are
in this category. Thus the problem of low income
one parent families is much more critical in urban
areas. The proportion of low income families own-
ing their home is much higher in rural areas than in
urban areas. This is discussed in the section, "‘Low
Income and Home Ownership’'.

Low income is a problem more associated with
age and sex of family head in urban areas than in
rural areas. For all sizes of urban centres there are
ropdtisnately mhee sl naads loan dn viral areas
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(see Table 10 A). If age and sex of the family head
are considered jointly, 48 per cent of family heads
in metropolitan centres (over 30,000), opposed to
only 26 per cent in rural areas, are over 65 or fe-
male. Thus the problems age and sex represent with
respect to low income are much more serious in
metropolitan centres.

Sources of Family Income

As would be expected, government transfer
payments such as old age pensions and family
allowances are sources of income for a large pro-
portion of low income families — 59 per cent receive
family allowances, 25 per cent receive old age
pensions and 30 per cent income from other govern-
ment sources. For the majority of low income fa-
milies receiving old age pensions this will be the
major source of income as well. Since families
receiving old age pensions and family allowances
will be to a large extent mutually exclusive, approxi-
mately 80 per cent of low income families receive
income from either of these two government sources.
Because of the large proportion of low income fa-
milies headed by individuals over 65 or women, the
proportion receiving wages and salaries, 53 per
cent, is much lower than the proportion for other
families.

Since family allowances are presently paid
universally, the proportion of other families receiv-
ing this transfer payment is also very high—63 per
cent. These family allowance payments to other
families are 72 per cent of total government pay-
ments going to low income families. Some of these
family allowance payments to other families, how-
ever, keep them out of the low income category. It
would be better to calculate family allowances
going to those families who would still have an in-
come greater than the low income without the family
allowances.

In terms of income composition, low income
families receive 44 per cent from wages and salaries
and 35 per cent from transfer payments. Conversely,
other families receive 83 per cent of their income
from wages and salaries and only 4 per cent from
transfer payments. Because of the importance of the
self-emploved, especially farmers, among the re-
ceivers of low income, 15 per cent of income for
such families comes from self-employment income
whereas for other families only 8 per cent of income
comes from this source.

Low Income and Home-ownership

A current income based poverty index ignores
other economic considerations such as borrowing
power, asset position, and income in Kkind which
should be considered as well as current money in-
come in examining the low economic status of fa-
milies. A person’s current asset position is some
indication of past income and consumption patterns
and may provide a source of funds for meeting future
financial obligations. Other assets, especially

homes owned free of mortgage debt, lower a family’s
current income requirements for expenditure on the
other ‘‘essentials’’. Thus for this family the stated
low income limit may indeed provide an adequate
income. Past research'? suggests that a major
group of low income families have a substantial net
worth position and also a major group of other fa-
milies have zero or negative net worth and that a
poverty index incorporating the income-asset posi-
tion of the family will put some low income families
over the ‘‘poverty’’ line and some other families
below it.

From the 1968 survey information concerning
the extent of home-ownership of family units has
been examined. A surprising proportion, or 69 per
cent, of low income families own their home. If many
of these are in mortgage free situations, and in 1963
very large proportions of low income home-owning
families were (90 per cent of families with income
under $2,000 had no mortgage debt and 78 per cent
with income under $3,000, had no mortgage debt),
then the position of some low income families may
not be as straitened as that of some other families.
In addition, 89 per cent of all families and unat-
tached individuals where the head was 65 or over
owned a home free of mortgage debt. Since the aged
make up a large proportion of the poor, on this basis
one would expect a large proportion of low income
home-owners to be in mortgage free situations.

The proportion of low income families owning
their homes is highest in the Atlantic provinces and
the Prairie provinces, 82 per cent and 81 per cent,
respectively. As the age of the family head in-
creases the proportion of families owning their home
increases from 25 per cent in families with heads
14- 24 years to 80 per cent for families where the
head is 65 years or over. The incidence of home-
ownership of low income Prairie families is high
because of the high percentage of low income
farmers owning their homes —95 per cent. In rural
areas, the proportion of home-owners is much higher
than in urban areas —being 91 per cent in rural areas
in contrast with 71 per cent in small urban areas.
The percentage was lower than this in the larger
urban areas. This is particularly significant since
there is generally a smaller proportion of low income
family heads in the older age groups in rural areas.
Thus home-ownership amongst the low income group
is predominantly a rural phenomenon.

At first sight, there is very little difference
between the incidence of home-ownership of low
income families and other families. This is also
true by age of the family head. However, different
patterns occur for the two groups when the inci-
dences are examined by size of place of residence.
Classified by size of place of residence incidence
figures for other families are in the area of 20 per-
centage points higher for families residing in larger

2 G. Oja, ‘“‘Problems of Defining Low Economic
Status for Poverty Studies'’, Canadian Statistical Review,
September 1968,
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metropolitan centres (centres of 30,000 or more),
in other urban centres and rural areas the differences
are not as great. Since the low income family popu-
lation is weighted toward the rural —older age
groups compared to other families, the two overall
averages are quite similar. Stated differently, if the
two family populations had approximately the same
distribution by age of head and size of place of
residence, then the incidence of home-ownership of
other families would be higher than that of low in-
come families.

How should these incidences be interpreted
concerning the relationships among low income,
poverty and asset holdings? Very simply they indi-
cate that there is a large number of low income
families who own their own home and there is a
possibility that they may be in a better financial
position than other families who do not own a home.
This is especially true of families with older heads
living in rural areas. However, one should note that
this is only a possibility. The conjecture is not
refuted by the data, i.e., if for low income families
incidence of home-ownership was zero, then we
could refute the possibility. In order to evaluate the
advantages of home-ownership. it will be necessary
to examine further. Specifically, measures relating
to the quality and value of the homes for the re-
spective groups should be considered. For example,
are the type of homes owned by low income families
economical, i.e., would such families be better off
with alternative types of accommodation which may
be made available? Also, is the quality of the hous-
ing such as to be socially acceptable? However,
data required to examine these problems are not
available presently.

Low Income Unattached Individuals

Discussion in the section ‘‘Low Income in
Canada, 1967 suggests that the great difference
in the incidences between unattached individuals
and families is accounted for by the different age-
work experience distribution of the two groups.
Still, unattached individuals have problems peculiar
to their group. For example. a family has the pos-
sibility of receiving more income if the number of
earners can be increased, and such things as hous-
ing requirements may be different for unattached
individuals and families.

Of the 586.000 low income unattached indi-
viduals, 365,000 were females and 220,000 were
males —low income incidences of 47 per cent and
30 per cent respectively. As with families, inci-
dences tend to vary widely for various character-
istics such as province of residence, area of resi-
dence, work experience (see Tables 12 and 13). The
proportions of unattached females with low income
are generally higher than among similar male groups
considered. Some of the difference in the low in-
come incidences of unattached males and females
is accounted for by the different age and work

experience distributions of the two populations. Of
unattached males, 23 per cent, and of unattached
females 34 per cent are 65 years or older. With
respect to work experience, 42 per cent of unattached
females, as contrasted with only 27 per cent of
unattached males, did not work during 1967. One
would expect this since there is a higher proportion
of persons over 65 in the female group. However,
even in the age groups under 65 a greater proportion
of females did not work in 1967. If the unattached
female incidences are standardized by the age-work
experience distribution of unattached males the
incidence of low income for females would be 38
per cent, which is still 8 percentage points higher
than the incidence of low income for unattached
males.

One suspects, but cannot prove, that some of
this 8 percentage point difference can be accounted
for by the different occupational structure of females
as compared to men. Likely if reliable data were
available, so that female incidences could be
standardized by age-work experience-occupational
distribution of unattached males, then much of the
difference would disappear. For example, nurses-in-
training, considered as part of the professional
occupation category,. receive a very low income but
are likely not ‘‘poor’'. Since the majority of nurses
are female, this would tend to raise the female
incidence. If this is true, the low income problem
among unattached females in the working age groups
relates very much to (i) being in low paying occupa-
tions and, (ii) the general availability of occupa-
tional opportunities for females.

Average income of low income unattached males
and females differed only marginally. Low income
unattached males received $993 total income of
which $331 was earned, while unattached females
received a total income of $950, of which $243 was
earned. Average earnings for full-time unattached
female workers in the low income group were $603,
slightly higher than the $514 earned by low income
male unattached full-time workers. Among the low
income unattached individuals, male part-time
workers earned $826 whereas female part-time
workers earned $639. As with families, a large
percentage of low income unattached individuals
received transfer payments as their major source of
income — 51 per cent for males and 52 per cent for
females. The average transfer payments received
were $586 for males and $566 for females. However,
the average transfer payments received show great
variations when age of the low income individual is
considered. Low income individuals over 65, most
of whom received old age pensions, averaged over
$1,000 in transfer payments. For all other age
groups the figure was $350 or less, declining to less
than $20 average for low income unattached indi-
viduals under 25. Similarly, the proportion of low
income recipients reporting major source transfer
payments varied from a high of 89 per cent for un-
attached individuals over 65 to less than 37 per
cent for all other age groups.
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INTER-TEMPORAL COMPARISONS OF INCIDENCES OF LOW INCOME,
SELECTED YEARS, 1961- 67

Up to this point we have examined the extent
and nature of low income in Canada in the year
1967. However, we also want to know how the size
of the low income population relative to the whole
population compares in 1967 with other years for
which data are available. In addition, among any
major groups are a greater proportion of families
reporting low income now than in the past?

These inter-temporal comparisons of the inci-
dences of low income assume that the low income
cut-offs for 1961 updated by the consumer price
index for succeeding years give equivalent low
income cut-off points for these years. Then, by
comparing the incidences of low income for the
years, some idea of the relative importance of low
income between years is possible. This approach,
however, is based on the assumption that giving a
family enough money to purchase in a given year
the same bundle of goods that it could have pur-
chased in 1961 makes it ‘‘as well off’' in the given
year. Some will argue that in a society where levels
of living are in general rising, low income cut-offs
must reflect these increases. This implies that the
cut-offs must be adjusted over time not only for
rising prices but also by some index or measure
that reflects the rising living standards that the
community at large takes for granted. Strong pro-
ponents of this relativity notion suggest that half
the median income or bhalf the mean income should
be adopted as the ‘“‘poverty line’’. This method of
measurement would, however, result in fairly
constant incidence figures over time and not pro-
vide a realistic measure of improvement or deteriora-
tion in the situation in an absolute sense. Obviously
a compromise between the two positions of measur-
ing poverty, the one considering poverty in a purely
absolute sense and the other in a purely relative
sense, should be sought. At present we do not know
of a satisfactory proposal that would reflect these
considerations. There is, however, a great deal of
research and discussion going on, and a review of
the present statistical methods used in this repotrt
to make historical comparisons will be undertaken
in the near future.

The inter-temporal comparisons below are
based on the low income cut-offs that were set for
analysing 1961 census data'® and have been up-
dated for consumer price increases. This method-
ology does not allow for the relativity notion —it
ignores the general advances in the levels of living
that have occurred in the 1960's. It is likely safe
to say that over the short-run, say 2 or 3 years, that
comparisons taking into account only price changes
are quite realistic but comparisons over longer
periods of time become increasingly tenuous.

13 See section ‘‘Low Income and Poverty’’.

Using the above criterion and applying it to
non-farm data'* for selected years 1961-67'* the
following low-income incidences are estimated:

Incidence
Group 1961' 1963 1965 1967
Non-farm unattached
individuals................ 48. 8 46..8'8£.38.7 '38.0

Non-farm families ........ 25.9 22."8-" 8 TSI B

' It should be noted that figures for 1961 come from
Surveys of Consumer Finances information and are not ex-
actly the same as those derived from 1961 Census data.

In the years from 1961 to 1967 there has been
a gradual decrease in the incidence of low income
for non-farm families and unattached individuals
with a very large decrease for unattached individuals
between 1963 and 1965. For the years 1965 and
1967 comparable data exist for the entire non-
institutional population excluding households in the
Yukon, Northwest Territories, and on Indian reserva-
tions. For these years the proportions of unattached
individuals and families with low income are:

Incidence
1965 1967
Unattached individuals ............... 35.0 39.0
Famiilgs: ... o w o 2oy 18. 4

The small change in the incidence figures
when moving from non-farm to all family units is due
to the special definition used for identifying farm
families in income surveys. For survey purposes it
is not relevant whether a family lives on a farm or
not but rather the fact whether at least one member
receives half or more of his total income from farm-
ing. Under this definition many families living on
marginal farms but having other non-farm receipts
such as wages and salaries or transfer payments
were considered for survey purposes to be non-farm
families and were included in the above statistics
for 1961, 1963, 1965.

For 1965 and 1967 incidence data exist on a
family unit basis for several important characteris-
tics. Because of their interest some of them are
given here. However, one note of caution is inorder —
this is to note that these comparisons are made on
a family unit basis. That is, the incidences are
calculated for unattached individuals and families
jointly. Each unattached individual and each family
is counted as a family unit. This presents some
problems for interpreting the incidences. For ex-

4 Income data for farm family units do not exist for
1961 and 1963.

'S For the year 1969, preliminary estimates are
available.
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ample, it is possible for incidences of low income
for unattached individuals and families to decrease
between two years but for the incidence on a family
unit basis to increase. This is because incidences
for unattached individuals are generally higher than
those for families and any change in the proportions

of families and unattached individuals towards un-
attached individuals can raise the incidence on a
family unit basis. Thus the following incidence
comparisons should be interpreted as a decrease or
increase in the number of family units with low in-
come without regard for family unit size.

STATEMENT D. Incidences of LLow Income for Family Units by Various Characteristics,
1965 and 1967

i Incidence
Characteristic

1965 1967
ERRRAR tolalS) 5o, .00 B ol T 0 B .t oo B v eaes 24.9 4 2355

Rugion: 1
SR tic PIovinces, ... L ot o Rt i e s e sss e TR sees 39.0 ‘ 37.7
QUEIRG ui............coo-. 27.0 25.1
Ontario ........c...... 18.3 1738
Prairie Provinces . 29.6 27.4
British Columbia 22.9 : 2883

Age of unit head: ‘

|
B LM o R o oo coer cioervaneovaedoreerastonyiforstoraasasanasstanstor 27.9 i 28.3
20 =34 V... 15.0 14. 4
35-44 17.6 155
45-54 18.7 16. 3
55-64 26.6 23,5
65-69 ¢ 44,2 40.4
70+ R ol e T W W RS L e BT 58.5 53.8

Schooling of unit head:

NOSSEHRANNg ...\ ...... o0 o ioenrive 45.4 43.5
Elementary schooling .... 22.3 22,0
Highssehoal ..............co. 12.7 15.0
L T R R e S S S SO S 6.5 5.0

Between the two vears there has been a slight
degrease in the proportion of family units with low
income from 24.9 per cent to 23.5 per cent. The
proportion of family units with low income has de-
Zreased the most in the Atlantic provinces and the
Prairies —2.1 percentage points and 2.2 percentage
points respectively. The British Columbia estimate
is slightly higher in 18967 than in 1965. Decreases
in the incidence of income are greater for family
units with elderly heads —the 70 and over age groups
showing the greatest decrease—4.7 percentage
points. The incidence of low income for the two
younger age groups are essentially the same for the two
vears., There is a 2.3 percentage point increase in
the incidence of low income for the category where
the head has high school education. There are slight
decreases for other schooling categories.

Of interest is the very little change since 1965
in the incidence of low income for unattached in-
dividuals. Between 1965 and 1967 the change is es-
sentially insignificant for the non-farm population
from 38.7 per cent to 38.0 per cent. There is no
change at all in the estimated proportions between

1965 and 1967 for the entire unaltached populatiou
being 39.0 per cent for both years. Some may want
to interpret this as evidence of no decline in poverty
for unattached individuals. However, another inter-
pretation is possible which suggests that the for-
mation of the unattached population is associated
with general levels of living. Many unattached in-
dividuals have family ties, i.e., young people with
their parents and older people with their children,
and these individuals often have a choice of living
with their family or setting up households on their
own. The latter is more prevalent in times of pros-
perity when young people can find work easily,
have access to scholarships and student loans, and
when older people are in receipt of adequate pension
or other income. At such times the ‘‘core’’ family is
also more likely in a position of helping, with money
or other gifts, the individual who is moving out.
“‘Doubling up’’ is often an economy measure andone
expects that during prosperous times the formation
of one-person units is accelerated, These newly
formed units may have quite low incomes and often
lower the average income for the group, but it would
be fallacious to argue that this group of unattached
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individuals is ‘‘worse off’’ than before. Such de-
velopments may have been taking place in the period
1965 -67 and although it cannot by proven rigorously,
there is some evidence that increases among the
younger and older unattached individuals are greater
than the average increases. All unattached males
increased by 36 per cent between 1965 and 1967,
whereas the group under 25 increased by 40 per cent

and those over 70 increased by 52 per cent. For un-
attached females the average increase was 36 per
cent with the young increasing by 86 per cent and
those between 55-65 and 65-69 increased by 41
per cent and 75 per cent respectively. These are
groups from which one would expect increases in
the unattached population to come from through the
““undoubling’’ process.

DEFINITIONS AND NOTES

This section summarizes the definitions and
methodology used in the Surveys of Consumer F'inan-
ces. For more complete details on definitions and
methodology, see Income Distributions by Size in
Canada, 1967, DBS Catalogue No. 13-534,

1. Definitions

(1) Family —a group of individuals sharing a common
dwelling unit related by blood, marriage or adop-
tion.

(2) Unattached individual —a person living by him-
self or rooming in a household where he/she is
not related to other household members.

(3) Family unit—a collective term describing a
family or unattached individualas defined above,
Family units were enumerated as found at the
time of the survey —in April 1968, Noallowances
are made for changes in the composition of units
that may have occurred during 1367 or early
1968.

(4) Total income — this refers to total money income
received in 1967 from the following sources:
wages and salaries, net income from self-em-
ployment, investment income, government transfer
payments and other miscellaneous income. Money
income items are reported gross of taxes. Income
in kind is excluded as are receipts of gifts,
lump sum settlements from insurance policies,
income tax or pension refunds, capital gains and
losses, and receipts from sale of assets.

(5) Eamed income or earpings is the sum of wages
and salaries and net income from self-employment.

(6) Major source of income —that component of in-
come which is largest in absolute terms.

1I. Notes

(1) The sample — The sample used in the collection
of the data was identical with the sample used in
the April 1968 Labour Fotce Survey except for
the in-rotation group. Consequently, the sample
was 5/6 of the Labour Force Survey. For a de-
scription of the sample design, see DBS Cata-
logue No. 71-504, Canadian Labour Force Survey,
Methodology. The sample consisted of 31,887
households of which 3.000 were vacant and
2,954 were non-contacts or refusals. The final
sample used in the estimates contained 22,278

family units with 37,985 individuals in receipt of
money income. Of the family units 4,135 were
unattached individuals and 18,143 families. For
sample sizes by finer breakdowns, see /lncome
Distributions by Size in Canada; 1967, DBS,
Catalogue No. 13-534 and Statements E and F
contained in this note.

(2) Response rate —On a family unit basis the re-
sponse rate was 72.9 per cent.

(3) Data collection— The enumerator listed each
person in the household on a control card with
his relationship to household head. A labour
force schedule was completed for each person
at least 14 years of age. The enumerator then
determined how many individuals in each house-
hold had some money income in 1967 and left
an income questionnaire to be completed by every
such individual and to be picked up later by the
enumerator. '

(4) Reliability of estimates —Since the estimates in
this report are derived from a sample, they are
subject to sampling errors. They are also sub-
ject to errors in reporting and non-response but
these are present whether a complete census or
a sample is taken.

The virtue of probability sampling associated
with an appropriate design is that it permits the
estimation, from the sample data, of the variability
in the estimates that occur due to chance, i.e., be-
cause a sample was drawn. This variability is
measured by the standard error of the estimate which
in a rough sense means that if samples were con-
tinually drawn, and a certain characteristic esti-
mated, 68 per cent of the time the estimate will differ
by less than one standard error from the result that
would be obtained if a complete census were taken.
Approximately 95 per cent of the time the difference
would be less than twice the standard error. Thus
it is possible to estimate quantitatively the range of
reliability of proportions, averages, totals, and to
determine which differences in these statistics are
meaningful statistically by use of the standard error.
However, within the present sampling framework it
is very difficult to estimate standard errors and the
cost of producing these estimates for a wide range
of characteristics becomes prohibitive. Thus some

'® Questionnaires are reproduced at the end of the
publication.
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rough approximation must be used. The following
statements can help in judging whether an estimate,
or difference of estimates is ‘'fairly’’ reliable:

(1) Estimates from larger samples are generally
more reliable than estimates from smaller Samples.
This may not be true if the variability of the
characteristic in the larger sample is very high.

(2) Larger estimates of totals usually come from
large samples and are therefore generally more
reliable.

(3) When comparing proportions, the larger the dif-
fetence the more reliable it is. For small dif-
ferences to be significant, samples should be
large.

These points are not true in all instances, and
do not help in quantifying the standard error but
they can help one to form an opinion about the
reliability of estimates.

As a rough guide to estimating standard errors
of percentages, our past experience indicates that
errors for percentages are up to twice as large as
those for a simple random sample of the same size.
Thus if the sample sizes are known, rough estimates

of standard errors can be made. The following table
gives approximate standard errors for the propaortion
of families, male and female unattached individuals
with low income.

Estimated Approximate
proportion!  standard error
per cent percentage points

Unattached individuals
with low income:

Male ....ofkapesveresss il 30.2 233

Hemalew s . 47.3 210
Families with low

income:

Maleshead! ...x...&..... 16.2 0.6

Female head ............ 36.3 2.6

! This proportion is the incidence of low income.

The following tables, Statements E and F,
present sample sizes by the more important charac-
teristics. These can be used to derive approximate
standard errors using ‘‘twice the binomial standard
error’’ assumption.

STATEMENT E. Sample Sizes of Families by Selected Characteristics, 1967

Sample size
Selected characteristics Ry =
All families Low income families
Sex of head:
Male .... 16, 824 3,230
Female ... 1,319 499
Region of residence:
RV AN COS ... .. o5 e vornshal rar S i e eesebesnssuneras oo e rzvanen o2 S VoW . ., 3.1965 1,362
HGDEEN Sl o O, 3,733 726
Oontihiows . ............ 4,866 564
Prairie Provinces ., 3921 [ 792
British Columbia 1,858 | 285
Area of residence:
Metropolitan centres:
500,000+ ... 4, 930! 492
100,000 - 499,999 4, 030! 472
30,000- 99,999 1,:126* 1138
OIHENCIAESE. ...... 00 o K TR o el erkenvonerres IR, o, B 1,445 260
SRR OEDANIETERS o0 iMoot ot 85 e snwersss aloBen s frides aeosevo iNmsiii ov PERRm ighiona 2,268 516
17 e [z 7 N & o SRS S S I U e pumrao ) ) TS e WS 4,344 I 1, 857
|
Age of head: ’
[SISERIREALS % .. L., .. oiosroeresosiMonees et e sessoedhnn s orve e RO . 975 163
25-34 :: . 3,821 647
35-44 1 4, 365 746
45-54 g 3, 800 637
55-64 N 2021 538
65-69 1 923 324
70+ 1, 538 674

See footnote(s) at end of table.
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STATEMENT E. Sample Sizes of Families by Selected Characteristics, 1967 — Concluded

Selected characteristics

Sample size

All families

Schooling of head:

e TR T N U O . U S S S
Some elementary .........
Completed elementary .
ST AT s TR RIS USTR : T
Completed high school .,
SO e =B T N N OO S L
(i s orai - TEc A TR B b R RS e oI St

Work experience of head in 1967:

el Frll et S ML B SR S AL S S L e .
Worked but not full-time ..,
Did not work

13,866
1,478
2, a0

1,276
1,095
1, 358

Low income families

! Exact counts were not available. A count on incomplete data was and the remainder was distributed into the three

groups according to their relative sizes in the incomplete count groups.

STATEMENT F. Sample Sizes of Unattached Individuals by Selected Characteristics, 1967

Sample size
- All unattached Low income
Selected characteristics individuals unattached individuals
Male Female Male Female
Region of residence: y =1
Atlantic Provinces 732 132 253
736 86 251
1,114 120 302
185011G 161 212
543 84 149
r o — =y
Area of residence:!
Metropolitan centres:
SUTOT g T R S N 1o O . . Sowet vy = I 514 788 120 329
100,000 -499,999 .. 409 632 116 262
3 e R e TN A SR S (¥ T oS 71 141 ‘ 22 79
Otherfieibies) SSa......... WO L 80 S e Ty e et 40 175
} 318 635
SIGAIIRNERAD) arCHEIRN. 1.0 5 . o il TR L e N 86 194
RUTA] aneas) |... 5. 00 Ok, 0 S or % o, e 361 265 200 188
Age:
14 - 24 years 330 548 97 270
DS="I0 & N 262 205 31 34
25-44 °* 189 137 30 26
45-54 ** 204 235 47 80
55569 ¢ 219 421 84 189
65-69 ** 137 284 70 181
70+ . 338 631 225 447

See footnote(s) at end of table.
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STATEMENT F. Sample Sizes of Unattached Individuals by
Selected Characteristics, 1967 — Concluded

Selected characteristics

Schooling:

No schooling ....... .
Some elementary .......
Completed elementary
Some high school ............
Completed high school
Some university ............
University degree

Work experience in 1967:

Worked full-time
Worked but not full-time _.
Did not work

Sample size
All unattached | Low income
individuals unattached individuals
Male L Female Male Female
l = = - =L
|
...... 11 33 35 31
...... 430 411 239 320
...... 310 418 111 275
...... 356 583 98 264
...... 261 666 | 48 257
s 136 215 | 39 65
......... 137 1351 14 15
......... 889 933 78 1158
256 378 152 241
......... 529 1,150 l 354 833

! Exact counts of all unattached males and females by size of place of residence were not available.

Note on Earnings and Work Experience

In tables such as 2 and 5, head’'s average earn-
ings by different work experience is given. For heads
who did not work in 1967 average earnings should
be very close to zero. It is possible that a family
head did not work in 1967 and received some earnings
in 1967 relating to work done in 1966. This would

result in a non-zero average earnings for the group.
However, it does not seem reasonable to expect that
non-working family heads in 1967 received an average
income of $1,520 as in Table 2. This indicates that
the ‘‘did not work’’ category includes by mistake
some individuals who did work during 1967 and the
corresponding average earnings reflect this fact.
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TABLE . Distribution of Low Income and All Families by Selected Characteristics, 1967

¥ Percentage distribution of
i 5 18 F‘a;‘nill(es All lnCh}emw l
Selected character s with low or low i B
income {amilies income Fa‘i,“i’t’}'les All
low income | families
'000“_— per cent by *
Canada ............ 832 4.517 18.4 | 100.0 | 100. 0
Newfoundland = .- 37 92 40.1 ‘ 4.4 2.0
PHhce BAWAMIBIANG ............cccoooe. oo ettt e Bhoarssoricsibspans s vsoiasassasmsansstonsors 11 22 52.5 . 1.4 0.5
Nova Scotia 47 154 30.2 5.6 3.4
New Brunswick .. 37 123 30.1 4.4 2.1
Quebec ... ..., 248 1,245 199 § 29.9 27.6
Ontario ... 203 1,661 182 24. 4 36.8
Manitoba ..............cc.... 44 218 2.4 59 4.8
Suskatchewan 60 219 =2 r i) 4.8
Atberta 71 324 21.8 | 8.5 2
British Columbla ot | R 9 459 1549 | 8.8 10, 2
Area of residence: ! l
Metropolitan centres: ’
500.000 +.. 149 1,454 10. 3 17.9 31282
IRDEODURRERAREL. . ... ... .. 5 . L. .cstdebsutartuso s dlilin.es i 5 101 957 10.6 | 12t 2 ol
30,000- 99,999 ... 40 328 12, 1 } 4.8 i 3
Other cities: |
TGO Eno | | LN 00 — 48 307 | 15.6 | 5.1 6.8
Small urban areas ... 119 545 21.8 | 14.3 12.1
SRR 1 A i . 20 e A st e SO SHSRRVARH S a2 0« 375 826 40.5 | 45.1 20. 5
|
Tenure: "
Owner ... 576 3,057 18. 8 69.3 67. 7
Renter .. 244 1.428 R&1 | 29.3 31.6
Roomer or todger ..
OREE! ..o } . 33 B4 L "
Weeks worked by head in 1967: \
None ., 298 7 49.2 | 35.9 13. 4
1- 9 weeks X 27 48 56. 8 3.3 1.1
19-19 ** P D © N N . 32 69 46. 2 3.9 1.5
20-29 50 122 41,3 6.0 2.7
30-39 * ’ 51 169 30. 1 | 6.1 3.1
40-49 249 18. 4 5.5 5.5
50-52 327 3,253 10.1 | 39.3 72.0
Age of head: {
14- 24 years 35 240 14.6 4.2 5.3
25-3¢ 143 959 14.9 | 17. 1 21,2
35-44 176 1. 118 -7 2L 24.8
45-54 137 941 14,6 16, 5 20. 8
apaey v 118 669 U Tiad 14, 2 14. 8
65-69 ' L d 71 228 31,1 8.5 5.0
T BANET  IIECT N R ] S S e ] | =STRA—" o S—__ 152 363 42.0 18, 3 8.0
Current employment status of head:?
Employee .. 274 3.138 8.7 . 33.0 69.5
Self-emploved ... ... & 222 647 33 26,17 14. 3
Not in labour force . .. ... 336 732 5.9 | 40. 4 16. 2
Work experience of head in 1967:2
Worked fuli-time 308 3. 141 8.7 36.8 69.5
Worked but not full-time ............... 219 710 30.8 26. 3 15. 1
Did not work ................ 307 666 6.1 36.9 14.7
Main occupation of head in 1967:
Managerial ... g 34 510 6.7 4.1 11.3
Professional and technical 14 437 3.3 Lol 9.7
Clertcal . 15 269 5.6 5.8 5.9
Sales 14 195 7.2 . 7 4,3
Service and recreation . i 50 300 16. 7 6.0 6.6
Transportation and COMMUDICALION . c.o.civiciriceiriorocmninecniomasimmaesiiion 42 219 14.9 5.0 6,2
Farmers and (arm workers . 173 328 52.8 20. 8 7.3
Loggers and (ishermen .. 25 58 42.3 3.0 1.3
LR SR e 4 40 8.9 0.4 0.9
Craftsmen . 128 1,333 9.6 15. 4 29.5
Labourers ... 34 161 2% 4.1 3.6
Did not work .., 298 607 49. 2 35.9 13. 4
Bchooting of head:
None or some elementary ............... 342 924 37.0 41.1 20. 5
Compieted eiementary or some high school . 396 2. 291 17.3 47.86 50.17
Completed high school or some university . 83 996 8 3 i0.0 22.0
University degree .................. 11 307 ) 1.% 6.8

See footnote(s) at end of table,
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TABLE 1. Distributton of Low fncome and All Families by Selected Characteristics, 1967 — Cunaluded

! Percentage distribution of
- ! Fa:'iltlgps All Incidence [— W T - -
SR R e low families l°f,1°“t Families All
income NCOE with low fi e
i income amilies
'000 per cent
Miow misos of Yeeme of head: !
A lacome ... 14 14 100.0 1.1 0.3
Wages and salaries |, 317 3,541 9.0 38.1 8.4
Hui income from self-employment 178 439 40.4 214 9.7
Timasfer payments .. 281 370 75.8 98, 1 8.2
Lagsstment income 20 5 26. 1 24 157
Fapmions ................. i1 65 26.1 20 1.4
kdmrellancous income .. 6 13 43.6 07 0.3
Fanill, characteristics:
WiliiTied COUPIES ORLY ......cceceorsrvarrereressermmiecene 230 1,030 22.4 1.7 2298
kmried couple with single children only 426 2,118 15.3 518 6k 5
matried couple with married children* ... 20 | 219 9.4 2y 4.8
idlried couple with relatives other than chi 7 50 14.7 0.9 11
Ol families® 147 440 33.4 17.9 9.7
i®wmior of children under 16 years:
M children | - A L. TR S 3417 §.798 J R, 41,7 39.8
@ child |, 112 802 13.9 13. 4 17.8
Ty children 126 823 14.1 k5. 2 18. 2
Uisree children | 102 529 19.3 12.3 1.7
Pewur or more children 145 565 25, T 17885 1255
Snaser of children under 6 years:
i zhildren | 530 2, 985 18.1 63.7 64.8
twly child .., | 143 922 118..8 37. 2 20. 4
i children P 104 505 20.6 12.5 11,2
Liwse children ... 40 134 29.9 4.8 3.0
*mur or more children . 15 31 47.2 I8! 0
B#y &f head:
il 708 4, 178 16.2 Bae 2 92.5
Paaale ... S, Y 123 340 36.3 14.8 Th0

' Other’* includes heads of famllies who are employees or recelve free room and board.

! 'This refers to the employment status of the head at the time the survey was taken — April, 1968.

' A fulltime worker is an individual who worked 50-52 weeks during 1967 and worked the nomal hours for the particular occupation. The
“aeeked but not full-time’’ category inciudes all individuals who worked during 1967 but not full-time as defired above.

‘Includes married couples with married children and thelr families. In some cases unmarried children and other relatives may be present as
b TN

8 Imeludes single parent familins and famitigs consising o two or morg related adulis Such as brothers and sisters.

TABLL 2. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Families classified by Sex and Work Experience of Head, 1967

T T
] i | Average
| | Family Head's Average Average number
Wazk experience of head | Families average average family number of children
income earnings size of earners under 16
years
‘000 dollars
aale head
L Wyl 5
Waichall Toi=ttd . L 298 2,635 2,084 4.7 3 2,3
VGl PR PRy TR S O = . A st 193 2,705 1,728 4.5 1.3 2.2
3l not work | . 217 2,184 112 257 (v} ¢} 0.5
Totals |, 708 2,516 1,382 4.0 Lo 1.7
i
Worked full-time ... 2,760 9,346 7,192 4.2 L7 1.6
‘#pcked but not full-time 458 7,231 4, 398 3.9 1.8 1.4
£k not work . R 25k 6,520 b 5202 B 1 1.0 0.5
Totals 3,469 8,863 6,412 4.1 1.7 15
Female head
Lany income: |
Worked full-time |......... 8 1,902 1,459 2.6 1.2 0.9
Werked but not full-time | 26 2, 189 991 353 L, v 1655
TR notawark®. .. .k k. L ol L AR b o ...k T 89 1,980 84! 3.4 0.5 155
PERIs . A e gl L B R . - - en 123 2,018 364 378 0.7 1.5
CHh g
Warked full-time | r T4 7,300 4,392 2.1 1.8 0.7
Werked  but not full-time B L e - 34 6,850 1,946 3.2 1.9 0.9
4 not work . 108 7,217 2791 .3 1.5 0.6
Totals ... 216 7.218 1,954 3.1 1.7 0.6

U Sy gext. pp 21, Gxoan sxplanation as to why aversgs samings of heads who did not work s greater than zero.
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TABLE 3 A, Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Families by Work Experience,
classified by Sex of Head and Region, 1967

Work expertence of head of
i Low income families Other families
Selected characteristics = — SN TS S-S | FaeETE e v -
Worked Worked Worked Worked
full- but not D{:’O;‘ft Total full- but not Di:or:gt Total
time full-time time full-time
SRR T e RENT™ 1 Wl AT o) T S
Sex and region of head t I
Male head: !
|
Atlantlc Provinces 35.8 40.2 24.0 100.0 5.1 15.4 9.6 100.0
Quebec ... 40.9 | 29.6 29.5 100.0 [ N T 6.8 100.0
Ontario ...... [ 40.8 1 24.3 34.9 100.0 81.8 | 1 6.9 100,0
B g T T e i 55d5 s o\ SR 26.7 100.0 BOpR + B 1 2 sl 100.0
I |
British Columbia .. . { 27.6 ‘ 26.4 46.0 100.0 74.6 | e g52 100.0
GUABIMII 7000 k. o o« « o8 550 sevuosiis s Lgee - (5 TR CRINTRR s s o T - ] 42.1 | 2002, 30.7 ; 100. 0 79.6 13,2 w.'? 100. 0
i | ‘ !
Female head: l : f :

Atiantic Provinces ....... k4 10.3 I 17.4 7243 818 "1.00. 1 Bics .t i3 0 64.2 100.0
Quebec ... ’ 4.5 14.8 80.7 | 100.0 26.2 13.8 60.0 100.0
| [

Ontario ... i 5.3 : 19.7 75.0 | 100.0 39.5 | 15.9 44.6 100.0
Pralrie Provinces ...... 1 6.8 29.7 63.5 1 100.0 43.3 | 9.8 46.9 100.0
British Columbia ............. 10.6 30.2 59.2 100.0 35.2 i Bl.0 33.8 100.0

1 i
Canada ... i 6.6 20.9 2.3 100. 0 34.4 15.6 50.0 100.0

TABLE 3 B. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Families by Region,
classified by Work Experience and Sex of Head, 1967
Work experience of head of
e lected characteriatioh Low income famiiies Other families
Worked Worked ; Worked Worked
full- but not D,‘,?O?‘?t Total full- but not D‘:,‘j) ';‘“t Total
' time futl-time time tull-time L
per cent
Sex and region of head
Male head:

Atlantic Provinces .......... 18.7 2% 7 12.6 16. 1 6.8 8.2 [ - ] 7.0
Quebec 29.5 33.0 29%2. | 30.4 26.5 | 29.6 25.2 26.8
Ontario 22.7 20.8 26.6 23.4 40.7 i 33.8 38.0 39.6
Prairle Provinces ... 28.5 14.2 18.8 21.6 | 16.2 ‘ 19.17 15.6 16,0
British Columbia 5.6 8.3 12.8 8.5 9.9 | 13.7 11.9 10,5

l |
Canada 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 } 100. 0 100.0 100. 0

Female head: i
Atlantic Provinces ........ 23.0 1253 14,7 14.7 4.6 6.4 9.8 7.2
Quebec ... 18.2 19.0 29.9 26.9 23.1 26.6 36.3 30.3
Ontario 24.4 28.9 3.3 30.86 43.7 38.6 33.9 38.0
IR ROV SHGEEN ... F o510 s oerosenstihessrreacesnissnsasssansazse 18.2 28,1 15.4 17.86 18.8 5 9.3 14.0 14.9
British Columbla ........cccivemieine 16.2 14.7 8.3 10,1 SRS 19.0 6.5 9.6

|
T e e V| 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 9
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TABLE 4 A. Percentage Distribution of LLow Income and Other Families by Work Experience,
classified by Sex and Age of Head, 1967

Work experience of head of

Low income families Other families
Selected characteristics ¥ - AT
"l | but ot Digno | Telm PRl | St ot Dict 2ot 18 Emall
time full-time time full-time o
R per cent
Sex and age of head l ’ \ !

Male head: ! ' | |
PR Vearsa il N ma AT B0 TR e 43.8 1 47. 1 9.1 100. 0 75.3 | 22.3 | 2.4 100, 0
OEFBANEY g 56,47 . 39.3 4.4 100.0 85, Suifsin 2458 2.0 | 100.0
35-44 6. 2K 30.5 8.2 | 100.0 87.3 | 10.9 R 100. 0
LT L Ty N S 57.4 | 31.6 11.0 ‘ 100. 0 86.6 10.6 ] 100.0

H | ]
55=64 ** % BN N dE 4 | 26.8 27.8 | 100. 0 T848 15.8 5.9 | 100. 0
65 years and over ... 9.9 4 12.4 79: 7| - 1Q0.0 26.5 17.8 | 55.7 | 100.0
Totals 42.1 :; 27.2 | 30.7 | 100.0 79.6 | 13.2 | TaR 100.0

i |
Female head: ' i
l4M0d vedlls e o, WE Ak N W v .. | ' |
T, 314 31. 4 = 0. 73.7 3 .2 b

e g 61 100. 0 B, Sl 13.2] ‘1000
35-44 10.2 20N5 69. 2 100.0 60.9 23.:3" 16.0 f 100. 0
- i e T TR 5.9 25.3 68.8 : 100.0 50.7 20.9 203 100.0
T e o B e TN 8.6 211 70. 3 | 100, 0 28.7 23.2 | 47.1 ’ 100. 0
65 years and over ... 201 5.0 92.8 100.0 4.1 l 5.8 90.0 ! 100.0
ToLIoh = - 6.6 20.9 7P ‘ 100.0 34.4 15.6 50.0 } 100. 0

TABLE 4 B. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Families by Age of Head, classified by Work

Experience and Sex of Head, 1967

Selected characteristics

Work experience of head of

Low income families

Other families

Worked Worked s Worked Worked i
full- but not | O Qjo:_“?t Total full- but not D“v%r“k"’t Total
time fult-time time full-time
per cent
Sex and age of head {
Male head: |
14- 24 years 4.0 6.6 .01 3.8 5.4 | 9.l i 1.9 5.8
25-34 22,7 24.5 2.4 7.0 24.8 | 21.9 | 6.3 23.1
35-44 * 1.2 24.0 5.8 21. 4 201 0 22148 | 6.3 26.5
4oRIGg" ety TN o Wl 21.3 18. 1 5.6 15.6 23.4 | 17.4 8.2 21.5
G L T, SR Y S W L Y ISNG 14.2 13.1 14.4 14. 4 1G5, 11.9 14.6
65 years and over 5.2 12.6 2.0 27.7 | 2.8 11.5 65. 4 8.5
Totals 100. 0 100, 0 100.0 160.0 1 100.0 100.0 | 100. 0 100, 0
1 | l
Female head: { ' {
14- 24 years - 12.0 5.2 6.3 4.6 | 1.8 0.6 2.2
25-34 “ 26.9 24.5 15.4 18.0 15.1 | 5.9 | 18 7.0
35-44 ' 29.8 19.0 18.4 19.3 20.4 17.80 ‘ 3.1 1.5
45-54 ** 19. ¢ 26.2 20. 6 2159 38.7 3L 15. 4 26.3
55-64 °* 16.8 13.0 12.5 12.9 k1) = 20 18.6 19.8
65 years and over 7.0 8.2 27.9 21. 8 4.0 1% 3 59. 8 I8, 2
Totals 1060.0 100,0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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TABLE 5. Selecled Statistics of Low Income and Other Familhies classified by Region and Work Experience of Head, 1967

Average
Family Head's Average Average number ol
Work experience and region of head Families average average family number of children
income eamings size earners under
| 16 years
000 dollars J!
Low income families
Atiantic Provinces: ;
warked full-time 43 3,102 2,559 4.9 13 2.4
Worked but not full-time - — . 49 2,635 1,630 5.1 1.4 2,6
Did not work . A=k N T § 41 2,211 2 s 1 0.5 i 2
B e i ot D . o T | 132 2,655 | 1,464 4.5 1 2.1
Quebec, | 1;
Worked full-time = 90 2,856 2, 296 5.0 (R 2.6
worked but not fuli-lime 69 2,843 1,848 4.7 2 2.4
Ditd not wotk . 20 2,235 158 o 0.5 1.0
I
e T e s g T SRR W S 248 2,621 1, 396 273 1 0.9 2.0
i y
|
Ontarlo: |
Warked fuli-time R 70 2, 504 1,941 4.4 1.3 28
Worked but not full-time , 48 2, 596 1,676 | 3.9 1 1.3 1.8
Did not work | . 86 1,995 Bl 200 | 0.3 0.8
203 2,310 1,091 ! 245 1 0.9 1.3
Prairie Provinces: !
Worked full-time | 86 2,187 4 1,663 4.3 1.8 1.9
Worked but not full-time 34 2,386 1,313 3.9 | 3 el
Did nol work veses b 55 2,066 94! , 2.6 | 0,3 0.5
fintals® St 173 2,188 1.106 | s 1.0 1.5
§ i )
British Columbia: | " | !
Wworked fuli-time 18 2,747 2,176 4,3 1.3 2.1
Worked but not full-time 20 2,533 1,429 3.9 182 1.5
Did not work . 35 2,147 | 294} 2.4 0.3 0.5
Totals 13 2, 4300 937 | 3.2 r 0.8 1.2
]
Canada: | ‘
Worked fuli-time ... .. .. 306 2,615 | 2,067 4.8 1.2 2.3
Worked but not full-time 219 2.644 { 1,641 1.4 1.3 3.3
Did not work .. NI N T T 307 2,124 104? 2.9 0. 4 0.8
BRI . i 5 TR TS = Ficisi . - i v an g in e o+ 832 2. 442 1,231 3.9 | 0.9 IR
Other families I
Atlaniic Provinces:
Worked full-time . 186 7,784 5,900 4.5 L1 1.8
Worked but not full-time | 1 10 6, 286 3, 390 4,7 1.9 L. 0
s e TS O S i S . 33 6,212 868* 3.8 1.3 0.7
Totals .. 239 7.353 4, 869 4.3 .7 1,6
Quebee:
Worked full-time E 750 9,046 | 6, B85 4.4 A} 1.8
Warked but not [uli-time 144 7,054 | 3,934 4.4 1.9 1.6
Did not work haineanse AR ., Nl . B 103 7.453 t 1,039° I (N B.d
Totals .. 997 8, 594 5, 856 4.3 | b2 1.6
i
ontario: | )
Warked full-time W T F BT TSR 1167 9,844 7.520 450 1 1.7 1.5
Watked but not full-time L . 168 7.420 4,369 2,9 | 1.7 k. 2
o BRTESS TG T T S . e, 1132 6,850 1, 250 28 ) 0.9 0.4
Totals 1,457 9, 203 6,388 3.8 | L7 1.3
)
Prajrie Provinces:
Worked fuli-time .. ... .. . 462 8,721 6,700 4.0 1.8 1.6
Worked but not full-time 70 7,410 4,438 3.5 1.8 iy
Did not work ... WL W TN WE T 54 6,032 1,430° 2.8 Lo 0.4
Totals . - Tu———_———————. 386 8,315 3,941 3.9 Li 1.4
British Columbia:
Worked fuil-time ... 280 9,619 7,581 3.9 1.8 g il
Worked but not full-time 69 7.317 4,771 3.6 L 1.3
T T T e - U . 1] 37 5, 956 ‘916! 2.6 0.7 0,3
Totals 386 8, 856 6,439 3.7 | 17 1.4
Canada: E
Wworked tuli-time 2,835 9,293 7,118 ML i P 1.6
Worked but not full-time ) 491 7, 205 4,229 3% 1.8 1.4
Did not work ........ ) o 359 6,748 1, 147¢ 341 | 0.5
Tl ......0..0..ccci0nenenn 4 3, 686 8,766 6,151 4.0 | ] 1.5

t See text, pp 21, for an explanation as to why average eamings of heads who did not work ts greater than zeto.
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TABLE 6. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Families classified by Age and Work Experience of Head, 1967

Average
Family Head’s Average Average number of
Work experience and age of head Families average average family number of children
income earnings slze earmers under
16 years
b *000 dolfars
Low income families
14 -24 years:
worked fuil-time 12 2,793 2,507 3.6 1.3 1.5
Worked but not full-time | 16 2,215 1,724 3.1 i.3 1.2
Did not work 1 1,026 339* 2.4 0.5 1.0
RN, I e WO L Sl i R ke 35 2,170 1,710 3.1 1.1 1.3
25 - 34 years:
Worked full-time | 70 2.750 2,326 4.7 1.1 2.6
Worked but not full time 54 2,893 2,138 4.7 nl 2.8
Did not work .. b * 19 2,053 190° 4.8 0.2 3.5
L S Ry I S e SO 143 2,711 1,971 4.1 1.0 2.8
35 - 44 years:
Worked full-time ... ... 95 2,865 2. 339 5 1.2 3.3
Worked but not full-time 51 2,898 1,847 5.8 i.8 &3
Did not work .. 29 2, 8 365! 5.2 0.6 .
Totals ... 176 2,793 1,869 5.6 11| 3=3
45 -54 years:
worked full-time . 65 2.695 2,002 4.8 1.4 2.0
Worked but not full time 42 2.796 1,606 4.8 1546 2.
Did not work .. e 31 2,062 1t 3.6 0.6 5
Totals ... 137 2,585 1,460 4.5 1548 1.9
55- 64 years:
worked full-time 48 2.086 1.509 3.5 1.4 0.8
Worked but not full-time 3 2,251 1,207 3.4 1.3 0.9
Did not work 40 1.916 205 b & 0.6 0.4
I I T T R 7 Lo e e et e 118 2,072 992 3.3 1.1 0.7
65 years and over:
Worked full-time 16 1.662 922 2.4 Iy 2 0.1
Worked but not full-time 26 2107 719 2,3 Il 0.2
Did not work 181 2,192 21t 2.3 (1) 7 0.1
Py W o T R R, T NI S & 223 2,144 166 2.3 0.4 0.1
All age groups:
Worked full-time .., 306 2.615 2.067 4.6 "o 2.?
Worked but not fuli 219 2,644 1,641 4.4 1.3 B
Did not wark 307 2.124 104! 2.9 0.4 0.8
832 2, 442 1,231 3.9 0.9 1.7
14 - 24 years:
Worked full-time 154 7.179 5,327 2 1.9 0.7
Worked but not full time 45 6,159 3,789 2.6 L 0.5
Did not work ., 5 6, 906 4,705 287 1.8 0. %
ORI ... .. 205 6,947 4,971 2.4 1.7 0.6
25 - 34 years:
Worked full-time . 696 8,431 6.951 4.0 1.5 1189
Worked but not full-time . 102 6. 950 4,928 3.9 1.6 1.7
Did not work 18 7.465 4,758 3.8 Il. 6 1.6
utals RN oo T L el B17 8, 224 6,650 3.9 1.3 1.9
35-44 years:
worked full-time 817 9,378 7.723 5.0 1.6 2.6
worked but not full-time 106 P 508 5,253 5.4 14 28
Did not work ...... 20 8,255 4.520" 8.1 18 2. 3
Totals . ... 943 9,143 7.3718 3.1 1.6 2.6
45-54 years:
Worked fufl-time _ 675 10,194 36 4.3 2.1 1.2
Worked but not fuli-time 91 7.989 4, 347 4.5 2.2 1.4
Did not work ... 37 8, 240 2. 350! 4.6 2.0 1.4
803 9, 854 6, 800 4.3 2.1 1.3
55-64 years:
Worked full-time 410 9.833 61 [T 3.2 1.9 0.4
Worked but not full-time 90 7. 040 3.428 3.0 1.8 0.3
pid not work 50 7.240 1, 059! 3.4 1.6 0.4
{0 S W T e R S o A 531 9,139 5,704 3.2 1.9 0.4
65 years and over: .
Worked full-time ..., 81 9.610 5,463 2.9 1.6 0.2
Worked but not full-time .. 57 6, 946 2,483 246 ) 0.1
Did not work 229 6, 207 313! 2.6 0.8 0.2
y 7 SCCESE W, | A R e o S T 367 7.075 1,789 2.6 1.1 0.2
All age groups:
Worked fuil-time ., 2,835 9, 293 7.118 4.1 1.7 1.6
Worked but not full 491 7,205 4, 229 3. 9 T8 1.4
Did not work ... 359 6,748 I air 3.1 1 0.5
Tolals ... 3,686 B, 766 6, 151 4.0 1.7 1.5

! See text, pp 21, for an explanation as to why average eamings of heads who did not work is greater than zero.
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TABLE 7 A. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Families by Work Experience,
classified by Main Occupation of Head, 1967

Work r»x;mm‘n( ¢ of head of
Low income fumm- Other families
Main occupation of head =t w_k —d—> o = -; red Worked

orke orke or orke I

full- | butnot Dv:dnr’\:?t Total full- but not Dv:dm:‘.“ Total

time full-time time full-time

e I T per cent
Managerial Bl.5 17.4 1.2 100.0 93.0 5.9 {8 | 100.0
Professional and technical 66.7 32.5 0.8 100.0 88.5 10.1 1.3 100.0
Clerical 45.4 54.0 0.8 100.0 87.3 ’ 11 2 1.5 t00.0
ey T S 48.5 50.8 0.7 100.0 88.5 953 2.2 100.0
Service and recreation .... 40.1 S8 2.4 100.0 80.2 ‘ 18.0 1.8 100.0
Transport and communication ........ 48.8 B85 0.7 100.0 B4.6 14.6 0.8 100.0
Farmers and farm workers ., 83.0 1555k 18 100.0 80.9 ‘ 17.6 1.4 100.0
L.oggers and fishermen .. 18.1 80.9 1.0 100.0 33.6 66.1 0.4 100.0
Miners .2 62.8 - 100.0 86.7 | 11.4 1.8 100.0
Craftsmen and producuon pm ess and related work 44.9 58,2 1.8 100.0 8l.5 16.8 u§ 100.0
{.abourers 21.9 74.0 4.1 100.0 66.7 L 31.7 1.6 100.0
Did not work “ne 100, 0 100.0 A 3 100.0 100.0
Totals ... 1 3e.8 1 26.1 l 36.9 100. 6.9 [ fig: 3 I 9.7 100. 0

' 1t happens, due to errors in reporting, that some family heads report an occupation in 1967 and that they did not work. This has resulted in
some family heads in an **occupation — did not work'® category.

TABLL 7 B.Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Families by Main Occupation of Head,
classified by Work Experience of Head, 1967

Work experience of head of
Low income families Other families
Main occupation of head " - Woerid
Worked oL Did not Worked YR Did not
E but not Total HA but not Total
full-time ro 1Ll work? full-time | ¢ 4ive work*
per cent
Managerial . 9.1 2.1 4.1 15.6 S 12<9
Professional and technical . A 3.1 2.1 Jp Lol 13.2 8.1 11.5
Glprical ... & 2.3 87 = 1.8 7.8 548 “ea 6.9
Sales ... N . 2.2 3.2 1.7 | 1] 3.4 4.9
Service and recreation ......... . 6.6 13.3 ses 6.0 1.l 9.1 6.8
Transport and co ication 6.6 9.6 " S Fol p &1 6.4
Parmers and farm workers .. 47.0 12.4 van 20.8 4.4 5.8 4.2
Loggers and fishermen ... Liab 9.1 30 0.4 4.5 . 0.9
S ST T RS F S S T h e 0.4 gD 0.4 ! 0.9 . 1.0
Craftsmen and production proeess ‘and related workers 18.8 3kl sen 15.4 34.7 41.1 v 32.17
IEEERGUEACE . ..., B o s o ousiaTop N ve s s e .15 11 4.1 3.0 8.2 3.4
Did not work - 100.0 35.9 . 100. 0 8.4
Totals 100. 0 100, 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0

! Due to Incorrect reporting and edit conditions not correctly applied there are some cases with a main occupation in 1967 and did not waork.
However, thetr distribution is not published.

TABLE 8. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Families classified by Size of Place of Residence, 1967

Average Average
Average transfgr Average number of Families
Size of place of residence Families family T, size of children |Home-ownerst| with female
income PRYIES family under 16 head?
recelverd Poars
000 dollars per cent
L.ow income families
Metropolitan centres:
500,600 + 149 2.438 B84 3.5 1.4 36.9 24.1
100,000 - 499.999 101 2,474 B89 8. 1.6 46.8 2Rl

30,000~ 99,999 40 2,497 879 4.3 1.3 45.7 25.6
Other clties:

15,000- 29,999 48 2,530 942 3.9 1.7 64.4 19.0
Small urban areas .......... 119 2,521 LROBT 8l tab 1.4 15.1
e e e T o, S 375 2,392 747 4.3 1.9 90.7 5.9

(1 . 832 2,442 851 3.9 LT 69.3 14. 8
|
Other families {
Metropolitan centres:
500,000 + ... 1,305 9,638 327 3.8 1.3 | 57.1 6.8
100,000 - 1 N T 856 8,910 360 3.9 i.4 67.2 6.9

30,000 - 99,999 288 8,644 351 4.0 %S5 68.7 4.5
Other citivs:

15,000 - 29.999 259 8,210 367 4.1 1.6 68.8 6.2
Small urban areas .......... 426 7.915 437 4.1 i.6 73.5 5.6
Rural areas ... 551 7,460 487 ] 1.8 85.4 ar3

Totals .. 3,686 8,766 376 4.0 o5 67.3 5.9

t Proportion of famiiies who own their home,
? Proportion of families with female heads.



FABLE 9. Selected Statistics ol Low Income and Other Familtes i Four Classilications — Revion, Age,
Main Occupation and Schooling of Head, 1967

I

Region of residence

Law income families:

Atlantic Provinces ...
Guehee ...
Outario ...
Prainie Provinces
tiritish Columbia

(200007 1 . 2 N SR e |~ Tr

Ocher families:

Allantic Provinces .
Quebec ...
@niarnio ., s,
Pruirie Provinces
British Columbia.....

Canada

Age of head

Low income tamilies:

14 -24 years....
w-3¢

Othar families:
14 - 24 years....
B8 =3¢ T .
35-44
45-54 **
55-64 ' ...
65 years and over ...

Maln occupation of head in 1967

Lesw inicome families:

Managerial
Professional and technical .
Clerical . 4

Sales ..
Service and recreation ..
‘Transportation and communications
ECRGIES . B i A

Lesyigers, fishermen, trappers
BACrs ...
Craftsmen........... 3
Lisbwourers and nol as
1§ not work

T e UL T . ~Sseel & &

Oaikr families:

SEnSgerial . S ..
Protessional and technical .

@lesicatm. .. .
Slgl. . e

Service and recreation ..
Transportation and communication ..
Ecmers ...
Loggers, fishe
ML, .

Labourers and not ascertained .
Did not work

IERURNSEY ... 0. B L0 ST ]

See fuotnote(s) at end of tabibe,

o o T

. Average

Average Head's ) y
family average tarirr:]i“{q
income | eamings I:ei-ei vlld

4 dollars

24855 L, 464 856
2, 627 1, 396 913
2,310 1,091 832
2,188 1, 106 | 716
2, 400 937 1,002
2,442 1, 2314 851
7852 4,869 563
8,594 5,856 408
9, 293 6, 588 337
8, 315 5,941 340
8,856 6.439 370
8,766 6, 151 376
2,170 1,710 262
2 WL 1,971 580
2, 198 1, 869 686
2,585 L, 460 679
25 072 992 501
2, l44 | 166 536
2,442 14231 851
6,947 4,971 g9
8,224 6,650 202
9, 143 7, 378 363
9, 854 6, 800 329
SIS 5,704 246
7,095 1,789 1252
8,766 6, 151 376
2,642 1,910 259
2,525 1, 947 260
2, 7.26: 1,987 338
2,898 1,959 484
2,758 1,892 598
3,148 2,350 443
2,096 1, 386 382
2,685 1,636 799
3, 42 2, 929 443
3,002 | 2,338 452
2,818 l‘ 1, 956 670
halli2 52¢ 562
2,442 15231 851
11,598 9,131 245
115581 9, 250 213
8,106 5, 485 287
9, 260 6, 876 280
RS9 4,754 346
7,884 5,891 280
7,867 5, 206 393
7,378 5,090 656
7,901 6, 4875 291
8, 103 6,030 276
6,972 4,693 356
6,453 383* 1, 422
8,766 6, 131 376

-

Average
family
size
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TABLE 9. Selected Statistics of Low Incaome and Other Families in Four Classifications — Region, Age.
Main Occupation and Schooling of Head, 1967 — Concluded

Average ’
, Average Average ‘ Major Families
Tomy | -Arerage | HEad'S08 Syopore, | Averaged ‘nupper (IRUMBSEOE] © Lypce Home- with
] family average family children 2
families | noore | eamings | Payments e of under 1§ | lransier | owners female
€5 | received eamers years | payments' head®
3 000 doliars per cent
Schooling of head
Low income families:
No schondinge.. ... 33 2,317 r 1,373 3.8 = %0 61.7 80.6 11.8
Same elementary . 309 2, 465 S 1,010 4.0 | 1.6 41.6 5.4 11.8
Completed elementary 220 2, 434 o 783 3.9 N 1oH 3.2 70.3 134
Some high schonl 176 2,546 L 703 4.1 2 1389 23.9 61.7 18.6
Completed high school 68 | 2,258 * 638 3.7 ’ 1.5 25.9 6l.4 26. 4
Some university 15 2,368 . 451 8. T . 1.5 14.3 538 10. 5
University degree . P 11} LT s 347 54 - 1.4 2.0 33.8 =, T
Tolgs & .. | 832 1 2, 42 " 851 3.9 ‘ 1.8 33.7 69.3 14.8
Other fumilies:

No schooling ... ... 19 6,901 1,036 4.1 1.0 11.4 81.4 19.3
Some elementary ... . 563 7,314 : 616 4.4 145) 5.4 72.8 8.7
Completed elementary 763 7,730 d 437 4.1 N 1.4 3.4 2.6 Bk 7
Some high school ... ] A 1,132 8, 379 e 319 4.0 1.6 i 4 65.5 4.4
Completed high school.. . - = 702 9, 190 s 286 3.8 1.4 a0 62.5 7.0
Some wniversity . ... . .. TR 211 9,932 a0 258 3.6 1.3 1.6 59.7 6.0
University degree - Rt 206 13,961 o 237 3.9 136 0.5 66.3 2o
9, T N P N L S 3, 686 8, 766 o 376 4.0 1.3 2.4 67.3 3.9

! Proportion of families whose major source of income s transter payments.

! Proporlion uf tamilies who own their home,

* Pronortion of families with female heads.

* Sec lext, page 21, for an explanation as to why average earnings of heads who did not work ls greater than zero.

TABLE 10 A pPercentage Dislributions of Low Income and Other Families by Region, Age of Head, Schooling of Hfead,
classified hy Size of Place of Residence, 1967

Size of place of residence of

el A e istics Low income famllies Other families
500,000 100.000- | 30,000-| 15,000- | STl | pyral | To%! | 500.000 | 100.000- [ 30,000- | 15,000- | S%&! | Rural | Total
and over| 499,999 | 99.999 | 29,999 areas | 87€8S |income and over| 499,999 | 99,999 | 29,999 areas | 31¢85 other

per cent
Region of residence

Atiantlc Provinces ... “ee 17.9 4.1 28.1 11.0| 22,9 15..9 e 5.0 4.7 17.0 7.8 16. 6 bl 0]
(011 T3 T-Tolmp P R N E R 42.9 18.6 42.1 15. 5 33.7 21.0 29n0’ 38. 4 13.6 30.5 1986 26.8 23.0 27.0
OnNUARD.. ... ..o ) 27. 4 37.1 47.1 24.3 20.2 8, 9 24. 4 37.4 [ 48.2 58.7 33.0| 31.3| 30.6 39.5
Prairie Provinces , - 10.0 18.7 6.7 13.9 26.17 26.4 200 ol 24.6 Gs 1 10. 1 22.9 20.8 15.9
British Columbia.. . A : 19.7 6.7 18.2 8.3 4.9 8.8 6. 2 4.6 e 03 0.3 9.0 10.5
Canada_. . . ¥ 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

|

Age of head 1
14 - 24 yeats 4.6 8.1 6.9 5.7 3.5 2.7 4.2 4.9 6.6 5.8 5.9 5.8 4.8 5.5
25-34 LT S 18.8 23.8 20. 4 20804 | 13,0 [U16.2 | 1@ 22.5 23.4 22.6 23.0 4215 | =19, 24" 2250
ER-adl 8 L. bl A | 22.1 20. 4 19. 1 12,7 15.8( 23,9 | 2.1 2%.4 25.1 %6.4 25.3 | 23.3| 24.4| 25.6
GENGY N S e e 14.5 =5 15.0 17. 4 13.9 18.5 16.5 21.7 21.3 2141 23.1 20.8 23.4 21.8
Sl L. e 8 10.6 il. 4 9.3 1229 | 13.4| 17.3 | 14.2 14.6 13.8 13.3 | 14.8] 16.6 17.1] 14.9
65 vears and over ... .. | 29.4 24.7 29.3 31.2] 40.3| 21.3( 26.8 8.2 | 9.8 §! 10.7 [ 7.9 12.0| 1.0 9.9
Totals ; =3 B 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 | 100, 0 | 100, 0 | 100.0 100. 0 i 100.0 ; 100.0 " 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

|
Schooling of head ‘

NG Sehaling et . . .. 2.6 19 1.3 4.8 6.5 4.8 4.0 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.6 1.3 0.5
Some elementary .. .. 29.7 28.2 31.5 38.2 41.1 41.7 37.1 12558 Il.1 13.2 15.4 20,2 | 25.8 15.3
Finished elementuary . - 281 23.7 27.8 26.2 25.3 27.7 26. 4 18.6 18. 4 21s8 22.8 21. 4 27. 4 20. 7
Some high school ... ... 23.2 .4 19.3 22.2| 19.2| 18.9 1 21.2 29.3 33.2 32.8 30.0 | 31.1| 29.2| 30.7
Finished high school .. ... . ... 13.8 11.5 16.0 4.8 6.4 68 3 B2 21.7 21.1 20.3 20.0 16.5 10.3 19.0
Some university ... . 1.9 3ul 2.4 3.4 0.6 - i.8 7.0 6.8 3.8 4.8 4.8 3.1 5.7
University degree ... . 3.0 246 ool 0.3 1.0 0.4 1.8 10.6 0.1 8.15 6.5 5.4 2.8 8.0
Ty E T S T o ¥ S o 100.0 1640.0 100. 0 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0




L

TABLE 10 B. Percentage Distributions of Low Income and Other Families by Size of Place of Residence, in Three Classifications —
Region, Age of Head and Schooling of Head, 1967

Size of place of residence of

Seiected characteristics Low income families Other families
500,000 | 100,000 - | 30.000- [ 15,000 - Small | Rurat | T0%1 |500,000{100,000- 30,000~ 15,000~ | SM | Ruraj | Total
and over| 499,999 | 99,999 | 29,999 atens | ATCEE o e and over{499,999 |99,999 |29,999 areag areas | other
T per cent
Region of residence
Atlantic Provinces 13.7 1.2 10. 2 9.9 | 65.0 | 100.0 29.6 5.2 1740 4 12.8 | »85,'3""10050
Quebec 25.8 7.6 6.7 3.0 16,2 40.8 | 100.0 50,2 | B 8.8 5.k 11. 4 12.7 | 100.0
QOntario 20,41 18.5 9.2 ok T 11.8 34.7 | 100.0 33.5 28.3 11.6 5.9 L /%01 11,6 | 100,0
Prairie Provinces .. 8.5 1.4 1.5 3.8 18,2 56,6 | 100.0 20.4 36.0 3.0 4.4 16.6 19.6 | 100.0
British Columbia 40.3 9.3 -~ 11,9 | 13.6 [ 24.9 | 100.0 51.0 10.2 13.6 | 12.4 | 12.8 | 100.0
Canada 13,9 12r2 4.8 5,7! 14.3 | 45.1 |100.0 35.4 23.2 7.8 7.0 | 11,6 | 15.0 | 100.0
Age of head
14 - 24 years 18955 2385 8 7.8 i1.8 29.6 | 100.0 31.4 203 882 7.4 21 13.1 | 100,0
25-34 19. 7 16.9 S 6.7 10.9 40.0 | 100.0 35.9 24.6 8.0 1.3 Bk 2 13,0 | 100.0
35-44 18.8 U7 4.3 3.5 10. 7 51.0 | 100.0, 37.4 22,17 8.1 6.9 10,5 14.3 | 10D0.0
45-54 ¢ i15: T 8.5 4.3 6.0 128 1 53.3 | 100.0 3nt8 22.8 1516 7.4 11.0 16,0 | 100.0
55-64 ** t3. 4 9.8 3.1 D 13.5 55.0 [ 100.0 34.7 21.4 720 6.9 12,8 t7.1 | 100.0
65 years and over .. 19, B2 08 6.7 2955 SSNEMF100T0 32.8 2289 8.4 55,6 13.9 16.5 | 100.0
Totals 17.9 12,2 4.8 5.7 143 | 45.1 [ 100.0 35.4 23.2 i 1.8 7.0 1.5 14.9 | 100.0
Schooling of head i
NO SCROOURE oovvocavoecstivivereinicn S 14 8.8 3.8 6.0 | 16.6 | 50.7 [100,0 | 28.6 16.8 6.6 7.1 15.2 | 25.7 | 100.0
Some elementary ..........
Finished elementary ... 17. 4 10.9 5.0 5.7 13.7 | 47.3 [100,0 31.9 20.6 | 8.1 2.7 12.0 19.8 | 100,0
Some high-8chool ...ecveccrinininnn 19.7 16.9 4.3 6.0 12.9 | 40.1 | 100.0 33.7 25. 1 ) 8.4 6.9 11.7 14.2 | 100,0
Finished high-school ... A 30,2 L pd 9.3 3.4 11,1 | 28,8 |100,0 40.4 25.8 | 8.3 7.4 10.0 8.1100.0
Some university ......... } 29.0 22,7 6.4 s 1 o2 21 aaf T0a. 0 | “ata 2%.9| 1.0 5.8| 8.6 6.5|100,0
University degree .. |
Totals 1.9 12,2 4.8 5.7 14.3 | 45.1 | 100.0 33. 4 23,2 l 7.8 7.0 11.6 15.0 | 100.0
TABLE 11. Incidence of Homeownership' for Low Income and Other Families classified by Age of
Head and Size of Place of Residence, 1967
Size of place of residence
Age of head L Small [
500,000 100,000 - 30,000 - 15,000 - Gy e Rural Total
and over | 499,999 99,999 29,999 . areas -
Low income families:
14-24 years 1355 8.3 e L5 4 19.4 56.7 24.8
25-3¢ 21.9 279 2. 5 Py 2 34.9 82.0 49,2
35-44 3l.4 41.1 39.4 49,3 6155 89.3 66.2
45-5¢ 45,4 521 64,6 T 69.9 94.5 77.9
55-64 ' 44, 3 68. 1 44, 7 82,3 70.8 96.9 81.1
G5RvERES antdl OVer | BiBi....... %005 0 0onBunee s Wicsrerassesaet 47.3 69.9 4.2 9.6 92. 4 94,2 {799
Totals . 36.9 46.8 45. 7 64.4 .4 90. 7 69.3
|
Other families: '
P L S e Sy A o T BB e 9.3 18.3 14,1 23.5 19,1 49,7 19,7
25-3¢ 40.1 51.9 50.1 50.3 55.4 ) i A 50,3
35-44 64,2 5.8 9.4 74.6 795 87.3 1380
45-5¢ 67.1 RE 79.0 75.6 82.3 92.9 6.9
55-64 65. 6 80.3 76.9 81.4 87.2 91.6 .9
65 years and over 66.1 1338 80.9 94.0 86.3 96,2 78.3
Molals w8 37.1 67.2 68. 7 68.8 73.5 853.4 67.3

! Incidence of homeownership is the proportion of families who own their home.
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TABLE 12, Distribution of L.ow Income and All Unattached Males by Selected Characteristics, 1967

Percentage distribution of
Selected characteristl ith A R
slecte aracteristics wi of low
low Income males income Mﬁfﬁ All
low income males
1l 0 *000 per cent AR
C R TR R SO R 221 3 30.2 100. 0 100. 0
Newloundiand 6 12 . 49.2 2.6 1.6
TR R rARIBIRD A o ) il cioesusersvesennsnaisrorsasasansainngorensssorapyen d J 1 d L g
Nova Scotia .. 12 27 43.8 5.4 3.7
New Brunswick 6 17 I8 2.8 259
Quebec 53 177 30.1 24. 1 24.2
Rl o s 73 oo 5+ 7295 ST sAan S 05 M HE e v w57 48T ot oo sum 0 wavsavs 59 250 23.1 26.9 34.2
Manitoba ...... 14 | 39 35.4 6.2 Eoc)
S TR e e R S T 15 | 42 36.9 7.0 5.7
Alberta 18 | 62 | 29.2 8.3 8.6
British Columbi 35 | 102 { 34.3 15.8 O dE]
Area of residence;? |
Metropolitan 110 484 T 49.8 66. 2
Other cities 14 ! 19 | 29.4 6.5 6.7
Small urban ateas 33 78 42.1 14.8 10.8
v e e e TN R S, T 5 T, o) 64 121 | 52.% 8- 8 16. 5
!
Tenure; ‘
Owner 72 113 | 41.8 | 32.8 23.17
Renter ... 58 304 s 1.0 26. 1 41.6
Roomer or lodger 81 P57 f 34.1 36.7 32.4
Other? 10 ¥ 58.6 4.5 23
Weeks worked in 196T:
None .. 120 164 73.4 54.5 22.4
1- 9 weeks | 14 16 84.0 6.1 2.2
L0=-190 1= 20 35 57.4 9.0 4.7
205 2950 16 48 | 33.7 7.3 6.5
3039 8 45 i 18.3 3.7 6.1
40-49 8 39 | 19.8 3.5 5.4
a0=52y ** 35 385 *‘ 9.1 [ 15.9 52,7
Age group: I
14~ 24 years .. 42 155 | 26.9 18. 9 2].2
25-34 ¢ 13 128 | 10.3 6.0 Wk
35-44 - “ 14 91 | 14.8 6.1 12.5
45-54 19 94 | 20.2 8.6 12.8
55-64 ** 34 97 | 35.3 5.5 13.3
65-69 25 53 47.0 11.2 7.2
70 years and over 4 113 65.9 33.7 15. 4
Current employment status:*
Enployee 4 493 15. 33.8 67.5
SO CIMPIOYE . .tcieraserscnsecorssossssarssssasstosussassnssassntsaransas saotaradntanssssvtshedssesaras sarsns 20 53 38.1 9.1 7.2
Not In labour force 126 185 68. 57.2 25. 3
Schooling:
None of some elementary 98 185 52.9 44.3 25.3
Completed elementary or some high school 83 296 28.0 = 6 40.6
Completed high school or some UNIVETSItY .cececieniivevivivnncnsiianscniinnens K- | 186 18.7 N 25. 4
University degree 5 64 8.4 2.4 8.7
Major source of Income:
LR T T SRR S A S, 16 16 100.0 7.4 2.2
Wages and salaries 66 502 358 30.1 68.7
Net income from self-employment 15 39 38.3 6.8 5.4
Transfer payments 113 130 87.2 51.4 17.8
Investment income 4 18 23a6 2 0 2.5
Pensions o
MiSORINANCOUR INCOME ......... 550 coonsstsonssssnionosssiotbreaiiatsanss cmoscana ansntsaravassisordstnny 5 25 20.4 2.3 3.4
Work experience in 1967:*
Work full-time 29 353 8.2 13.3 48,3
Worked but not full-time 65 182 355 29: 5 25,0
Did not work 126 195 64.6 5. 3 26.7
Main occupation in 1967
[P 5 TR, ... . f5no o ibacase s hsshoha ol B ere e soomcalindonnanssoaso B e et asn sasss vt {
Professionul and technical .. 13 139 { 9.3 5.8 19.0
Clerical ] 45 14.4 2.9 6.1
Sales 4 29 | 5.3 2.0 3.9
Service and recreation 13 65 19.7 5.8 8.9
Tmnsponatéorn and co:lmumcatmn 3 29 11.3 %8 3.9
SRR AnUMUTIBNOCKEER .00 . ik o s oo corvsfosersensetBntsnaertosas rotnas sanshsossbon
Lopgets and fishermen 28 52 52.8 12. 5 Tel
C T i SRR I | - RS TN S ]
S T T T e 22 160 13.7 9.9 21,9
Labourers I 49 22.7 5.0 6.7
Did not work.. 120 164 73.5 54. 6 22.4

' Sample too small on which to base a reliable estimate,

3 Metrapolitan areas are centres with population 30,000 or over, other cities are centres 15,000-29,998, urban areas are centres under 15,000

and rural areas the remainder,

3 uother'” includes employees or other individuals who receive free room and board,
4 This refers to the employment status of the individual at the time the survey was taken.— April, 1968,

* See footpote 3, Table 1, for definitions of work experience.



TABLE 13. Distribution of LLow Income and All Unattached Females by Selected Characteristics, 1967
Percentage distribution of
) Females All Incidence |[— —_—
Selected characteristics with females of low y
low income i income EemiEs All
Bl females
low income ‘
—= D 000 T Ry per cent
Y TR RRORG, S |- 361 766 47.3 1000 100,0
Wl T TR . o BT T U 8 11 68.6 s 1.5
Prince Edward Island F : " - !
Ncva Scotia ... . 15 27 55.2 4.1 3.6
Naw Brunswick ... 10 20 52.6 2,8 2.6
(5] - e TS, S 108 208 92, 29.7 27.0
NG ...............coooeinvensonstatton 0 116 280 41.5 31.8 TIRE!
Manitoba . . ... 19 41 46.4 S54ie 5.3
Saskatchewan. 18 38 47.8 5.0 5.0
ADERA .. . 24 54 45.2 (33 7.0
British Co]umbxa 43 87 49.3 1148 11.3
Area of residence:? .
b e T i Sy, . 217 538 40.4 : 59.6 69.8
Other cities ....... 52 81 63.9 14.2 10,5
Urban areas ... T 51 86 58.9 | 13.9 11,1
Rural areas............... 45 66 68.6 12,4 8.5
Tenute:
Owner .. 116 206 56.4 31.9 26.8
Renter .. - TR O, 139 374 37.2 38.1 48.6
Roomer odger ... 53 116 47.3 15.0 15.0
Other? .l 54 T4 73.3 14,9 9.6
Weeks worked in 1967:
None ... . 229 300 6.2 62.8 39.0
1- 9weeks 12 14 84.4 3.3 1.9
10-19 22 32 69.9 6.1 4.1
20-29 ¢ 17 i 61,1 4.6 3.5
30-39 ¢ 1% 26 45,0 | 3.2 3.3
40-49 ¢ 6 24 24.4 1.6 3.1
n0-52 ' 67 347 19.4 18.5 45.0
Age group:
14-24 years 85 177 48.1 28..3 23.0
25-34 . L 72 16.0 3.2 9.3
35-44 8 47 17.9 2.3 (it
45-54 28 78 31,6 6.7 10,1
56-64 ‘° .. 59 136 43.6 1652 17.6
68-69 " . 51! 83 61.6 14,1 10.8
70 years and over .. 124 17% l0.'1 34.1 23.0
Current employment status:*
Employes . .. .6 . ® 120 428 | 28.0 32.9 55.6
Self-employed . =90 11 20 51.6 bowetd] 27
Not in labour force 234 322 2 64.2 41.8
Schooling:
None or some elementary .. 99 ] 76.7 2341 16.7
Completed elementary or some h)gh schnol_ 159 313 50.7 43,5 40,6
Completed high school or some university 102 283 36 .41 28,1 36.8
University degree B 45 10.7 1.8 a, 8
Major source of income:
No income 38 38 100.0 10,4 4.9
Wages and salaries . . . 100 413 24,2 2775 53,6
Net income from self-employme! 6 13 46,3 1] eS|
Transfer payments . ... 188 210 89,4 51,5 27,2
Investment income .. 20 58 34.6 5.5 7.6
IPensions..... A L. 9 29 | aL. 7 2.0 3.7
Miscellaneous income . 4 9 38.8 1.0 1,2
Wark experience in 1967:%
Worked full-time ... .. . 52 306 17.0 14,2 39,7
Worked but not full-time . 76 138 55.1 28 8 17.9
Did not work . 1] 2317 326 2.7 65.0 42.3

Sample too small on which to base a reliable estimate,
! See footnote 2, Table 12 for definitions of areas.
* See footnote 3, Table 12 for definition of “'other.
* Sve footnote 4, Table 12 for explanation.

* Sew footnete 5, Table 12, for definitions of work experience.
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TABLE 14, Distribution, Average Income and Average Eamings of Low Income and Other Unaitached
Individuals by Sex and Work Experience. 1967

A Average Average
Work experience Total income earnings
000 | dollars

Unattached male 1

Low lncome: ‘
Worked full-time . 1 29 599 514
Worked but not full-time 65 | 1,038 826
IEMRAOTK .................:..... 126 | 1,061 34!
B R s 221 | 993 331

1

Other: '
e I - A - T o o T - o R S 324 '{ 5,892 5,714
el e e G T LT T S — RN S S S S 117 3,808 3,315
vl T S SRS T S T NS o T R e 69 E 3,798 1,977
TR PTGl P e LS SO S 510 [ 5,130 4,656

|

Unattached female |

L.ow income: !
Worked full-ilme . 52 7t6 603
Sk ORI no M. ... AR e, | i R e ] 76 856 639
Oisinofiworkad X L o Ll i 237 I 1,031 37
B .. -5 7 i T st e s ammassins s omd sianme s A 365 ‘ 950 243

Other:

Worked full-time .. 254 4,611 4,410
Worked bul not full-time _..... 62 3, 548 2,670
C o TR S TR TSR IR I SRR ==~ 89 3, 508 888!
e TR TR B EETE e B TR YT e Somema L | R - 406 4, 206 3,370

! See text, pp 21, for an explanation as to why average eamlngs of unattached indlviduals who did not work ls greater than zero.

TABLE 15A. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Unattached Individuals by Work Experience,
classified by Sex and Region, 1967

Work experience of

Selected characteristics

Low Income unattached individuals

Other unattached individuals

Worked Worked 3
Worked Did not Worked Did not
A but not Total + but not Total
full-time | ¢ ime work full-time | o\ vime work
per cent
Region and sex
Male:
Atlantic Provinces ... 2.1 25.8 54. 1 100.0 60.3 4.1 15.6 100. 0
Quebec | 9.6 30.7 59.7 100, 0 64.9 23,1 2.0 100. 0
Ontaciol o 12,0 35.1 53.0 100.0 67.5 21,1 11.4 100.0
Prairie Provinces ... r 18. 4 33.3 48.4 100.0 6l 2 258 13.3 100.0
BERENCRLUMEIRT . ... 5. o0 e i T B 9.2 11515 1553 100.0 54.1 24.5 2.4 100. 0
T T T e e 13.3 2.5 57.3 100.0 63.5 23.0 13,3 100.0
Female:
Atlantic Provinces ... 17.9 12685 64.7 100. 0 54.4 IR 33.9 100.0
Quehec 21,2 16,8 56,0 100. 0 78.2 11.5 10.3 100. 0
Ontario 7.0 2. 6 71,3 100.0 57.1 18.0 26.3 i00.0
Prairie Provinces ... ... B, 3 28,2 64,5 100.0 61.9 18.6 19.5 100.0
PRSI NEOLUTIN. | ... 5. civeec .o oo oihons ofigtons o coombnmsassnsansensssass 6.1 by | s 2 100.0 52.5 18.6 2.0 100. 0
S .. ke B R . 14,2 20.9 65,0 100, 0 62,7 15.3 22.0 100, 0
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TABLE 135 B. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Unattached Individuals by Region,

classified by Work Lxperience and Sex, 1967

a . Enrk experience of s 4 s -
Low income unattached individuals Other unattached individuals
Selected characteristics N I
Worked Worked "
Waorked Did not \ Worked Did not
time | but not Total “time | but not ) Total
full-time [ ¢ ime work full-time | o0 i work
F R - S per cent T
Region and sex
Male:
Atlantic Provinces .. 17.7 10,3 1qle il 11.7 6.3 6.9 7.6 6.6
Quebec .. 178 25,2 25.1 24.1 24.8 24.3 21,6 24, 2
Ontario .. 24,2 32.0 24.9 26,9 39.8 34,2 31.6 37.4
Prairie Provinces . 29.6 24,2 18,1 21,5 18.1 20.7 18.5 18.7
British Columbia ti, 0 8.3 20.8 15,8 m.2 13.9 20.7 13,1
Canada ... 100, 0 100.0 100, 0 100.0 100. 0 100, 0 100,06 100, 0
Female:
Atlantic Provinces ..... 5 12,2 8.1 9.7 9.4 503 5.0 10,2 6.6
Quebec . . 57.1 2% 9 25.6 29.7 30,7 18.4 WS 24.6
Ontario ... 15.8 33.0 34.9 31.8 37.1 42,0 48,2 40,3
Prairie Provinces . gy 22.1 16.8 16,9 17.4 21.4 15.6 17.6
British Columbia ............... 5.1 12.9 13.0 11.8 9 b 135 2 14,4 10,9
TG T s T RECT S S T S S 100.0 100, 0 100, 0 100.0 106, 0 100.0 100, 0 100, 0
TABLE 16 A. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Unattached Individuals by Work Experience,
classified by Sex and Age, 1967
Work experience of
Low income unattached individuals Other unatiached individuals
Selected characteristics e
Worked DILE Did not Worked | Worked | 4o
but not Total ¥ but not Total
full-time | o) rime | Work full-time | g1 1ime | WOrk
= per cent
Male:
14-24 years .. 11,9 65.2 22.8 100, 0 §9.8 32.5 7.7 100, 0
- 8 28.1 37.9 34,1 100.0 .3 3.1 3P 100,0
35-44 ¢ 25.9 40.8 k2 100,0 75.5 16,4 8.1 100, 0
45-5¢4 ¢ 29.7 37..9 32.3 100.0 67.8 24,8 7.4 100, 0
55-64 ** . 19,2 38, 2 46.6 100.0 ., 2 14.9 7.9 100, 0
65 years and over .. 5.0 8.4 86.6 100.0 22.4 21,9 5557 100, 0
13.3 29.3 Lol & | 160.0 63.5 23.0 13.5 100, 0
34.3 48,6 17 1 100.0 76.0 18.0 5.8 100, 0
35.4 25.1 39.5 100.0 76.4 14.8 8.8 100,0
2mma 15.4 Gl gl 100.C (%) 13.4 5.3 100,0
[7.6 33.4 49.0 10G.0 82.4 1242 S 100,0
55-64 ** | 1385 22.7 691 7 100.0 66.4 5.6 17 89 100, 0
65 years and over ... 2k 2 5.0 92,8 100,0 14.4 1543 qo; 2 100.0
Tofalssss.  SESE .. . SRt W .t 14.2 20.9 64.9 160, 62.7 15.3 22,0 100, 0
TABLE 16 B. Percentage Distribution of LLow Income and Other Unattached Individuals by Age,
classified by Work Experience and Sex, 1967
Work experience of
Low income unattached individuais Other unattached individuals
Selected characteristics o - i
Worked | Worked | pnig 0 Worked ke Did not
but not Total A but not Tatal
full-time flEime work full-time falEline work
per cent
Male:
14-24 years ... 16.9 41,9 .5 18.9 20,9 31,4 1297 28 2
25-34 12,6 a7 A o 6.0 25.6 21,6 9.3 2. .5
35-44 12,0 8.5 3.6 ae 1 18,2 10.9 LR 18, 3
45-54 19,2 1.0 4.8 8.6 15.7 15.8 8.0 14,7
55-64 ... 22.4 18.0 12,6 15.5 15.0 7.9 . | 4
65 years and over ... 16,9 12,8 67.8 44.9 4.6 2.3 53.6 30
TOIAINT. ... R R ST N R, D P 100, 0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100, 0 100.0 100, @ 100, 0
Female:
14-24 years ... 56,4 54,4 6.1 23.8 27.4 26,7 6.0 22,6
25EPar T 4 7.9 3.8 1.9 3% 18.1 14.3 5.9 14.9
35-49 4,5 1.7 2,0 253 ) B G e 243 9.5
45-54 8.4 10,8 51| (o 17.3 10,5 g2 13.1
BoR6d &' . 1S5 17,7 15.9 16.2 20.0 19.2 15 S 18.9
65 years and over 7.4 11.6 68.9 48,2 4.8 21,0 67.1 21,0
Totals ................... 100.0 100, 0 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100, 0 1000 100.0
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TABLE 17. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Unattached Males in Five Classifications — Region, Age,
Main Occupation, Schooling and Size of Place of Residence, 1967

See footnote{s) at end of table.

" % Average Major
B -t i PR Tot. Average verage transfer source Home-
Sellucted g QLTSS males income eamings payments transfer owners?
received payments'
i 000 dollars pet cent
Region
Low income unattached males
Atluntic Provinces . . 26 1,019 419 567 50.9 59.3
fuehec ‘o - 53 936 346 518 50.2 22.0
Ontario 59 1,031 332 569 7.1 24.2
Praitie Provinces 47 989 369 541 46.0 42,9
British Columbia 35 1,003 105 796 68.5 30.3
Canada 221 993 331 586 51.4 32,8
Other unattached males:
Atlantic Provinces 34 4,164 3, 589 251 7.8 27.0
QUEDEE. . .. .. gty e 124 5,108 4,701 117 1.9 9.8
Ontario ... .. 191 5, 399 48022 130 1.6 19.3
Pratrie Provinces 96 4,890 4,383 172 3.6 26,2
British Columbla 67 o 281 4,742 249 1.9 26.6
Canada 510 5,130 4,636 138 3.3 19.8
Age
Low income unattached males:
14 - 24 years = 42 747 673 20 307 2.5
gg-34 13 694 430 129 1.9 13.9
35 -44 14 879 535 344 38. 2 26,4
45- 54 19 835 458 368 32.9 35.2
55 64 34 828 406 334 36.7 35.8
65 years und over 99 1, 239 7 1,048 87.9 47.4
Totals 221 933 331 386 51. 4 32.8
Othet unattached males
1424 years " 113 4, 192 4,052 44 0.3 RR2
25- 34 115 5,783 5,630 38 0.3 1.1
35-44 8 6,037 5,834 73 1.5 16.0
45-54 75 5,694 5, 408 62 0.3 22,4
55-64 63 5, 367 4,971 92 259 38,7
65 years and over 66 5, 528 1,473 834 1907 5581
Totals 310 3, 1306 4,656 158 3.3 19.8
Main occupation in 1967
Low in comle lnnattaehed males
Manageria =
Professlonul und technical | I8 & fag - 14.8
Clerical 6 802 697 85 B.8 -
Sales .o 4 1,014 804 91 9.8 B.9
Service and recreation’ . 13 1,146 961 185 15.1 15. 4
Transpartation and communication .. 3 956 939 17 - -
Famners and fann workers %
Loggers, fishermen and trappers 8 172 Al 225 16.1 58.1
Miners p -
o T 22 988 860 109 : O 23:3
Labourers 11 936 b i A 105 (i 5.4
Did not work . — i . 120 1,084 o 965 85.8 38.5
Totals == L S % 221 993 331 586 51,4 32.8
Other unuttached males:
Managerial 34 7,764 7,283 54 - 20.4
Professional and technical 92 6,482 6, 258 28 = 7.6
Clerical -y 38 5,203 4,925 106 1.6 16.8
Bales 24 4,980 4,747 64 b 12.1
S iceanmseceeation- . .. o TR 52 4,191 3,914 116 1.9 13.3
Transporlaiion and communication 25 4,832 4,688 28 - 11.6
Famers and farm workers B - 21 3, 446 2,995 195 3.4 53.4
Loggets, fishermen and lmppen i 4 4,354 3,675 488 3.7 25.8
Miners <BLen [ESSEgTN 10 5. 754 5,624 57 = 9.5
Craftsmen 128 5,035 4,826 87 1.0 21.0
Labouters . 38 4, 204 4, 000 111 i1 17.2
Did not work 43 3,332 518 965 29. 4 48.8
I e . S . si0 5,130 4,656 138 3.3 19.8
Schooling
Low Income unatiached males:
No schooling o 11 1, 144 o 838 70.6 48, 2
Some clementary 87 1,075 ol 768 68.6 43.1
Finished clementary 42 1,056 . 791 64.8 37.0
Some high school 41 802 R 349 32.0 22.0
Finished high school | 19 879 N 164 18:5 14.9
Some university .. 16 932 e 186 18.6 10,4
University degree E 5 910 .. 39 4.3 1. b
T S e N UURIR: U UGN . RSUUNY. 221 993 on 386 51.4 32.8
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TABLE 117. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Unattached Males in Five Classifications — Region, Age,

Main Occupation, Schooling and Size of Place of Residence, 1967 — Concluded

Selected characteristics

Schooling — Concluded

Other unattached males:
No schooling ....

Some elementary

Finished elementary

Some high schoo!

Binis hed ghiEChOO0l <. auus Boohterecneeseresessroraes
Some university .

University degree

Totals

Size of place of residence

Low income unattached males:
500,000 and over

100,000 -499,999

30,000- 99,999

15,000- 29,999

Small urban areas

Rural areas
Totals

Other unattached males:
500,000 and over

100,000 - 499,999

30,000- 99,999

15,000- 29,999

Small urban areas

Rural areas

Totals

Average
Total Average Average transfer
males income earnings payments
Mk 8 received
| 7000 dollars -
4 3,885 ] 220
83 3,953 y 330
96 4,785 . 200
118 4,622 . 134
102 5,458 1 103
49 5,561 5 117
59 7.532 3 28
510 3,130 c 138
59 1,051 - 540
40 999 = 557
11 914 .e 677
14 960 = 567
n 1,052 . 730
64 926 y 563
221 993 586
219 5,274 ‘ 126
127 5,384 ! 162
28 5,009 247
34 5,433 110
45 4,517 148
57 4,365 268
510 3,130 158

Major
source Home-
transfer owners?
payments® |
per cent
= 50.9
9.1 28.8
3.6 31.6
2.5 16.8
NGS 12.6
2.4 12.6
= 10,0
3.3 19.8
45.5 11,0
50.8 13.0
60.3 17.5
54.9 22.1
63.5 41.9
48.9 65.8
51.4 32.8
2l LT
4.1 17.5
5.3 234l
1.6 21.3
3.9 25.4
5.5 49.1
3.3 19.8

! Proportion of unattached indlviduals who have transfer payments as major source of income.
? Proportion of unattached individuals who own their home.

’ See text, pp 21, for an explanation as to why average eami

ngs of unattached individuals who did not work is greater than zero.

TABLE 18. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Unattached Females in Four Classifications — Region, Age,
Schooling and Size of Place of Residence, 1967

Average Major
S ey | Avpp b SR SR A
received payments'
*000 doliars per cent
Region
Low Income unattached females:
Atiantic Provinces 35 979 305 578 51.0 38.0
Quebec 108 809 221 478 46.0 16.3
Ontario 116 999 238 579 52.8 39.6
Prairle Provinces 62 993 293 578 5 S5 40.6
British Columbia 43 1,083 190 724 61.9 33.%
Canad 365 950 243 566 ok ¥ 31.9
Other unattached female:
Atlantic Provinces 27 3,744 2,844 295 8.6 21758
Quebec 100 3,949 3,475 96 A0 7.9
Ontario 164 4,500 30514 241 6.4 27.0
Prairie Provinces il 4,072 3,327 195 (8 29.0
British Columbia 44 4.193 2,989 353 8.3 25.3
Canada 106 4,206 3,370 213 5. 5 22.1
Age
Low income unattached females:
14-24 years 85 607 587 14 1.5 0.5
25-34 "' W 11 809 629 96 16.0 3.8
a§=dq. 8 815 520 250 285 126
45-54¢ ¢ 25 772 336 258 26.4 31.4
55-64 59 848 248 287 31.3 47.2
65 years and over .. 176 1,190 23 1,016 89.3 44.9
Totals .. 365 950 243 366 5155 31.9

See footnote(s) at end of table.
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TABLE 18. Selected Statistics of Low Income and Other Unattached Females in Four Classifications — Region, Age,
Schooling and Size of Place of Residence, 1967 — Concluded

et Total
Selected characteristics temilien
'000
Age— Concluded
Other unattached females:
14-24 years .. 92
25-34 ** 60
T A TR TS T, e R R R 38
45-54 53
55-64 ' 7
My ye 0 s e T e SR R <SRl SR A S 85
T ey e RN, - N - TESSY, O St s 406
Schooling
Low income unattached females:
NESSEROONIRGE T . o s R S el S 10
BOME CIEMETRATY .. .ool..., Mo eceeen B e IR et ot 89
EANISHRG CIEMEMMARG 100... ... Kiiicseorotonsoenntor s8iMass 12 esernsonsos anbatas dhossoss 82
Some high school i)
BERIshed MIghf8EhaOll...........occovee e BB il e e Ber er oo cone s 580 o nabons 83
Some university 20
Unlversity degree 5
T | . A D i e gl sl oL L e D 363
Other unattached females:
No schooling
Some elementary 80
Finished etementary 49
Some high school 105
Finished high school 138
Some university 43
Universily degree 40
Tutals 106
Slze of place of residence
Low income unattached females:
500.000 und over 112
100,000 - 499,599 kil
30,000- 99,959 28
15,000- 29,999 52
Small urhan areas 51
Rural areas 45
Totals .. 365
Other unattached females:
500,000 and over 171
100,000 - 499,999 120
30,000~ 99,999 30
BRRDAE 2B .......... 0e.....oe ciony ceagteee i C 29
Small urban areas 35
1T TN R o AT S . 21
Totals 406

Average Major
Average Average transfer source Home-
income earnings payments transfer owners?
received payments’
—L4 dollars per cent
3,494 3,429 22 0.9 0.4
4, TN 4,632 1t - e
4,701 4,615 3 -~ 12,0
Q4051 4,658 46 0.4 22.17
4, 539 3,533 88 A2 40.2
3,550 891 876 2.1 47.0
4,206 3,370 213 5.5 22.1
1,048 5 690 64.8 55.4
1,073 860 11.9 43.0
1,107 720 62.6 42.6
930 446 42.7 29.4
134 P 290 27,5 13.4
632 221 18.8 16.5
1,127 . 328 32.0 22.0
930 566 51.3 319
2,949 33 1.9 36.5
3,144 . 501 1.8 42.0
3.962 200 5.8 2t .9
4,191 141 2.9 17.0
4,749 - 201 3.0 15.9
6,548 . 39| 0.9 13.0
4,206 213 5.3 22.1
i,003 Y 632 57.3 20.3
1,050 Ly 530 46.6 29.5
931 % 538 52.5 28.4
578 5 284 217.2 20.9
1,062 A 677 60.3 50.1
954 9 678 62.9 59.4
950 566 51.5 31.9
4,311 - 215 5.4 14.4
4,113 214 5.9 20.0
4,684 141 2.9 27.8
4,061 163 5.5 26.4
3,868 .o 2i4 4.7 38.8
3,961 .. 369 8.9 55.9
4,206 . 213 53 22,1

! See footnote 1, Table 17, for explanation.
1 See footnote 2, Table i7, for explanation.



%y

TABLE 19 A. Percentage Distributions of Low Income and Other Unattached Individuals by Region of Residence, Age, Schooling,
classified by Size of Place of Residence, 1967
Size of place of residence of
Selected characteristics Low income unattached individuals Other unattached individuals

500,000 | 100,000~ |30,000- | 15,000~ SM2! | Rurai [ To2 | 500,000 {100.000- {30,000~ [ 15,000~ [ SM3l | Rural | Total

and over | 499,999 (99,999 |29,999 areas | 2828 |income and over {499,999 |99,999 {28,000 areas | Meas other

per cent
Region |
Atlantic Provinces... e 10.8 216 17.2 10. 5 25.4 1025 e 9.2 i 25.0 9.8 B2 6.6
Quebec ... 37.5 B! 33.5 45.9 19.2 16.8 27.6 8135 12.3 23.9 14.9 10. 1 19.4 24.43
Onlario.... 26.6 39.3 58.9 13. 4 B2md, 23.0 30.0 37.7 41.7 66.9 30.1 33.6 288 2 38.7
Prairie Provinces .. 10. 2 28.1 580 8.6 28.9 24.7 18.6 8.2 30.9 L] 6.6 37.4 | 27.6 18.2
British Columbia oo | 4.9 15.0 8.9 10.1 13.3 16.6 | 589+ 23.4 9.1 12.6 fL 2Pl
T R S — I 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
14-24 years ... 21.9 22.7 22.6 s2danl ERLEN | adsMl s oang, i a0 23.4 20.9 19.9 (L2800 | weuanlll 22\
25-34 = = 8.1 3 2.2 2.5 2. 8 4.4 4.2 21.2 | 20.0 18.0 20.2 9.0 16.2 19.1
3549 ** 3.9 4.2 283 2.8 % 7 39 3.7 13.7 12.6 8.5 11.7 balt 1] 13.8 12.7
o= 6.9 /| 9.2 3.5 8.9 9.3 7.4 14.0 1243, 150 14.6 13,71 1. [ 14.0
6b-64 16. 4 17.6 16.7 9.9 15.6 172 16.0 14.0 | 13.0 17.4 18.1 22.4 IV 15.2
65 years and over 45.7 43. 0 46.9 287 |+ 59. 54.9 | 46.9 14.0 18%2 20.2 5.5 19.4 | 18.8 16.5
AR . <. ... oo B Ao i 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
Schooling

No schooling ... 1.2 2.1 4.9 15 8.5 5.6 3519 0.3 0.4 0.8 1.4 — 153 0.5
Some elementary . 26.5 23.9 30.3 18. 4 a0 )| . 3 30.0 11.0 8.6 17.2 10.0 17.5 | 23.4 12.3
Finished elementary 2¢4.2 23.6 21.6 1.7 | 187 22.4 ] 21.1 14.2 1355 16.7 20-0 (2146 [=21. 194 15.8
some high school ..... 19.2 2386 26.8 17.2 20.8 17.1 20.2 24.1 27.4 2l 2 25.3 2l. 4 20.6 24. 4
Finished high school.. 18.3 1798 = 2. 40. 7 138 7[5 ) 17.4 26.9 30.0 23.4 22.6 24, 17.9 26.3
Some university .... i 5.9 4.3 9.9 P D) 2.8 6.0 125 8.2 8.8 11.8 6. 4 8.5 | 10.0
University degree .. 1.8 3.6 0.9 [0, &) 0.9 1.3 1 11.4 12.0 D 1 9.0 8.3 T 10. 8
TalalSw:, ... B m e i ey 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

TABLE 19 B. Percentage Distribution of Low Income and Other Unattached Individuals by Size of Place of Residence in

Three classifications — Region, Age and Schooling, 1967

Selected characteristics

Size of place of residence of

Low income unattached individuals

Other unattached individuals

all
500.000 | 100.000- | 30,000-| 15,000-| S™3Y | Rucat | TO=! | 500,000 | 100.000-| 30,000~ 15,000-| SMaLl | Rural | Total
and over [499,999 | 99.999 | 29.999 |, .o |areas [ . o | and over| 499,999 |99.999 | 29,999 | ;... | areas | other
per cent
Region
Atlantic Provinces ... 20.6 1.7| 18.5| 14.3 [ 45.0 | 100.0 ) 3.3 | 26.4 | 13.0 | 19.6 |100.0
Quebec 39.7 12.4 T g W (T T M T T o 4.2 | 3.6| 6.7[100.0
Ontario . 25.9 DE0e | 1G] 50| 15.4 | 14.3 {100.0 | 41.5 29.1{ 10.9 5.4 7.6 | 5.5 [100.0
Prairie Provinces RO 1.8 5.2 | 22.1| 24.7 {100.0 19.0 | 45.7 2.0 2.5 17.9| 12.9 |100.0
British Columbia .. 56. 4 e T T S 5 )| ¢ T4% 15e100.,0 58. 3 13.9 <o+ | 13.4| 6.6| 88 |100.0
Canada. 1, 29.2| 200 67| 11.3| 14.2]| 18.6100.0 42.6| 27,0 63| 69| 88| 85 100.0
Age
14-24 years ... 29.6 210 G {| | ot Rk T 2812 5.9 6.1| 9.8| 6.2 11000
A } ss.2) 2e0| 38| 76| 81| 283|1w00| 467| 216 52| 69| 55| 801000
4554, 27.0 19.1 8.3 sz (L1 )| 2308l 100. o | 925 pr CRINECE ¢ 7.2 | 8.2 10.7 {100.0
EESEL ) ... Thaby 'Y N Tl S s S g T R 28 0B 7S 8.2 | 12.9 | 9.5 100.D
g5 years and over . 28. 4 18.4 6.6 B8 1k 179 | 214710050 36. 1 ga¥all. | 7 6.5 10.3 | 9.6 |100.0
Totalsi oy S ... M. LB 29.2|  20.0 6.6 11.3| 14.2| 18.6 1000 42.5| 26.9| 6.3 6.9( 87| 85]100.0
Schooling

i Vi 24.2 15.5 TADMISc= gl 1885 (%R, 14 160,01 376 18.9( 8.9 6.2| 12.0 | 164 |100.0
Finished elementary 8315 5245 G.cM o\ 3 Ra 28 e Bl To000 || 383 L 8.8 | 12.0 | 11.3 |100.0
Some high school 27.8 23.4 8.8 9.6 [ 14.7 | 15.7 | 100.0 42. 1 30.3 5 pN[ems R | Lo s N o0
Finished high school 30-8 19.8 4.3 26.3 | 10.8| 8.0[100.0 43.6 30.8 5.6 6.0 8.2 5.8 | 100.0Q

Some university b x _ .
Univeisily degtce,. } 39.6 24.8 4% sl Batb. 2, [N, Bots{is- ouEafk lo0Ko llwsaiibnn) | - 45285, |1 |6-2 6.9| 6.2 6.4 [100.0
Totals ..o 29.2 20.0( 6.7 11.3] 14.2| 18.6 [100.0| 42.6| 2%.0| 6.3 69| 88/ 85]100.0
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TABLE 20, Incidence of Homeownership' for Low Income and Other Unattached Individuals classified by

Age and Size of Place of Residence, 1967
Size of place of residence
Selected characteristics - e =
500,000 | 100,000- | 30,000- | 15000- Y Rural g
and over | 499,999 99,999 29.999 Uan areas oty
areas
Iy - 11-3 per cent o T
Unattached individuals
Low income:
R ETTE g S R S R i1 1.5 - - ~ 6.9 1ml
U S S —. . 4.8 = - 8.3 19.6 26. 1 9
o W ) T RN TR N SR 5.3 = - - 40. 4 60.9 2L
o SRR RD T T D R N S 1.7 43.2 2282 25.4 | 5148 53.3 33.0
o R 25,4 34.7 47,8 6t,8 39.7 AL 43.0
65 years and over .. 26.5 33,3 32.6 48.7 | 59.0 73.9 45.8
T TS 1.1 23.8 25,3 21.2 | 46.9 63.2 32.2
Other:
14-24 years .. 138 - - 0.9 | 1.6 9,1 1,4
BERRE 1 | L aapissreessessratinasiocs S asonssanasianaasEe tar aan e AP aTETRTSRe s en s arres 4.9 1.3 —~ ) 11,9 30.8 5.8
35-44 6.6 11,1 24.5 28.6 L LY 45,17 14.7
45-54 10.0 2.5 46.3 26.0 16.9 8152 220
T U S S P 28.0 41.4 38.8 44.2 47.5 67.8 3925
65 vears and over ___............ k17 48.9 48. 4 46,4 4.9 82.8 50.6
ST T L, e 12.9 18,7 23.3 23.6 310 30.9 20.8
4 ! Incidence of homeownership is the proportion of individuats who own their home.
TABLL 21. Percentage Composition of Income itom Selected Sources of Unattached Males,
Unattached Females and Families, 1967
Income source
Selected groups 1" TR ) m AL T E N B .
Net income Other
Wages and from Self- Investment Transfer Menc
S e P 211~ Y Total
salaries employment SRS payments income
= per cent
Unattached male:
Low income .. 32.1 157 3.8 58.8 3.1 100,0
86, 6 4.2 3.7 3.1 2.3 100.0
Unattached female:
1 W IRI OIS .- 20 =o oo ov o o B st e s 5085 omememmsansoilins s boo okt 7 25,1 24 B3 59: I Sl 100, 0
Other ... 8.7 1.5 9.4 5.3 SE i 100.0
Families;
Low income 44.1 15.0 m 34.9 2.9 100, 0
Other ..... 83.2 8.0 3 4.3 1.5 100.0
Totals:
Low income .. 40, 6 18 2 3.9 0.1 3.3 100.0
Other ... 83.2 19 3.4 4.4 | K 2 100, 0
e e =] - e L e e e Tl R i i
TABLE 22, Percentage of Low Income and Other Family Units Receiving Income from Selected Sources,' 1967
1 ;
g:llr-z’l;:%?yg:m investment income Transfer payments
Wages - f
Selecled groups and Retirement
salaries | Business | Farming r:cr',%m m;';Sl mvg:{‘;'em Family old age | ogrrr):r;m pensions
income income Hoatd dividends income allowances |pensions income
per cent
Unattached male:
JEOWMREOMEE. ... ... eip00ra5ess s saannsssstonas 37.2 3.5 6,8 0.7 11.0 6. 0.1 4255 23.4 4.3
Other | 87.7 3.9 3.2 t.9 18,3 6.8 i 10,1 11.0 6.2
Unattached female:
Low income . 34.3 0.8 0.6 6.3 17.3 8.2 0.3 46.2 15.3 5.6
Other 79.8 2.3 0.8 3.3 28.4 1.8 0.8 16.9 1.1 10.0
52.8 1.0 20.8 3.4 13.2 6.3 58.9 24.7 30.6 6.0
92.3 7.8 5.1 3 JUN 10, 62,6 10.5 13.6 (59
|
46.0 7.4 13.8 3.7 13.9 6.7 35.9 3245 25.8 3.6
90, 7 6.9 4.5 3.2 21,5 10, 5 50.3 11.0 12,7 6.5

! Percentages added across do not equal 100 per cent due to the possibility of double counting, i.e. a person receiving income from two sources will be in-

cluded in each group.
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Name of respondent:

CF2 |
P.S.U,
DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS
Ottawa, Canada mEG:
H.H.

1967 INCOME QUESTIONNAIRE

(To be completed by persons 14 years of oge and over who received income in 1967) Gin a5

e

CONFIDENTIAL ~ All inf ion wil) be

Please refer to the guide on reverse side if necessary,

d as confidential and used only by the Dominion Bureau of Statistics for statistical purposcs,

and "Dividends’ |in Queano" G) racher than as net income from self-employment.

ST

PART | - During the twelve months ending Decemhar 31, 1967, what was your income from the following seurcesm Dollars ¢
1. FAGES AND SALARIES BEFORE DEDUCTIONS A T]
2. MILITARY PAY AND ALLOWANCES .....ccmennivons casessonnes Sxe v .:] =
3. NET INCOME FROM NON-FARM SELF-EMPLOYMENT® —unincorporated busioess, professional practice, and other T—]
self-employment. (In the case of a parmnership, teport your shore of net income oniy. nf ote: Also complete Port It .. :
4. NET INCOME FROM FARM SELF-EMPLOYMENT® (In the case of a partnership, report your share of netincome oniy.) :‘I
NOTE: Also complete Port I1..
3. GROSS INCOME FROM ROOMERS AND BOARDERS :-]
6, INTEREST (on bonds or deposits), DIVIDENDS =
7. OTHER INCOME FROM INVESTMENTS® —net cencs, interest from morecgage investmeni, income {rom estate or trust w"]
funds, etc.
8. FAMILY AND YOUTH ALLOWANCES ~ Fedetal and Provincial (Quebec ~ Family and Schooling allowances), —l
To be reported by the father or the guardian =
9, OLD AGE PENSIONS ~old age security, payments rec eived under Guaranteed Income Supplement Plan, old age assist- ':l
ance and pensions received under Canada Pension Plan and Quebec Pension Plan
10. UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE BENEFITS Tl
11, OTHER INCOME FROM GOVERNMENT SOURCES ~ ail other social assistance andallowance paymentsnot reported :‘l
already in Quescions 8 10 10 ...
12, RETIREMENT PENSIONS, SUPERANNUATION AND ANNIUNTIES 1
13. OTHER MONEY INCOME - income from abroad (show equivalent in Canadian dollars),alimony, non-refundable scho-
larships, erc.
Specify: _ 1 :T-l
14, TOTAL INCOME - sum of entries in Questions | 1o .3 -
PART 1l -~ To be completed by persors who reported NET INCOME from form ond nen-farm self-employment (Questiens 3 ond 4)
E = i 9 C t Net i
Type of self-employment activities u?o :"', Gross income )::L.::;::.’:::'::’ (0::‘;?"‘:'::.)
L. Dollars ¢ Dollars € Dollars ¢
Sole
proprietorships
i ol =]
ke
15, (Including TEnn B ]
own-account 3
Farming) -
8 b1 [ Bl =] sl
' 8
o
6 Patincrshihe -ﬂ In the csse of a pastership, repore your 1_.__ —
. P S share of net income only.
(21 =]
Office vse only
Nota: | from an ...‘ d business should be reported as *Wages and salaries’ (in Question 1)

* To identify u loss, write the word *'Loss'’ immediately above the appropriate amount,

1100-1.1: 19-2-68

Use reverse side for comments.
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AEMARKS:

GUIDE TO INCOME SURVEY QUESTIONS

PART . This port should be completed by oll persens 14 yeors of age ond aver whe rmceived income in 1967,

V. WAGES and SALARIES. Report cotal cash wages and salaries before

al| deductions, such ss, income tax, pension 'und contributiaps, etc,

Earnings of newspaper boys, cleaning women and baby sitters
should be reported here.

2. MILITARY PAY & ALLOWANCES. Show here any pay received an &
regular member of the armed forces or as & member of & reserve unit,

3, NET INCOME FROM NON'F‘AIN SELF-EMPLOYMENT
- and -
4, NET INCOME FROM FARM SELF-EMPLOYMENT. Any person who
had income from either of the above sources is auked first w com
lete PART Il of the Questionnaire. See inscructions given for PART
rl at the end of this Guide,

S, GROSS INCOME from ROOMERS & BOARDERS. Fxciude payments
received from relatives,

6. INTEREST (on BONDS or DEPOSITS), DIVIDENDS. Report interest
received on deposits in banks, credit unions, trust compsnies, etc.,
on all kinds of homds, as well as dividends, Cash dividenda paid on
insuwance policies should be reported in Question 7,

)

OTHER INCOME FROM INVESTMENTS. Reporr naet rents from real

eatnte {including reatal received with respect to farm land), all mort-

m interest, regujar income from an estate or trust fund, interest
loans, etc.

. FAMILY & YOUTH ALLOWANCES. Allowaaces received undet the
federal and provincial (Quebec — Family and Schooling Allowances)
rograms should be reported by rhe father or guardian of the children,
fl there is no male parent, then this income is to be reported by che
mother.

hd

. OLD AGE PENSIONS. Pensions and assistance received under Old
Age Security, Guaranteed Income Supd;lemenund Old Age Assistance
plans, as well as pensions under CANADA and QUEBEC Pension
plans should be entered here.

10, UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE BENEFITS. Reporthere the amount
of benefits received under the Unemployment Insurance Act,

11. OTHER INCOME FROM GOVERNMENT SOURCES

Include here:

- kmen's c ing allowances;

P tiom, ¢
~ veterans pensions and sliowsnces and pensions to widows snd
dependents of veterans;

—social mssistance andsocin] allowssces, such as, mother's sllow-
ances, peasions to the blind and disabled, cash refief payments,
etc,

12. RETIREMENT PENSIONS, SUPERANNUATION & ANNUITIES
Report:
—income which was received se the resuli ofhsving been a member

of a pension pisn of one of morte empioyers; pensions paid to
widows or other relatives of deceased pensioners;

—pensions of retired civil servants, milicary personnel and R.C.M,P.
officers;

~annuity payments received from Cansdlan Goverament Apnuicies
Fund, an insurance company, eic,

Nets: Pensions from abroad should be aniered in Question 13,

13. OTHER MONEY INCOME. Enter and identify here any other money
income not reported in questions | to |2, such as, alimony, royal.
ties, aon-refundable sacholarships, etc.

Note; Following cash teceipts should not be reported: sale of praperry,
seitlements of inmursnce policies and inheritances received in a
jump sum, capital ar.d gambling gains orf losses, income tax and
pension fund refuads,

14. TQTAL INCOME. This ahould be the rom] of amounts reparied in
questions | 1o 13,

PART 1|, This part should be sempleted by aii persona whe during 1947 b

V*Seif-empioyed"’ arer

1) persons operating & business or professional practice alone or in
partnership;

2) persons operating farms whether they own of renr the [and;

3) pereons warking on a free-lsnce basis or who contract or sub-
contract to do 4 job;

4) private-duty nurses.

Detalls should be supplied for eacn selfsemploymen: acilvity sepa-
rately, if there |s more than one.

Nete thatQuestlon 19 applies 10 businesses, etc,, which you operated
alone and Question |6 to situations where you were a parcnet.

1o 1. fai

from self , farm or

Go t farm suppl ntary pay ts should be included in gross
income but the vaiue of income-in-kind excluded,

Net income should equal gross income less operating expenses (in-
cluding depreciation).

The toal of ali net income amounts enterad with respect to non-fam
activities in PART Il should be recorded in PART [, Question 3 an
“'Net Income from Non-Famm Self-Employment’, and the total with
respect 1o farm operations in Quescioo 4 as 'Net Income from Farm Self:
Employmenc’’.

To identify & loss, weite the word ''LOSS'' immedistely sbove the net
amount,

THE ENUMERATOR WILL ASSIST YOU IN COMPLETING
THE INCOME QUESTIONNAIRE SHOULD YOU SO DESIRE

Pleces enter your comments or explonstions obove

1100-1,]



HOUSEHOLD RECORD CARD (FORM 1)

I
1
Primary Sampling Usit

Segment nuraber

3.
Household number

4. Address S. Does thia
housebold D
live on a famm? Yes
(=)
Seree Address N
o —
{b) | 6. Inthis dwellin,
Ciny, Town, Village, Settlement etc. owned or rente. ! '
by a member of Owned
(c) the hovsehold?

Section, Towsthip, Reage sod Meridian or other ideatificacion

[ IMPORTANT - CHECK HOUSEHOLD MEMBERSHIP EVERY MONTH !

2

COMPLEYE RENY SCHEDULE ]

€13

Names of lw--dl-old = emb. % " r E
Line [ Semame iven name | Relacionsblp 12 COMMENTS
number howsehotd
= o 8. 9. 10."] 11, |Servey

Ll

FOR HEAD OFFICE USE OMLY

(o (TTLITT)
« (LITTIT
W[TTTTIT]

1100-2,1: 21-2-68

Specisl Surveys Division

ol L LR ET
o[ TITITL]

Dominion Duresu of Scatistics

e T.] P
w[ [ TTTTT]

«[(TTITIT]

s [T1 I

Remarks

1968 INCOME SURVEY

Iy

CF1

R — e s

tall hack date

Q:r‘;:uu below A;p;‘; ol l;{'l!n‘iﬁ i vpars ol age and over

1. 1.
Persans | Complered]
| ot had LG s Gind _FOE"GBEICE LIAE
income | reewencd? | No | Family [Redar) M A Inc.
i Yex | No® Unis' |Code | S | '* |t ode
o 4
¢l
=1
| o2
| ]
LE 9.3
: -
L L) N
{ 1 1
3 9.5 i 1
« T T
0,6} | }
T
el7] -
ojsl| | !
- ols] . R
10
11
112
113
114
145
* Expluin in “"Remacks’" why compleced € F2 forms were

not picked up.

«[ITITT T
(I TTTIT]
W[TITITT]
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