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The Study

Random survey of 8,357 (2011: 4,164, 2014;
4,193) individuals by Leger Marketing

Sample limited to workers 25-65 and who
had some employment income in the last
month

Covers Hamilton and the GTA

3,770 Toronto + 3,271 GTA
Available by FSA






Trends in Labour Markets 1976-2006, Toronto CMA (%)
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Figure One:
% point change in neighbourhood participation
rate 1971-2006 by

o .change in neighbourhood family income category
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*Each unit change represents move up or down one of the five family income
categories. Plus numbers represent an increase in family income.

Neighbourhoods divided into 5 family income categories 40%+; 40-20%+; within + or -
20%; -20 to -40%; -40%+ of mean Toronto CMA family income. (The Hulchanski strategy).



Figure Two:

% point change in neighbourhood self-
employment rate 1971-2006 by change in

10 — neighbourhood family income category
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*Each unit change represents move up or down one of the five family income
categories. Plus numbers represent an increase in family income.

Neighbourhoods divided into 5 family income categories 40%+; 40-20%+; within + or -
20%; -20 to -40%; -40%+ of mean Toronto CMA family income. (The Hulchanski
strategy).



Next Steps
* Gather census data by FSA

* Organize PEPSO data by FSA (CT
Trends, 1970-2010, three regions)
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