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ABSfRÂTT

ThLs ls ån erçloretory'sttrdi of 'the'"residentlal- ræbiI1ty of ,172: .:.:::

lnd-eq +9 ænr 3<r¡an fglV uni,le fffrls i1 destcaated poverty ITFaE

and.lrZ,f4nrd.ly untts lron a lrdddle lneone "ot" * the Clty of lffrt¡.ptg.

The ,proJect,qas colùreted b.q a erou-q of seeond læar students at tl¡e

Ifrrfvers-Íty of lfanitoÞa Schoo1 of .Socia1 
Türrk foLlowlng an Lnvltatlon

by the,0anadiar¡..!{e1fa1g Counell- ,!o oarbielpaèe tn a natlorraL stud¡¡ of

low-Lnco¡ne f arslllee.

Ttre .stl-dy,sought to an*¡er sseereL Oufstf,ons about reeldentlal

mobl.l.ftya.rthe,gttgot d, th"-,, *s-ldentld., neü,tt!{ îl t}: saqle, uh¡

the fan1lleg. Foved, what varlablee ¡rere related to the reasons for

novtqg, 99.Ê.:t,femt1ige wele satl:fl-9".q ïlt'h,t-Ìæi.1 Eover, rhether $e
oineuret+rrcgs ttrat.eaused the nove r¡ere still present and utlether

tþqre ¡l.g¡e g4y relatlonstrips betweên reäaons for rovlng and satisfaction

rnltù thg t*t,,Tot"' : ,l

,,,,,,;,,!,,f1,q. ï-es obtataed by ttre persoral alnrfnfstratÍon of strtetured

lntegriq sqhedull-. 
::;

It ¡¡aE for¡nd thet the reeldentlql noblllty of each of, the three

grorrps studLed rras both qualltatlvely and quxrtitatively dlfferent.
l

.âppro*f.rnately one haLf of the poverty sar¡ple and one qua¡ter of the

d-ddla Lncone sarçle nwed at least once ln the three ¡æar study

perJ.od. lhe fndlan poverty grcup shonëd a partierlarly high rate of

nobtlf.ty. Tvro reasons for novf.ng accounted för more then one helf of

alL reasons glven¡ these ineluded reasons¡ related to feattrres of

housfng ,ar¡d reasons eignlfyJ.ag lnvoluntary ¡aovement, The faml,ly rrnits

which rere the flpst mblIe tended to have one or nore of the follow-

tng fanlly characterLsties¡ louer a¡rnuel income, separated narltal

iY



etatue, large fanlly size and s1ryl,e nerber u¡rite over ElxLy yeane of,

8g9.o Generalþ, moct famlllea Ehowed eatlsfactl.o¡ wlth thelr l¿st

moveb wlùh this t¡e¡d being leee pronlnent ln the IndLei group. Moet.

fanllLes atated that ùhe ci¡rqunstaneea cauelng bhe mo\re werE no longer

preeenti. So¡ne fanlly unite¡ pqrticul¿rly ln the non-Indlan sample,

in<tleated intentlon to move again"

, The general, infolnaü1on deríved from ühte pnoJecL provLdee a

background for fi¡rüher reesårch studLee.
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ì1' Chapüer I
TNTRODUOlION

The ptrrpose of thle resea,rch proJect wae to etudy a epecifie sooietåL

phenomenon, realdentiål nob1l1ty, its effect on ¿nd reletionghip ùo the

poventy gfoup 1n the City of .!úl'ryripeg, as fìirthêr eubdivfded l¡to the

Indl¿n poverty group end non-IndÍan poverty group,. 
. ,U* ult dy wÊs eþ

ploratory fn natr¡re to er¡able us to aet'erntne the e¡ctent of, reaeonc for,

and regults of the residentLal rnobi}lty of the poor and aleo to enable

r¡s to search for end identify any slgnifloanù re¡¿tionshlpa auong the

faotors l¡volved in thlE mobLlLty. A ernåIl mlddle lncome group waa 1n-

o}¡ded ln the total sarnple for comparatlve purposes. It uae hoped that

the lnfornatlon gained would increase our knowledge and un<iergt¿ndlng of

the ettftudes and behavlonr patüerne of ùhe poor. It le onJy through

suoh an arareness of the llf,e style of the,Foor, thel.r uants and needs,

ùhat eff,ective servioes can be provicÌed to help a leviate thle poverüy.

This,p_fgJeat re,,.re*,"_,F"a of a mJor longltudlnal etudy of r¡rban low-income

famllies in Canade qqdçftåken by the Canedl¿n Welfare Councfl and financed by

a grant fro¡ the l¿idlaw FoundatLon" The larger eùudy, entlÈled Neùlonal

Llrban Lorv-Incone Fanlly Er¡a1r¡etion (hereafter ca1led NUtIFts) m.s sonoerned

¡rtùh the broader social problem of r¡rben poverty 1n Can¿da. Its purpos€ was

to focua on.ùhe reseeroh Reeds and gapa in our present knowledge about the

Car¡adien poorr wlth ühe goal of ulttrnately affeoting the developnent of policy

and prog,rans by the government end volrmtary health and welfere agenclos" the
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I Oresent study,qÊ,e ,conducted by eleven studenta in their second year at the Unl-
I

I v"rsity sf l4ani.toba Sohootr- of $oclal, tr{ork vho were asked to select one aepect
I

I of the larger IùULIFE study in partial.fr¡Ifil}nent of the requirements for the
I

I D"gree of Master of Social !{ork.
I

I In the past two.years, much concern hae been expressed about the problem

I "f poverty 1n Canada. In an affluent oocÍety sueh as oure, the consequenoes of
I

I 
tnís socla1 problem are serfoue and dangeroue¡ not onþ for the poor themselves

I Uot also for the progreeo and welfare of the whole country. The Canadian Gov-

ernpent, in the l9ó5 Speech fron the throne, uade a f,orrnal conmittmenù to under-

üaks a,war againqt poverty. Thls !ùas in recognition of the fact that ühe fac-

tore perpetuating poverty are Eocial and econontc i.n nature, as well as indi-

vldual and the,t soclal responsibllity must be accepted by the government and

socÍ¿l actlon taken Íf poverty ls ever üo be allevlated. fioclal l{ork also has

lts place in seeking ans-Ìûers to the prob}ens of poverty and jn fnibiaùíng social

action to,try.and conbat 1ù. It ls generally,recognized thet orrr affluent in-

dustrial society has doveloped a new kind of povert¡r, ühe povert¡ of the

flr¡¡lrier$.ogrr orr ¡rparåahrr clê.sges. The poor of today are what Michael llamingbon

refers !o as tlint,ernal ex1les,'lrl By the very nature of thefr poverty, the¡r are

unable to benefLt" frorn the progress the,reet of- the country is exporlenclng and

therefore are r¡nable to lift themselves out of, their impoverished situatÍon.

. the .extent of poverty ln Canada is considerable. In 19ó4r it r.¡as estinated

by the Ontario Federatío¡r of I¿bor¡r that 22 per cent (over for¡r urilllon) of

non-fann familíes anct lndivLd.r¡ale and 46 per cent (almoet one n1llion) of farm

IMichael Flarrington, The Other funerlca (nattinoreo lr{aryland: Penguin Books,
1962), p. 174.
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f=a-niLfçe and lndivLclr¡¿Is were Llving in poverty.z These people wil] renaÍn in

p.over..üJ ,ur¡leqs effective programa are establlshed to help then re-enter the

nainetr,ean,of,:i.nduetrial eociety. Before resources and opportr¡nftl-es can be

¡nade aveíLe,ble to the poor, ft ls first necessary to know what the impoverished

porson thinks, f,eeIo, and r¿ants. Very few studies have been carried out in

rel¿tion to the poverty group i-n Canada. The lnfonnatj.on hre do have comes

rnainly,f,ron two maJor eaee history studiee on'u¡ban,and rural poor in Canada

undertal<en by the üanadian Ïrielfare tounci.I in 1965,3 The findings from these

studlee, are.only tentatlve ahd do not lnclude the vÍewpoiat helcl by the i¡di-

viduals and familiee of the poverty group. Theae studiee do indlcate the fa.ct

that na,ny:0anediáns live .i¡ conditions ïrhich can only be consldered as poverty-

stricken¡.. theír,houeing is fnadequate, they suffer from iLL health, have only

nrarginal inoomea., are undeneducated and.poorþ trained, have had few opportu-

nitlesr and are excLuded from rrarlous kinds of interaetion in the conmwrity.

It is,.generallyrbelieved that these factors are lnterrelated and consÈl'bute a

ltculture of'povertyrr which 1s passed on from one generation to another. No

0anadian otudy has been done that validatee ühie h¡pothesis about 'bhe culür¡re

of pover,ùy. There is a paucity of, fnformstton abouü the llvlng style of the

poor in Carlada and,Èhe'rray in'which thefr problems foru global networks or sys-

tems o,f,-lnter.ac-ting factors. If, røe are ever üo break through the rrvicious

olrcle of, povert¡rr'! it Ís most inportant ùhaü this infor¡oation be obtained.

, . :. Th€ NULIFIT study was rtrldertaken 'in recogriition sf and response to bhe

2unt 
"io Federation 9{. labour, Poverty ln Onta{io (Toronùo¡ 0ntarlo

Federation of labour, L9ó4), p. I0. : i.

. 3Thu"" studies were r¡nder the sponsorshÍp respectively of the SpecÍal
Planning ljecretarlat of the PriW CounciL a.nd ARDA.
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extstånþ,:gaps {n our knèfflÊdge on the Cana*i¿n poor and }tas concerned with

findÍhg ouè the: bêl1efs, attitudes, aspirationo, and li-fe patterne of the poor

in,ssrren lnterrelated areass housi.ng, budgetingr emplo¡rment, health, welfare,

eduoatLon, and soeial involvement. 'lh.*e me'mbers of the research group were

þrtf.cularly interested i-n one of theso areas--housingo In the past year there

h¿s been nueh publíc concern surrounding the housing problems of the poverty

group in l,,llnnipeg, especially in regarde to shes and r¡rban ronewal. The 1o-

cation of the urban ooruounJ.ty of the poor is generally in the trlnner cityrl

where the housee are old, diì.apidated, unsafe, and unsanltary, bhe neighbour-

hoode are crowded and often serlouely deficient in parksr playgroundsr and cor-

tain socj.sl eervlces adequate to the needs of the people livlng there. The

elugs of the, poor also seem to be a breedin6 ground for crlme, d.elinquencyt

prostitution, and other social problerns, Urban renewål, an attempt to create

more adeq¡aùe housf.ng for the poorr,often creates ggg problens for the poob.

l{hen, a, slrm, is torn dæ,¡r for urban renewal, only a portlon of, its for:ner in:'

hablt¿nùs get,aecepted into,the new iow-rent houelng. The displaced famillee

who. do,not. got,'aeeepted'have no choiae but to ü¡ove into another old run-down

houee nuch, Ì:ike"the one they lefÈ. This recently occumed ln tlinnipeg.

Alvj¡r'$chori euggestsr ,s,s seen Ín Chapter II of thls study, that, housing

has,a great impact on poopJ-era attitudes and bohavlour and, ln this rrayr influ-

ences .thelr ab1llty üo ávold poverty or leave it behh¿.4 Other stuclies reveal

that, housÍng ts a deep source of anileti,f,or the poor and that w'ithin the inner

4*lvtn L. schorr¡ $hmg and $opia] InsecErit{¡
Deparùnjnt of Health, Educåtlonãn¿ Wefgare, I9ó3),

(lÈsningtonr' D. C.: U. S.
p. 3r.
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city there occurs a |tperennial search for better housing."5 Norühr+ood refers

to'the''hÍgh rate of restdentlal nob{Iity in the irurer cÍ-ty and other studies

conffrm thie.

As the resLdential mobility of the poor is a signifieant aspeet of their

Iife êtyle and is closely related to housing, our resoarch group became parbic-

ularly interested in studying this nrobillty ag the focus of our proJeet. Resi-

dontial mobility 1s a vory important aspect of modern, industrial soclety.

Fron the 1961 Census .of Canada, it was dete¡uineci tha.t withln a five year perlod

laz'per cent of the populaùion ehanged th¿ir resj-dence aù least once. In t'bni-

ùoba¡ 41 per cent of the poErlation moved at least once, whí}e Ín lilinnipeg the

rate r*as J+?.8 per cent. Of parÈicular lnterest was the fa.ct tt¡at the highest

rato of movernent in Winnlpe E, 52.¿9 per cent, was found in Iord Selkirk Park,

an area of the city where many of the pôór live.ó :

Numerous studies have been rìone, eÉpecial-ly i¡¡ the United $tates, in the

residenttal urobillty of the eocÍ.ety as a whole and of ùhe raldd.le c1a"s.? In

contrast, very few atudiee ha,ve been done in the residenüial mobility of the

poor and those that havo been eonducted have mainly been concerned, r^rlth bhe

rate of moblli-ty. We knors from various studies that ùhe residential mobility

of the nld.dle elass ls a fìinctlonel adapùation to modern industria.l socieùy.8

The rúddle elass generally move to bri^ng housing into }ine with housing needs

5l.a*"rrou K. Nortlnøood, rrlleterl-oration of the Inner Gityrtt Ëg*'}-3*-@
$oqial'F.rc,b'tems, ed. Nathan Cohe¡i (ldew'Yórk: Natfonaf Assoeiation of Sooia1
ìrr"rk"ædil p. 2o7.

óC*""* of Cg"nd" 196], Bulletin CX, - 1, Catalogue: 95-541.
'

?fh*"* studies are discussed in some dotail in ühapter II.
8l*t*r H. Rossi, 'r,íhy åe.nilies Move: A Studv in -the $oci.al Psv-eþ-oloev of

Urban Resldentlal Mói1itv-@tncoer- ffflnois¡ T}¡e Free Press, 1955)
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arid,tholr declgtone to nsve êre'ugugllür s6ss6lated wtth ttfe cyole and oareer

:pettern of, tÌ¡E fe¡n1lü. Thc researoh group f,elt, thaË ühere are fasborg fn the

,,envlronment'of ,the poor whf,ah !ßtght affeot thet¡ noblllty.and nako lü dtffer

fron th¿ù of the d.ddle cllrse. The envlronnent of tbe poor f.o ono'of aub-

stÊndÐ.rd houslng, bltghted nelgtrborrrhooda, tlttle mone¡ no econonlc eecurlty¡

and few opportrrrrl.tloo. üle wondered,nhat effeat these f,actore aad othera, suoh

ari ùhE ohoiùage'of adequate houalug,for the,poôrr h¿ve on the pov,erty,groupel

eùtltudes and behavlqrrr pattTp" io regardo to thelr reef.dentLal asbllity. the

Indtar¡ end Netis oonsültute a large perccntage of the poverùy Sror¡p 1n tdinnLpeg.

tde wonderred lf thoy have urri.que probtrens concernLrig resldentfaL ¡¡oblllty boeauae

.of ,sdditlor¡al faoüore Ëuch'as dlserlnluaüf.on. ,tte thorefore decidcd to sÈudy

ühe Indian,.and,Metig a6'e,seperêü€ sub-gfôupiof the poverty:sollpr It ¡ns felù

thôt 1f ve uoro'able ùo galn &oré'knotd.edge aþout the behavf.our patter¡a of ùhe

.porrorty..8rouPr'b0thInd1en:andnon-Indfan,1nregardEto.ÈheÍrre¡l'denüta1.

",noblllùy;ho¡l ,ofteR,ùhey iaorre, uþ ùhey n¡ove, what,,varl,abtes are l¡volvcd'Ín

theLr'úove6, t¡aù ueinlght be qbl,e ùo ldenùLf,y oertoln problen areasr $oofal

uelfere gorvfcee oan then,,be diraoteû to,ç¡rds these'8?ea8 where tbey,are'most

nesded.

: Inelr¡ded ln sr¡: aùudy t¡6re- fåmily unlte,l,frrlng {n three'ar€að of, Metropol-

ltån,.HLffitpeg¡ -two. poverty erees ,and, onÊ rdlddLe income &reê B8' apeclfled by

the ,owunlty, Hetfare PlÀrurlngr tor¡nofl, of,r Oreator Wirurlpeg Ln cooÞeratlon. v¡l'th

ühe Flarinlng; IJlvlslon of,' the:.l'{etropolitan,.Gor-poretLon of Greetgr'ttirmlpeg.

'r¡66, pov@rùy arêas,,qþ6¡g¡,rere bor¡¡ded. by Nsùre Da¡ne Avenue on the eouth,

l{oP-h1e*fpa gtreot'on the woot,r,Burrowa. Avonue on !he' norùh end t¡he Bed Rlver

to"Polnt Do¡gLae,on'the eaeù'; ,A poverÈy area in whi.ch,sme,change, suoh aE
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u¡'ban,ronenaL, had oecurred,lasluded ùhs OensuE Traats 4, 5, 10, LI, and 12¡ a

povarty s¡:ea tn rhlch no change,.had oceur¡ed i.noluded ùhe CIensus lbacüs Lg, 22,

end'23. Ttre midd}e trncone aree $ae bourided by fhvell Avenue on the eouth,

OEbort¡e Street on tbe west, Bartlett Avenue on the north, and Fiaher Stroet on

the east.

.1he tlne oovered by thte stu{v ¡¡ae fron $epüenber L966 to l4ay L967 of the

Lg66 lo L96?'acaded.c yearr The i¡torvlevrlng of the aanpLe was carrled out by

the eLeven'studente ln the reçearch groupr Ffret Tear SoclaL Work studente, and

a oounr¡n!.ty lnter-vLswer.

lhe þpu1at:Lon'of thl-s çnoJeoù rlas 1000 dweltrfng ur¡f,ts randornly selectêd

f,rsm'the epeelfled geograph!.c araas by the NUI"IFB atudy. From thLe poprrl.aùton,

the $chool of Soci¿I Hork rlas glven e randoùn eample of 4OO addresges of, dweS.Ilng

untto, 30O in deelgn¿ted poverty aroee and I0O ln the deef.gnated nlddle íncome

êrêår¡,, Th€ ùoüel. sample sf thl,s etu{y weg errfved et by adm!.nJ.sterlng en inter-

v{er,r'scheduLe on a random baaf,a t.o,fa¡nLl¡f unito,Ilvtng wlthin tho spectfLed

ar€ÊÉr, ênd .d¡Ìel$.ng rnits.

Ttre foeus of our atu{¡r },u,e on ê compara.üive ana\rsis of the e¡stent of, fac-

tors lnvolved J.n, and feniþ charaoterLstl,ca of the nobÍIe sample a,nd the ühree

groups w1ùh1n Lt-ùhe l¡ndLan povelty Brol¡pr nsn-Indian poverùy group, and

nf.rtdle fncome,group. Trie were Lnt,ereeted Ln deternlning the frequeney of the

reel-dentÍel mobillty of the groupa, the reasons for mov{ng¡ setLsfaetion tl-ith

môves,' and j.ntentj.on to nove egain. fn lookLng at the frequency of"noves, we

Iooked.eù only thoae famlly rurLts who h¿d. moved wlthi¡ a three y€ar tine epea

fr.qn Janr¡¿rf,r Ir t9ó4 to Decenber.3l, 1966. In Btudylng tbe facüors lnvolved

fir,resi.dentLal mobf,Iíty, the proJeoÈ wao çoncerned epecXflcelþ ¡¡tth the last,

r[Õvê¡ AIro, X¡ rel¿tlon ùo the niddl-e lnoorao eanple, ùhe proJeot studf.ed onþ
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tJ¡osç,.,f..gF¡.þ .qni. te ;¡ vhoçe, ennrral lnoone ¿ld noù exceed IÞ8OOO.

:,,.: .,,Lhê-,,f,amiþ.chareateristLcs of ttre.no-btle groups-qannr¡al ferntly Lno@e¡

nari,ta"l ftatusr, aløe of fanlþ, and stage of f,anriþ llf,e oycl€r tr€re arÉlyzed

to dctefql¡o, if, any relatlonshtp exisùed betv¡son theee r¡erLables and reeeona

for moving. The charaaterietlcs of the nobile eample were aL,Eo conpared to ühe

toteL saurpLe ùo ascert¿in lf there rdere sny rurique charaoterieùics aseociated

¡*lth reeidentlal noblllty. Because .the foaus of orrr study ìrêa on nobil.füy, the

[on¡.,nobJle sanple sas not etìrdled eE ê seperate group but onþ as lt was fornd

wlthln,thg total eanple.

. A,,linl.tatLon lnplfclt ln thfe reeearch proJect tles thåù ve aocepùed the

sna'¡rers.gå"ven;by the,:lRtorvLewesa aa bef"ng aocurato and xnsdo no atüenpt to

ohegk,,.!Ì¡g,valJ.dLty of the Feeponees t'o 4ar¡¡ oJ the queotfone., Gloeely: eonnesüed.

qo,thie:fipe,the faat that we reLied entire\r on the memory sf the reepondent, Ln

anereqÍng ùhe questlone on frequetrcy of reãidenÈial nobillty and iaotors 1Þ

v=olvgd,ln roeldøntLsl nobållty anq a Uprt€.-tLon 1n dolng so ues thaü the tfue

Elq4,betw€en the nov€ and tþ interv-lew,nay have:affeeted tho reapondentrs mern'.

o¡iy and,ùhe{gf,ore his roplies. Another ì{ml-tatlon was ùho.t oertain rr¿rlabLes

nere not i.ncluded i.n the otudy, rrartab,tge. whLch wg knou from other eüudios nay

af,feot,rato end,regsons for novlng. these f¡elude diatenqe and dlrecüion of,

uore, oecì¡patf.on, eduoatton, se¡c of head of houeehold¡ owrers and rentere, and

oultt¡¡pl Lnfluencea ot.hor thpn Indten ethniolty. There aLso may be other wri-

ablee'p-hich ,we did not account for ¡rhLsh rnay af,f,e-ct the wlidf.ty of our sù$P"

He studi,ed faetors 1n the pevloue residence th¿ü.leêd the fe!011y untù to noire

Íggg thc houae (tlrttre:prr9hï), brrt r¿e dLd noù süu{y the faotsrs tlrat influe¡rced

the fe¡ql-l¡f rryrft towards the næ house,(ltthe pulltr) and thLs le a ltmtt¿tion aa

we knoy tl¡At bptb of these f,aoüors have lnportance. Also, rre etudied causea
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of,reqldenttel,¡ooblLity and other.varlaþlse f,or ùhe l¿st nove onlü¡ v¡Ì¡1ch ie a

l;1,nrt¡,ùton of ,ü¡Ís sùudy as theee variahl,es m.y not be typleal of other novog.

It,',Is neseooary to def,ine geveral üe¡re ao they hase been ueed ulthtn the

eontexù'of ùhls reeearch pnoJeot,. Theee Lncluder

rrResidenttal $obllltyu¡ novement sf a fa¡nilJ uqÍt frm one place of abode to

another.

rDwerl¡4* ttnitl¡ a plaee of, abode deslgnated by a et¡reeü and nruiber wlùhln

uhlch one or nore famiþ uniüe æy reslde.

trFenlþ Uniùll¡ one, or Eoro:porgons in a houeebold thaù eÌßre en income.

ËMobile'Irenily t¡nltu¡ a fen¡ltty unit th¿t,has novsd between Jenuery, t, 1964

and Decenber 31¡ L966.

tllndi¿n Fanúþ Unttlli ,a famlþ uniù the'head of, whlch profelsee to be of

Indlan or Metlg racLal, or5,gin"

ugon*IndXan Famtly Uplt,tlq a f,amilJ ,unit.ùhe,head of which professes to be of,

any racial ori6ln other tl¡an IndL&n or idetle.

TfenlXy Heads¡ B.:nElË adult¡ exaept where no nale spouse Legal or comron law¡

then a fælo edulù.

ïPoverty Grouprt¡ 'thoEe fad,ly r¡nl.ts reeiding fn deslgnated poverty areae

regandlese:of i$Gome.

ttgl.ddl€ Incone Oroupï ¡ thoee fau.tLy r¡nlte roeldlng in the deel"gnsted ntddlE

Lncome'êre&i:whoae arutuel income doesr not' Exceed'$8000''

Hlncométr¡ all monles couring í¡to the fåntly unlt.

tryolr¡ntsr,y MovErr¡ a resLdentLal novo in vhioh the fanlly rgrlt had a alear

shoice :bott¿oen otaytng and'noving

trInvolr¡ntary Movetrs ìa:reoldentfel mq¡¡,e 1n:ïittf.oh the family unlt dtd noù hs.ve

a, oleen cbofos between et¿ylng and'movLngi - :
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t¡Famfly ,I,lf,e; Cyclert! thaÈ pnocess of èhe: fand.lyts development ühat can be

dlvtded lnto the followlng stagoa:

(I) sÍngle adult r¡nder afurby yeare of êße

(eI'"¡¡a,mi.ed adult(s)r legal or Gormon lgw, no chlLdren

(3),,'im,rrled adr¡It(s)¡ legaL or conmon lsw, chlldren sl¡cùeen years and

under

'(4),'ii¡n¡inrf.ed adult(e), legal or col¡trron lawr'a11'chlldren over efucbeen

years

(5);, ' ef.ngle menber ferd.þ unlt stxty yêarg of age and over

ft¡e .bâaLc' ôoncerrr of this study was to tdentifþ and re].ate elementa con-

trlbutLng to the process of residonti¿l nobÍl:lty, This concern aroge from

hine: quêsttons: to which' theì study 1l erldresged. thesoi incLude¡

L. lii¡h¡iù Ís the e:rtent of resldenùlaL msbllLty of 'tha three groüpÐr' J¡dlan

poverty, non-Indlan poverty, and mÉ.ddle Lncme gtoupsl

2. Hhat were Èhe reaeons for movLng from the l¿et residence for each of the

tlrree noblle groups?

3. Are therc reasons for novlng con¡ron to each nobile group?

li. tlhat:variablee are related to the reasons for novLng and'ühe rate of reol-

dentLCL' nobfllty?ì

5, t{as: ùhe nove'frorn the l¿st rcefdenoe voluntary or Lnvoh¡ntaqÊ

6." Were tìe nobLte fanily r¡rlts satlafled oridlssetlsíled wlth thetr laet

nove?

?. Are 'tþ"a!.rcr¡nstêncee tl¡at ceused the last ¡nove still preaent?

8" '' Are theie relatlonehlpa between cerùeln reaeons fon ¡novee and satlgfaction

- 
-lÀL ÂL- 

-^--^or dlssatlsf,actlon wlth the movesr'wlthfut the groups Lnvolved?

9. Are there relÂ.tionehfpo anong the varlables we are e:cploring whlch could
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lead to a',hypothêsla rogardlng resf.dentfal nobl}lty ln the poverty group?
(

A begfo,assumptlon of thls neeearch eùudy ràa th¿t the reeidenttal mobll-

tty of, a'fantly r¡rlt is preclpltated by some causs or Gauaês which ean be Lden-

tlfted thr""gh an Lntervlew wLth ühe mobf.le famtly head anrt fanlþ unit" Iù

wae also: assumed that where å r€sponsLble adult¡ other than the head of, ühe

houeehold, Ì¡as'Ínterrrtewed thet he rould acourate\r neBresent the general at-

tlùudes,lof ,,the,fad.þ unlt. In order to gain a general lnsight into the mo-

bfltty erçpgrienoe of the urban Indlen poopl,e'as e whole, it' was felt. that those

famlþ rurfts;rof li[etLs orlgin,should be lncluded tn ühe Indtan eamptre. An as-

almiption+¡&s,,rtherefore,nade ùh¿t the cultwal beckground of, the Indi.an ,and

iletls uaq sufffclenÈþ s{mLl¿r ae to allcn¡ anal¡rsLs and study as'one Efoupr

rdthout,affecùj¡g the va,lf.dl.tgr of, f,Lndinge.' As the prapose of, orr etudy uae

ùo .1earn,norê;:abouü the reeldantlsl nobtltty of the three SFouÞBr aa they,theno-

eelves eawllt¡.we.'essr¡m€d that the ansners 6!.ven by the respondents.þ¡gr€ correcù

and that, the valldLty of ühe flndÍ.nge would not be affeoted by the tine lag

between the'actug.l nove and the reeearoh lntervlew. Iur* asounptlonr¡sas al.so

nade thatrthe',LnüerpreùLve akill of the Lntervle*.¡e¡r through the, a¡lrqinlstratlon

of a struòtured lnter¡rlen sahedule tas, for the punpoee'of thf,s Eüudy¡ the

moeü rel:lab].e sor¡rce of gaùherlng datå.

A foimr¡latlve end oçloratory deefgn ruas u¡ed Ln or¡r reeearsh proJect be-

,cauoe of, the lack of er¡afl¿bte kno¡ûedge on bhe resldentlal nobLlíüy of. the

poverty ,g3ouÞr e l¿ck whLch prevented us fnon forntd¿tlng a hypoùhesfs" and

.üeeting variablee in a more controlled way. TtrÍE nethod enabled us to collect

baalc i¡¡forrnatlon pertatntng to the reaLdentfal rnobLlLty of the .three.,groupÈ

ln :the sample enrl to seerch for causel rel¿ùlonshipe among eertaln r¡arfables.

It uas hoped that thl,s wor¡Ld }ead to the formrrlatlon of hypotheses whiah couLd
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then be.tested i.n oùher research proJects.

The'meùhod used for data colleation wag a sùructtred lnterrrLew sohàdule

persoruitfy adntnlstered ùs fanily r¡nfùE ín the dosÍgnated poverby and niddls

Lncome a.-réão. A sanple of 4OC dwelling ru¡l"ts r,trae randonl¡r selected fror¡ the
.-

epeclff.èd'geographle ar€aa and door-to-door l¡ùerr¡iews hr€re oompleüed wlth

224 fai.nily''units. The order 1n r+trtch the fa¡ntly r¡nlùe lrere i¡tervlewed ¡sea on

a: randoni'bssis. ì :

niê. Aa{,e'ieô6rded on the lntervLew schedules was organlued aacording to.:
4re& anil'"ethnlc:origln trnto three groupings¡ Indian poverty, non-Indl¿n-- pov-

ert¡ anþ lnlaAle incone¡ eáoh of ùhese groupin¡is was then further eub-dlvlded

into mobile and non-mobfle groupso I?¡e daùa rr¡as then transferred to tally
eheeùs and the noblle semple and groups thereln were ana\rzed as to the fre-
quency'of Eoyeo, reesons for moving, and reeulte of noving, in particular,

degree of es,tiofactlon with ùhe move, whether the res.son that pnecipitated the
.:,.'...:.'.

nov€' te.,stfll þreseuü¡ and lntenü to move again ft tttu near fi¡br¡re. Fanl\r

chdiactËi;tetLas pertaining to annual f.ncome, el,ae of' fârtriry, narLtal etat,uo,

and stag''e of farnily'llie cycle were analyzed in the noblle sa,npLe to seerch for
any'reiâtlonehlfe'ühat rntghü exist betwoen thego and oüher varlablbs.t 'Ih"

characteristf.ce of the nobl.Le sample was compar.od to thoee of the total eanple

ùo deternl.ne the si.mil.erltLes and differenoes between the two. 'Itre findlnge
'rvtêre pres'ented ln nerrative and ståtlstfcal forn and use ¡eas É,de of tables

and a bar graph for claselflcatlon¡ crosa-Gl¿ssification, end eonparative

purpooes;

Befcird'diseussing method ln deteil, 'the Uackgrouna ffter.atr¡re wltl f,ireÈ

be revte*gd. ' :" '
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BAOKGROUND IJTìfRATIJRE AI{D FR$;VIOT'S, STTÍDTES

Referenee Has u,de ln Ohepter I to the neoent inoreased concenn about tbe

grave pnobS.en of, poverty ln or¡r affluent, nodern-dey eool,oty, lhls conoertre

whloh !.o oxprèesed Ín a growing quanttty of æterf"al wrÍtten on poverty, has

cuLmlnetod l.n the govermments of boùh Caned¿ end the Unlùed $taùes deaLerlng

an uncondlùfoaed tù¡ratr on poverty.u The Llterett¡re on poverty lnaLudee sone

deoof{pùion of the roeLdentla.L nobfllùy of tho poor s8 an aapect 'of thei.¡r ll.fe

style end also of the houaing of the poorr wl¡tch !,e oloeeþ eormeoüed wLtb

their reeldentlatr mobLlltyo Our readlng thus oentered ¿rourd theae ùhree maln

are&ar p¡¡veft¡r¡ the housing of the Foorr e¡rd reeldentiel nobl-ltty both of the

generaf poprúaÉon ancl of tho poor. In ow rw!,ew of baokgror¡r¡d llterature

andipreVtoue gùudles, tr€ forurd that, ùhe anor¡nt of naterlal avallnbls on poverüy

uEs extenalve, also on the houslng of the poor and the genereL ¡npbLlity of the

pop1¡letLonn Honeyetr¡ fen atud:lee,have been eonducùod on ùho reEfdenülal nobtl-

tty of the poor,and even f,ørvør on the rseidenttatr nobtltty of ùhe Indtran poaro

tùflenaky and læbeeux, ln ùhsf.r. boqk Induaùrfal tìocletv and $ocl.ai þJe1fare¡

preaont, e conpnehenslre pLetnre of the dyne,nta eÌenenùs preeent ln nodern lr¡-

dustrlal aoeLeùy. ïù le wtthtn thlg broÉder soclo-aúLùr¡ral conte¡cb that both

po9erty and reaidentl,al nobütty nust be vlelvsd. HiJ,eneþ and Lebeeux e¡ggesf

tb¿t A hlgh degree of, resLdentLal nobllLty, reeulting frm an lnere&sed deÉnd

for,a,nobLlE Lndustrlal l¿bor¡r force, ls a naJor çharacterlsttc of, tJestellr¡

aocleùy. Thig nob!.l;lty le acconpanied W other chenges i¡ the eoclal order
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including urbanizatlon, eçeclF¡ltraùlon of occupatlon wi-th nore enplrasis on
.... .:;r..i tl

aehievemênt, a new and enlargened middle clå€F, and en agcg:rt o¡ ùhe nuclear
:: :,.: .. ì.r.1, .:¡:: -- : -

famil¡iì,'..r:f'rcrmlthése'eoþidl.icbenges;,.thgre;eniergee both social Fryogreas aE well
as socla1 problens' One of the most prevalent and pressing soeial probleme in
oun wban-Lndr¡strf.s1 society is that of poverty.l

' 'l-' : l'_ :(- ::

In his book thL0thgr .A¡nerlca, lilichael tlarrÍnsbon vividly describes Ìúhat'.,:',::: ,;,r..,Ì,r-r,'' -.,T--:T'.: .,. ..:.:, i-.. r ' :.' .':

Lt means to be poor in an affluent soqiety, ¡ùro the p9o: e{er þow p.g,v_q¡t¡ i9
defined, and the exùent of poverty. 'fo def,ine poverüy by income alone le. not

sufficient. llarring¡ton suggeste that poverÈ,y should be defined in üerms of
.:.
t'hose rho are denied the ni.nílml levlee of l¡ea1thr. houel.ng, food and education.'..'''.'

, theÈ,or¡r, ¡mesent ,staÈ'e, öf,'Èechnologi.cal.'aúd scf.entífÍc lrnor*ledge'speeifies for' '

lffe as it is lived Ln Èhls corrnÈry. A defÍnitlon of poverty should algo i¡¡-
elude ùhose whose righüfirl plsee in eoglety ]s denied- them bec¿¡use üh-ey.are

peychologieally handieappedo and are r¡¡rable to take advantage of nerr opporbw: .. ] :

al.tLes. IÀsùþr reference ¡¡onst be mde to ùhe conditions of cont,eqporary life
r :. :: i .... ". .1 : ..i . 1 r.. . . ¡ :

because the poor do noù share Jn the gains of pnosperoua Èlnea, br¡t inr¡qrfably

sr¡ffer the hardships of b,ad ùineg.2

The etructr¡raf a¡rqi ssclal, changes Urousht about by industrlslizetion and.: : .. . : :.

url¡anion h¿ve created a certaín kind of poverty with certaLn eharacùeristies.

lhe ageQ¡..,'rydgfÊnt..,.wor!ers; 'ipeopÌ,e iuiüh lo¡,education, children.and,feniale-

'.hgad.gd". f,q4fliQ9 ¡-&rê: rthe ,groupa: wbi) :ase,:,the 'most rnrlr¡erable to povenùy ,in: ôi¡í

.e.gcigty,, ,,;,f-treso. are ùhe, people:Hho.are.':¡li¡mrme- ,to,,Þrogfàssú..:.Ildr¡lingtm .,

.,.,i'.i.i-ì:i.lllBroldi.lrfilenraky',and ,GharLee Lsbear¡r, fnei¡strlsl Soci'èt
lielfare . {}tq{ Igr,E,:. .E$ssel¡. $ege. Foundatioãrffi
, '?-fr1ehae3-,llarrångtmn ,,:T,bø,,9thêr .,A¡nerica (gattiürsre: penguin Books .fnc.,
L963), p. 1?5.

' .,4.\: :. j.1,.., , , ; r:. . t'
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stgtess

- Tbe otber Anenloens ere ùhe v!.ct!.ne of ùhe ver¿r lnvenùloaE snd tm-
ohfnea tbat trave provlded a htgher llvi-ng etsndard for the rest of
eool.ot'yn Tt¡ey ere upslde-down 1n t¡re ,ego¡o.nyn end for thæ Bre4ter
productfvity often mêans rdoroe Jobs¡.agriculture advance beconeE
bunger,J

AcoordLng to Éarrtngùon, the e:Etonü of, poverty t¡ the llnited $tateo i.c

al¡r4f,ngly large and tbe hrubers, raÈher tlran dinlnl,ahLng, ere incneeefu,rg"

ABproacfneùel¡r one-qrrorter sf ,the popuþtlon of tho ,UnLted $t¿tes te precent\r

IÅv1r¡g,trn poverüy or depnlva.tlon, A, dlaüurbJng faator ebout thLs povonty la

thÈt tü Ls so invLslbl.e. i

: T"he otber ånerts,a¡.the A¡nerloa of, poverty¡ le hldden today ln a
wsy lt ner¡er wae beforen lte Btllione êre oocially fnvielbLe to

, ihä ñ"t ;¡ llor ."'¡ . tuty-¡e"" to t"o"¡ thåy-heñ no.votcE.è

,, ltr€ eheresten of ngdern povenüy, ttarnington suggeEts, Ìree changed conoid-

eraþþ from pwioue perLoda ln tho htetor,y of, North A'nerf.ca. At one tlme

Bover,.ty rr¡,a:eesocl.ated rrtth {migrenü groìipe qnd uea cons!.dered to bø a tsm=

pora-rîf .statoq . The povorty of today i.s a nay of lÍfe and the poor laok t¡l¡e

hsper eaptr.¡tlonar .and opporüur¡ltA99, tq beüüer thbi¡ posltfon th¿tr,was oharac-

üerlatle of, thE,irnllllgr¿nt poel'. The 4oaniag of poverty La deecrlted by

HarrS.ngùon aa fol,lowa¡

In ehort, betng pgor tg not, oÞe aepðct of a pe¡aonta ILfe ln thf.s-
oourÈri¡ lù !e hi.c L!.fe' laken es a whole, poverty |a a culüuren/

Ttre poor hevc e dLatincttve set of veluee and behavLour traite thst set then
.."::,.

off frm tl¡e reat of ühe populatlon. Thel¡r styLe of l:lfe ls ehaped by pro-

longod econoulc deprlvation and unoertainty. Ttte poor laclc edr¡oatlon and aklll,

3¡ü.tr"1 tl¡rringÈo¡¡r,,IÞl$., p. 19. :

AldLeha"L ttarrtngùon, TblÊ.¡ p. l.ll.
5ut"t*"1 HarrS.ngton, Iþ![., p. I!8.
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havài,baa horeeLng, poor'heel,ûh¡rtor levels of aspiratf.on end hfgh l,ovels of,

nsn¡al'ddetlreao. 'Ëech df.aabfHtf i'1" ülr"''*"o ''fntense beoense' lt e¡clsts withtn

a web of, dleabiIity. Ttre poor aro mors e:çoaød. to ll,Inese due to poor houstng

aondi.tions dnd rurtiyglenf.o clror¡nstanceE'vtriereby they heve Leee poesf.bf.llty for

treatmEnü" Ttru$ Lt aan be eeen, Harringüon sùates, thaù their prôbleno are

lntrfnslcêIJy lnterrelaùsd ln oaueatLon and fn tnfluenoe one on ùhe other¡ and

the cr¡ltr¡re of poverty becomes peraietlng and psrpetuetlng fron generatlon to

' '"Leonard Schnei¿6¡çþ¡r'"6 atudy broadens or¡¡r'wtüeistand!.ng of thls ponenty

ctrlüure. He suggests thet tt Ls a fallecy to view the culùr¡re of poverty ae

betng d¡refunctfonal and stÁ,tee thsù it is actuå,lþ e poeltlve¡ eta.ble, per-

sLaüeótt:i*ay'öt l"tte. whioh fs f,unotlobel for :at¡rvltral f" tfre l,¡.ntted ènvi,rons

nenù Cndifite style of the lmpoveri.ehed. It nay appesr dlsorganl.zed but ùhle

ls oniy bEcauce Íù ig a style of tlfe aeverely æLadapted f,or euooese Ln e

nlddle-claeE urbên socioty. He atateet

' 'I'he llfe etyle of the chronlcalJy lmpovorlshed ls not so muoh'
diaorganj.sed as f.t lc dlf,fere4t\y orgenLsed. The apfroa,rence of

' 't"dlsor'fiiinÍøEtion'1e largely'e f,r¡r¡ction of the eühnooeilirlaf,ùy of
the rriddle ol¡sa connlrnlt¡ r*hlgh tonds to see rùat ls dfffergnt

''i¿r' øi¡¿r¿Écar or wrong ãn¿'ú¡¿t f.a rrong ae Locking'órder.?

Thls theory 1e e:cbreme\r valueble for urdereter¡dtng the'restdentlal tno*

btltty of the poor group as à-part of thelr ltfe süyJ.e end tho naturo sf tbe

comunlty ln whioh they Ëve.

6leonard Schnelderæn, rThe Culture of Poverèy-A 9ÈtlAy ol_!h-" V-"llu-
Onl.entaülon FrefenenoeE of 'the 'CtrfónfcaÏLy Inpoverl,shedx (unpubHshed Ph¡' D.
dJ.seertatlon,. Depù. oJ $ocio1otrl llnlvqrstty of l4lchlgqn¡ I9ó5)'

?Leonard $ahnetdêFnÊh¡ ru,., p. LóI.
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lniCán¿¿ar,'8 th" role of aütLtudes'and the develo¡menü and. perpetuation of

poverty !.h'''Canadå ,f.s dlseussed;' The report etatea, ln agreenønt r+lth Harrlng-

ton, that the poverty group Ls oheractenLzed by ai;titudes of pese{n{sm and

defoat and üherefore üheÍr noth¡etion üo¿arda msans of self*tnprovemenü ls

far from, strong. Included ln thls ie their lack of notÍr¡ati.on ùowarde reei-

dentlel rnobllLty. The poor feeL elåenå.ted from the rest of socl.ety and are

not, ee ready to movo to different provin$es or dLfferent areaa of tho city Ln

an attenpt to lnprove tbeir Lffe sltr¡atlon ee are ùhe other mernbera of

oocl,eùy. Attltudee of sooiety alao cauee thls poverùy oulture.

$oc{eùy. reJecüe the poor, holda then apart and prevente them, either
directJy or by lüo goneral etülüude towards tlle change of eeonomlc
an¿ioooial tnstltutionar'fron croseing lnto reglone of prooperlty. 

;

In turn, beeause of, thef.r poverty, the poor develop adJubtnente to
. , the.t¡ envlroir¡nenü'whlch 'contrLbute eqnelly to thle vleloue clrcle '

and pnevent thæ frq¡a taktrrg adnantage of opportuttlge for lndl-
viduål development.9

, , ':[ [4¡96:: proportlon'lof ou.r Canadlan populatlon¡ thla report reveals, 2O

per cent lo 25 per cent are peeentl;f llvtng Ln lmpoverished oonctitions. It

dlscusaes nany faators ths.t, urgentþ need to be dealt wfth tf Caneda ie to do

somethlng constructlve towards allevi-ating the poverty i¡ our nldst. One of

the ns.ln erees that It La partfcular\r concorned ¡vlth Lo hous!¡g.

Àfvfn schorr.ln hfs booh $lrns, end Social Ingecurl?v preaente very useful

background materlal on the poor and theLr probJ.ems In housing" He describes

poverty as bctng a s¡mdrome of utrtually reinforclng handlcepe, wlth adrrancea

ln one aFêå¡ Eûoh ae,,houaing, oontrlbutfng"tõ advanoês ln' other.areas." l

8i'Þl'ttl."ofPoverty'l.nCIarpde¡BaeedonaPaperProparedbythe
speclel-,Flàû¡lng secietarta¿n (Prlyy CouncLl¡ Ottewa, L966), (mlneographed).

guProf,L1e of Poverty,in Canade, Baeed on a Paper Prepared by the
Speclal.Plsnnf.ng $ecret¿rtat,¡n p, 4.
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Sqhp,ft, f,ornd !,þù the È¡pe of, horrslng wÌrich people ocouFEr influencea their

heelthr,bolavloun, and aùtltudes, perbicUþrly lf, the houe!¡g,ie !¡4dequate.

In a ryriad, of,ws.yËr. horrslng aff,ecùa, ablltty to Lmprove onefs ci.reulnptaasEa

and theref,ofe t¡e.hypoùheeizea that lt has a etgni.fiaent, rel¿tionship to

whather peopLe cên mov6 ouù of or etay ouü of poverty. $chorr ref,ena fo s

pgpsonrs bouee and nelghbourhood ae being e¡çtenEioJrs of, soL:f.Io . ,

,.,,, 'fh!.s book also deals wfth the reacone fani}lee have for want¡lng ùo ohenge

their plece of resfdence. gohom euggeeùe ùhat poor peopLe te¡(e the hotfslltg

they,r.can afford, nakl¡S ohoi.oes wtthfn I vot¡r nÊrrow range. He ases tire no=

blttty of thç, d.ddle oloee, on the other hand, aa befng oloseþ connooted ùo

the fanilyls l-tfe Êtaße and conposi.tion¡ to asplneüione to nov.e uplard

eoclallg..e¡";,rf-rnpt¡¡ to.ILve bstter--rroonsl&ershi¡r.iÏ[ Er¡t thi.c rtnlddle-cless

:

uå.ahrr,ho,points out¡:ls not Reoeagartl¡.the wLsh of the poverÈy groupn or Lf,

lt ls, :fü |e,not, nesesaå,Dtl¡r rrtthfn thelr attel¡ment. $one of ùhe porsone Í'n

tþe poVerty group, ey wleh to stay wttbln the lnner oLt¡r anong trthetr oum

kind¡,s, ,Othere l¿ok the monelr or credLt to find the houElng they,dp,oLre. 'Ðls-

cf.lnlnati.on restrLcte the chotoe of, houslng: f,or som6r vlhile euLtåbl-e hotæf.ug

Ls not,aval!.sblo for othera. the fa¡nllieE nost llk,qly üo be folrnd ln eub-

standgrd. houslng¡ Schorr euggøete, are thoge of a racieL minorttyr,the eged,

large fantfles¡ oXd peopile¡ rrtel .wtlgfantsr.the uredueated¡ sad ùhe famlltes

headed by a mother¡ lheee famfüee are el"so Yery }tke3¡' to'be poor.lz

$ahorr dloçusaee the dtfficutrù¡r the,poor: -have, ln oonpgtentls nanaglng

loA1.rt, Schorr, Íilt¡ns and SocLal-Insecurlùv (ïnshfngton, D. C. i U. $.
Departnent of Healùh, klucation, and hielfere, Lg63)t p' 31.

lrRl"lo $chorr, rbld.r p. 3ó.

Eulrrl.r, gchorr, ].&-.g!!,.
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ctrange.. lle st¿ües3

; :1. ,fiiop€ ].Ûro sre poor ar€ @¡e gfùen aü the mere¡r of eve¡ùsi tþey-.
do not, heve the nonegr¡ the ooitacta, or the ettltudee ¡¡hloh ueke

,,, tr! posoible üo bend events toÈhelr1wLlI. Poor people ar-e üþ,,
moet often affeeted by hogçtng ehangee and the Isast ofüen f.n a
¡neition ùo influenoe it.Ð

Urban renanal, he found, ofùen Èends to oreate new problens for the, poverty

gr-oup. Fe¡ntL:Les foraed fron bli.ghted neighlor¡rhoods nuet flnd ner+ hornes snd

üheae ere not, alwaya evallabler

,A rscent artlcla in the Winnlpog Trfbr¡ne substentLå.tes thLE etateme¡t of,

$qþorrror llluetratlng the,erltLcal natr¡ro of thie problen in Hruripeg' the

artícle reports:

hlhen a., eltn ia üorri down lt le only a handful of the !lüpp€!:t ¡

cl¡ss pooiu that get, aecopted inüo neú Lov-rent, housirtg. llwt-
,dreds of, displaced fentlLes-:the reJeets and leftorrers fro¡a the
neir housing proJeet'"-get another old run-dow¡t bouse mueh }lke

, the one they L9få' . c ,' !$tnnfpeg cqnnot' ffnd, sultable houelng
for needy famtÈeE at the prl,cee ùh€y ean afford to pay. 0n1y

,,rrsluo f¡oîrof4gtllÀ-."u¿i"Ufã-"t o¡egp-raùàa.L4

,Ttre,,eitent of oducation, deqp*rooted feellngp ebout feqfl.¡f and neJ,ghþourhood,

resentmenù of, outelde :lnterf,enence ¿nd ]iolc of, ånoone to pay hlghen ¡ent are

a$ ,proble4s aeEociåted rdth reLogatlgn -of thE poorr

,, , ¡rwronoe lùorthuood tn hLq artl"ole ItThe ÐeùerioretLs¡ of the,Innpr. Cityn

glvee q ve-ry. oornprehenslve pLcture of the onvlro¡nent condLtlons urrder whloh

reny of ùhe poverty group l;lve. He eoncludes¡

- :.The l¡ner clty.fo not q¡ly a relio.nor¡nd of, the pe*f lt fs the
¿r¡nplng grornâ of the preeent. It'is ovcrpopuJaÙed by the poor.
s{büy ¿o not ![ve thene by c]rof,ee¡ th€i Lack the aùeady ineome to

i,ltv-e elsewherg..,,.Eeeauoe of, lnadeqwtg lncs¡e end the,hlgh oost

. .,, -,:rof',1åvingr the Poor nust arotrd togothcr¡, of,tetì wlth æny

'lSAlrd.o,finhorr¡ ÃþLÊ.r p. 55.

@¡ Oçùober e?r t96ór F. 1r
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, fâ,nlliée''in'a 'dwel}tng'unit that onoe housed,one fanlty.lS

lt¡e houaes of tbe l¡nor clty¡ acconding to North¡¡ood, are old, dilapidated¡

uaaêf,e, and r¡neanlta¡V¡ tlre neighbor¡rhsoda are crswded, often oerlousþ defl-

cient ln parks, pl,aygrorrrds, and soslal seryices adequaùe to ühe needs of

peöpLe:'llvlng there¡'sehosle are often frnferfon¡ and oeiüafn foius of adult

reereati.on and comeraLalLzed vlce are inappropníate for fanily life. Ha

refers to ühe high rcobLltty Ínto, out, of¡ and rr¡ithin thfs area r¡bloh he terng

as''a:lrrþeroxlñi.e1,E€aroh,,fôr bEùüerhous!ågr¡ and ¡otee that ttthough the slìn-

&ieller hoveerwhenever he can i.n seerch of better houelng, he doEs not nove

far. "16

lhe Canadlan !.Ielfare Cor¡nollre study Urban Need ,Í-n Canada. 1965 reveeled

thst housing ts ¿ sourèe of deop anxloty for the poor in Ca¡rada. Ihe conclltl.on

of 
,houelng.was 

bad or unfJt.to }[ve ln for al¡oEü onq-half of the g.anple group

etudled¡ tåe most, tnadequ¿te heusl¡¡g r'res found to,be occupied by the eged¡

broken fanillee, and IndXans. Or¡ercrordf.ng was common and rent wae hlgh. Food

a¡¡d r.ent consrned almost 2O per cent of e}l lncone of the poor fanll:leg¡ whi.eh

necra*lt"ùod ruirgr moves to trSr end:ftnd ar relisonable balánce beÈween utret the

faniLy oould afford:and rrhat :wae tolerable. In regerds to the'atùttr¡des of, thq

poor group abouù theLr houaJ.ng, the study reported ùhåt 65 per oent of the

sainplle'.,felt ühaù thoLr presont honer$as lLniüEd or lladequate for thêtr nrioda¡

yeù,fO'per-sëÈt:of thE familiee stated that thoy had'rno lnüention üo m"v".l?

l5ltn""o"e K. l{orthwood, nDetertoraùion of t}e Inner Ci.tyrrr goei,al Work.and
So,ciel lr-oìtrsns, ed. Naühan Cohen (iter Tork¡ lùatlsnsl Aeeociaülon of Soei¿l
ffif** 6Ë; p. 22J¡. .

l6ltor"o*e K. Nolthr*ood¡'fbld.r' 'p. 2O?.

I?Cuneafu,n ldel;8are touncLlr, Ûrban trÍEqd, in taneds¡'4965'1 4'0asa Rqport on
lsblene of FEntlles in Fow Oa¡¡sdi.sn CåtrAes (0ütalra: Cansdlên Ìrlelßare

üowrcf.I, Lg6il t pp. 1Þ32.



. ?J,

, To understand tltE:rseldentlal nobtllty of the Foor¡ tt ls finst helpful

ùo look at b¡'oad soci.øty and to ascerteln why,X,¡. whole socLety ls on tbe

mov€a hîtqns¡ry and Lebear¡x atåte theù shange and movemEnt are itrherent in

LndustrlalLzation. The worker La dependent¡ in an Xndustrlal.:løed aocteüy, on

ühe enployer and the J¿bor¡r narket rçhoee ohangtng denands neeeseitate freguent

Job changes, whLch often lnvolvea resldentl¿l nobll1.ty. Aocording to

tü.,Ieneky and Lebeau¡(i geographie nobi}tty'!.e very hígh for the whoLe Popula-

tl"on:,br¡t f.s hlgheot'anong thsse who eonfom oloeest to the kfnøhtp paùt'ern

donl¡anù fn ùhe urþen,,h,LddLe cllßss. Tt¡ey auggeet tl¡eù¡

. . i . o there 18 reqson to belLçve'that nobtLity (ln houseer'Jobo,
fncone) srnong profesel.one bsootses a regular paùtenn of r¡rben J.tfet

,and doee not have the rtisnupùÍve effoet that even-q much snaLler
.*o*t of uoufftùy hae on rvär'king clase fa¡nilies.l8

FeterRoseifnhiabook@aIoopoJ,nLsouùtheh1gttdegree

of ¡noUiffty lrr modern socLoty¡ with one psrson in five shlftlng residence over
':

a peilod of one year. In looklng more cloeeþ at the factors involved f.n thls

nobility RoEsf stêteEl

The raobitlty w]rich characterløee our urban pLaces ls nade Up of
, : GoüDtless thoì¡sande of lndlvidr¡a1 noves. . ,fiach indtìtldt¡â]. move,'tE

not a randon event but detersr"lned by the householdts needs, dLs-
.,., satLsfaotione, end aepfratLons¡ "There ls an rrnderlying soolal

psyohologie¿I rtorder¡t,f,o the apparenùly restless nlll.ing-about of
är¡r qrben poputetion..rY

He: arrggeetE that &o:adoquate underetandfng of uobillty requLree a knot¡ledge of

wbat,,nôving neanÐ to lndtvtdr¡al houeeholds*-ühe part nobl.tlty playe ln bhe

fami.Iyrs l:[fe, neede, deaLree, and aepiratlons'

.,,,T¡¡e nain faotor involved i.n rnobitltyr Roesl forndr vas the fanfly llfe

.I8Harold L. t{'ileneky and Charles lü.

j ,lgPutei ú. Rossl., lr¡hv FF¡nlU.àS ¡{ove
Oionooe, Lg5,5)t p. L77.

Lebeawr" oD. Gtt..

(Glencoe, IAllnolsr

Pc Ê3.

1T¡o Free Freee of
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cyCle; He trypothesLøed'thàt ¡nobllåty le a meohanLsn by wtrlch a farrl'tyro

housing f.s bronght lnto adJustment wlth lts houo!.ng needg. l{eede change aa

ühe: ierrtly:goes through lts ltfe cyoLo end houelng varles conef.derebly 1n lto

abtlity to satiefy changing fantty nsodsn The gap between the needs súd the

inflg:iibllity of r¡rben houeLng 1n neetlng these neede produceo the hlgh rate

of, urban residentlal rnoblllty. Houslng needs, Rosef erçlalns, are determined

prinarlly by the corepoe!.tlon of the household. Fasrllf,ee ahange ae ühey go

throqgh the ILfe cyale of gfowbh rrherie neede are greatest end then decline.

hltren the fanlly Ls young and grow!.ng lt has pnoaef.ng neede for rnore spaoe and

aleo i.s ndre sansitlve to bhe phyaLcal. and eooLal environment wlùhin whlch the

resld,enee ie located. Lese apace le needed when chfLdren grou up and leeve

the famùþ and generalþ anoùh€r move occurs at thle t,Lne.

'.' :[n hiá,study, Ilossl dlcl not dtsauae tho resldêntle} nobtllty of the Poor.

He clegsifled aII moy€s into two categoriee, volurtarTr movea wþare the house-

nola ne6 a c}eàr.choioe ÞEtveen atayfng or movlng and forced tsov€Ê where thLs

choice was not present. Ttre forced movee æ,de trp 39 per cent of eII noves and

néebf did not etudy these aè all. It ls the poverty group that largely neltee

up ùhose famillee who were foreecl to nove"

Lealterand,'Rlchardsonta studyzO neyeals that a deo!.sLon to nove t's the

résùIù:'of varloùs:rrpushegrr f,rom the onigtnal d¡øeltrtng end upullerr towarde Èhe

nêw,'one¡, They found that.2p per eenü ef aJ'L' movea were invol.rurtery, due ùo

.: r rt-r--

sùch thingg ee 'dlvorce¡ eviction¡ rnarriage, and a Job in-a:distant looatlon"

Itr contrast to Rossll they oonof,.¿"U tfrat it was not li.fe cycle. but qêreer.l'

;.,. 
''20ç Les1ie and A. Elohardson, nï,lf,ê:Cycle, Career Fattern, end Decier-on

to Mover,t , Nf,\IIr No. 2 (Ðecenber 1961)r
pp. 89r+-9OAi
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patterr, fqctor¡ such ae soelel' nobl}!ùy expectatlons ühaù oorrel¿ted h16hþ

wlth recidenùle1 noblllty. Ttro f,anLl5'es Ee¡[ have the eano nr¡nber of, people

and apaae brrt orrþ one fealþ rrill nove. This may bø expl.sined by ùhe faot

tl¡at famlLlee wtthouù ef.g4tflaant rçoldentlal ¡nobl}Lty potonùlaL nay raü1on-

alløe thE Eane feaùu¡rea wh!.ch nsbtle fa¡011{f unlÈs lf.st as obJeotlonable.

Ver.¡f few eü¡dl,es atre foeused on tho r€asons r+hy the poor movs, Hoeù

auühore,thlak of the poor es novlng atnleael¡ and conülnually¡ but' nwer

reelly betterlng thslr poslùl.on. ,l.fannrã tn hi.s etudy of, the lnner-el.ty

slrm ¿ree,of foronto¡ fourd, that ùhe rate of noblllty w¿g characùerLsüleatly

htghr. r{tt}¡ the mJortùy of mov€s being ¡ede wLùhin ühe Rrea. 0nly 15 pen

cenè of ell the rþrres in a gl¡¡ga yea.r ür6re shlfùs to a hf.gher status rlletri.ct"

Í¡.one eohooln hs dlecovered ùhat tho tur¡r-over of the childron tt&B aLmoet

t@ prf.cent Ln a tsn nonth school ¡rêBrc Of theoe, thres quarters of the

movea we e atùrtbutEd,to one quarter of the fanLüee, the hard-Gorð noverô

who throqgh,g-hêe! ecs-noqttc pr€ssure my Eov6 th¡'ee o,r four tfneo,e tl'gqr,o

ftrlE lr¿rd-eorÈ gro-up mereþ shLfts fron ons resLdonae to another rlthin, en

area of, a few blocka.

. , , Å etuÉy de*Ii¡g speoi.fLcalty wttÀ e oanrple populatloa f,ron the povarby

group uas conduated i¡ 196O ¡y $i.cheel topperrnan .Æ' ÍL is concsrned imlnþ

wlth ôhe,raüe of.nohlJ;lty buù doos epeculate on certp,in eeuseso Hls ftndlng

røveeled,ùhat aLnogù one-hal.f of, sLl the femLlleE eùudled (¡ú per aent,) ald

not qovê eù eII durf,ng.a two,yoer pe¡dodr whllE one thind noved ont¡r oneø'

21ü¡. Id, lifann, nlbe Soolal Liycten of a Slrme the Loruer Erd, Torontortt
UFbent$n ând thð Chdnfila€'Can$$+e+ Sgat6þyr.9d. 9. I)o Cþrk (lorrntog
WõþIW of roionto lteea, 19É1)r pÞ, llp$1.

''. ,2tü."heeL topperæn, trReoLdonüUf ¡foUfUùy ôf E Oroup of Pr¡bËo ldeLfare
Cl.Íentortr bkiolal CasF,rork, SV (July fg6r+)¡ pp. 4O?-4L2"
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Etgþt famLlfes novEd f,lve tlnes or tnore end accounùed for 62 per csnü of ¿Xl

the'¡úovea. FFou ühese stetfatloo, Goppenúer¡'oonoluded that lt ls, fncorreot

to eay th¿t å1I publla welferc clLents are €xceasf.vely ¡aobíIe.

' Coppo¡man f,or¡td tlhat f,a¡niþ eize and pl.ace of reeidence characte¡rtzed

fanlltes-tl¡at novEd. Iarge fanl}lee moved lees ofüen than snall.onee and

Gopþemn attrl,buted thLe ùo the faot that they have Leea chotoe of houslng

and tbey era nore lLkely üo have conpleted the gror*ùh and novfng oyclo. Hls

regulte aLôorshowed I'slgnLflcantþ htgher rate of reEf.dentLal noblllty ln a

perùieulÅr cotui¡ntty noted for it,E gr€at coneent¡mtion of eoolaL llle. It,

wèa a ÉüaIL nunber of fanllf.es in thia erea who moved a dLsproportLonate nr¡n-

tiEr of tl.mEe . topperman euggesüo thaù sne'þf the causes of resldenti.al no-

þt||ty nay be ùhe lnebLllty of eome farn:LLLee to nÊns6e theLr flnances, re6ard-

leee g-f tho adequaoy of'the budget. Resldantlel noblllty in lùge];f ls

neitÌier'healthy nor r¡nlreaL,thy¡ ratherr'lù'depends on the nr¡mber of movEa end

c'l¡orrnsùenoês sr¡rloundtrç üh€m" Or¡e:of the u¡oat eLgnificant coments ln the

etudy nas theù'exeegstve nobltåty Le usualLy nsù a baslc oauoe qf ühe f,eniþta

pnoblens, rather lt is a e¡mpton of nelfunctLontng¡ but, lt can becone a

oausel f,eator in the faniþre contlnued natfunctionlng.

,The eùudy by the Canadf.an tfelfaro tor¡ncåL Urbân, NeSf! 1n Oanad¿" lq,lc23

Réúeeled,that the poverüy group tn teneda ls verXr actlve 1n tenne of, nove-

ffintt tþLs aoveuont, le nalrrþ wlthln the alty" the eüu{y- fer¡nd that 65 per

eent.iof the total aaurple moved at Leasü once ln a flve year perlodo nlùh one

ha,tf of theso f,anil:les novlng frsm üvo üo eight tf.mEs"] It elso for¡rd t]rst:

aSeanaalan hielf,ere Councll,
Ottawa I Oanadla¡r l¡lel:fere

Corua{}¡ 19ó5).



I-o-¡¡, lnoone is dl¡ectþ oomel¿ted t¡tth, e l¿ck of gense of belonglng on,group

p4rtf.cLpatLon. Thoea wltl¡ the betÈer honeg tendød to be those who dlsliked

theår nel,ghborrrhood and wanted to move out,¡ while thsee wlth'the woraù l¡omea

Llked the nef.ghbsurhood"

The Legaeee Beportr4 orr of the fers stucÉes concerning Indi.an noblllty,

deal,a m.inly ¡si.th reaeona wh¡r IndÍ¿ns and MetLe move to the olty. 0nce theSr

have novod to tJÍ.n¡rlpegr ühere is a general insüs,blltty of resLdence. The

report Etates that thle f.e an evldenee of Ínet¿blllty of enploymemù¡ of fan-

iry úfe, and of cormunLty }lf,e" Legasee euggeste that norrj.ng fnd!.eates that

tenantg are looklng f,or sonoth{ng betÈer" Fronrlee of a betùer place of rosl-

den6e, he forrnd, eaueed nany fanf.lÍes to go dom ùhe gtreet or ovor a few

blocke"

A revlsn of literaùure thue reveals that the chrontcaLLy poor erd-et

wlthin a epeclffc cultr¡ror the tteulüure of poverüyril thaù te elgntflcantþ

different l¡ value oríentatf.on from that of the cJomlnant cr¡Itr¡re in aooieby

today. 'I¡e ltfe eùyle of those who live ln e atate of, poverty I's ehaped by

e much dlfferent envirorment ühan thsü ul¡tch lnfluenoee the genoral. popu3a-

tlon. Thelr envLron¡nenü [e one of sub-etåndard housing, rae1al dieorfnina-

tion, bli.ghted nofghbounhoode, unemplo¡rnent sr rnderempl.o¡ment, I!.ttle moR6y,

and"no eoononi.c øecurJ.ty. They srrffer from poor health, d5-sabf.Ilby (nentaL

an¿ ffisloal)¡ age, lack of an edrrcetLon¡ large ofüon one-parent fantlles,

and few opportuulùLee. ltreee factors lnteract and reinforce on€ anoùher end

tend to ¡uke the poor very n¡tnenable to orfses eituabf.ono" They aleo affeeü

the poverty groupta atültudes and behevLor ln regerds to reaidentlal mobllJ-ty.

&.Iooo H. Iogaaae, $
tt (lttnnlpegt Departnent of AgrLcu-lture and rm'nlgretlon, Lg59
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Faet studiee on reeldenülal noblllty point out the oonpLextty of thle pùre-

nomônon,and the neeel to conelder a variety of factors f.n the L!.fe style and

envirsrment of the poor fn order to r¡ndersùand the r¡eùure of bheir rEeiden-

tlal moþtLlüy ln a modernr industrLal eocJ.ety"



OHAPTEA, II1

METIIOÐ

Thla research proJeeÈ was undertaken by a group of eLeven studenùe fn

the Mastera year programtne aü the Unfverelty of ldanLtoba School of Socla1

Work, Our g¡oup was invlùed to partlclpate tn a national eùudy on u:rban pov-
:... '',. ..' ' ., :. ..

erüy ln Canadâ belng oarrled out urder the sponoorahlp of the Can¿dtan l,lelf,are

Councf..L rn Ottana and the ComunÍty hiolfare Planning Council ln lúlnnlpeg. Tl¡e

p!¡{pos€ .of Èhe ¡ûUIJF¡j sÈudy ¡ng to gêln e nrotre comprehensl,vo plcture .of the
'

attltudes, bellefe, and lLf,e style of, poverty fa¡nl}leg ae they thenselvea saw
.-l..,''.'.:':'.:.'..:.,.:'..]i.,.'-','....

them.lo be. From thø lntttal broad focus of povert,y, our researclr, gro¡¡p be-

came'lnterested tn tbE area of houeLng and from thls !r€ nårrowed our focue to
.. -.' .,.,.1. :.. .l i- . ...:. ,, . .. . 'i t'.,''-

the reildenüisl noblLl.ü¡r of ühe poor. (See Cheptcr I for ratlonale.) Back-

grounfl rnaterÍal, lnclrrdlng rel¿üed res€arch studLee end theoretical lJ.tera-

ture o-n poverty, housf.ng, end resldenttal raobfllüy was dLscugged in our

groüpo Fron theee dlaousaLons nine questlons were formulatod, aa ouùLlned
':ln Chapùer I¡ pentafnlng to the patterne sf resfdentlel nobLllty of the poor.

For oonparatfve pu¡rposes, we eLso etudled the paùterns of ¡resldentfel nobll-

Ity of ntddle lncome f,antly unLts. Beoause of bhe scarclty of ll.teretwe on

the reeidenùl¿l nobtJ.tty of the poor, our etudy ruae for.mul¿tlvE and e:çlora-

tory in deeign.
l

T,Ìre eoì¡rce of dêtå for ühe proJeot, l{ao a oample of famlþ writo llvtng
... :. ';.,ì.]

ln deol.gnaùed poverty areae and a deelgnatgd ¡nlddLe Lncome år€år An lnter-

vLe¡r Echedule ¡¡¡s peraonalLy edrìih{stered to the hEad of the houeeho}d or a
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' .' ,,1t :1,:.¡ , '.... 
: . . .. ' l

neeponàf.ble artulü in the houeehold elght,een yearÐ of age or older, ln door-
.'.'

ùo-door fnüervLews. ltre responoee of the i-nterviewee were trecorded on the

Eohedule.

Thà sarnple was obtalned by the folJ,owing pros€Es. Ttre NULIFE süudy

aelected a random aanple of I@0 dwellLng unlts ín Wlruripeg¡ 9ffi from deeig-

neted.polerty areaa end l0O fron a deeJ.gnated ntddle-incme area. Inoome

stgttätios from oensus tract buLletlne of the 19óI CsnÂdian oensus r€re

used to identLfþ tho lorpfncome and ¡d.ddLe-lncone cenaus tracts. One half
. ,.i.. ., ' '.:i','.'.

of the lòrry-Íncone aample rnne rendonþ <lra,wt fron the rrf.mpact arearr of I
':

.....i .

naloi r¡rUen reneral proJeot" The Comnr¡rlty lûolfare Pl¿nning Corrnoll of
I . 1.;r i.,1 4 -. 1: ':,

Greaùer tulnnlpeg in cooperaüion with the Planning Dtvleion of the l[etropoll-
:.

tan Córporation of Greater Wtnnlpeg del:lneated trpoverty blooksrt vlthln esah

o€nÍ¡ua tract f¡ the lon-lncone a,reê. Dwelltng r¡nlbe were €nnr¡merat¡ed wlthin

theae tùooke for the poverty areas and ri,ùhin tt¡6¡-pov6rüy blooksrt for tbe
:. ..

, .,..,1 ' , ..'. ',,

ntddlti;fnêono area. the fl'naf stage veg a rando¡n sampling of dwell.:lng unltg.
... I i:.,.;,..

Fion the NULIFÍi cenpLe, our Besearoh Advl,sor obtslnod a samplè of 4@
. ,_.ì.:r r .

ranaouily sel,eeted dweLttr,rg nnJ.ts, 3OO frm the desf.gnaüed poverty areae end

.

fOO fron ühe deelgnated mlddle-Lncome åÍ€Bo Ae a dwelillnþ unlt could con-

oefvaüty cor¡tal,n more ühan one fanü.þ uriltr the NUIJFE atudy instructed'inter-
':

vtswe;ä to attenpt to i¡tervielr etrery fanf.\y rmit w1ühin a dwelüng unLt.

The order in ¡rhich the fanlly r¡nlta were j¡ten¡lewed wes aIEo on a rendon
,:t ,.,.'

.'

basl.s"
:'
Intervlewlng was cerried out from Januety 15, 19ó? to ldaroh 1, 1967 and

:... 1 .r"r .

withXn this ttne ltnlt we trl,ed to cornplete as many lntervl.ews aa poseible.

îhe lntervlêH€rs were m€nbera of the research group, FiroË Ïear Soclal l{ork
. t l.' :'

atudents, and a comnurnity Lntervie¡rer. Ey !{areh L, L967, 224 inte¡¡riews
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wgre gonpleted end ühle consùltuted or¡r lotal sample¡ From the ortgtnql
t-

sanpile of h0t^t 224 lntenrie¡rg were corapletedr.5? were refusals and thg 
.

reminfng ìrer€ not oonpleted fo¡,the followilg reasonE.'-c4L1 not nade¡ nacanü

rstldenaer rro sush addreear and üwo caLL backs Bd6. ì ,

,Ítre large nrnber of refusals placeo some l{'nltatLon on ùhe eampler Thla

waa Lh.pgrt due to the tlne limtt we set for intenri.ewingr Ln order ùhaù the
1,1

proJecÈ, could be conpleted by the end of AprLl. No appoinüments were nade

prlon,to the doonrto-cloor lntenrl-ewing Ín accordanoe ìtlth ühe NUIJFIT lnotrua-

tlons ênd Èhls nüght have af,fected the lntervieweers responee and ll¡atted the

Oa,rqp}p,. ,The lnltLal rgeponse of the,person. i¡rtervf.ewed wae often one, of sue-

plcf.on and lt, rÉs lefü up to thE ektrIl of the intenvlewer to ellolt.hls eo-

operatlo¡,at ühe tfrnq of ,.ff.rst,conteet, A,ppotntnenta were nadq only ruhen the
.

reeponden-t, nae not avalþble to parttotpate in the proJect on the, flret call

an¿ l.ndtaated agreement to parül.olpate aù a l¿ter datq.

t: fhe, prgJeot dats was obt¿lned by the a<tnt¡f.etratlon of a struotqred

lnteryL-ey.schedule, whf.ch for the focus of thle report consistecl of two sea-

tlono¡..,the,fLrst geatio¡. (A) oonsiattng of ó guestLona a4d the eeco¡d eectlon

(B) ,conslptfqe of,, ? queetÍons. . (liee Appondlx A for 8, copy of the schedr¡Ie' )

'Itrg p",Iggeduro lnvolved developlng tsntatlve quesligas relåted to the maLn

q¡estlons ]leùed f.n Chapter I and supporùf-nß Ldeae. for uae ae reüabtltt'y

cheqke o¡ baslc queetlonsr 'fhe nexb etep wae ùo apply th5.o,origl¡rel draft to

ê Fre:test, eaopLo cornprl"sed of eLeven fad.ly unita. .Tho pr€:test vå9 :gon-

drrqtgd, ,tn, NoJre¡ber , L966. Of, the pre-test conple of eLevenr nlRe fêmll¡¡

r¡ntte Xlving f.n uhat rras conaldgre$ to be }ow-income areêa blere oeleoted by

the $Sf.ght,or¡rhood $e¡vlce Oenter and ü¿o fantþ rrnite J,lvlng in what wes

i.:

og¡g1{ened to be a nlddLe-i.ncone e,r€a:}r€re selected by the 0h11d GuÍds'nce
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0Llnlc'of Oreater'Winnl.peg; trChenever poeeible, the fanlþ unft waa contecüed

by telephone to aitânge.for an appointment" ,Before the intervløwlng,uas:

¡:anried'out, ,the scheduLe ead nethod of approach ylas dfacuEsed, by übe group

nmbere in,order to insure rrnLforrotty of approach and nettrocl. Also, fron

tbe studLee .ln the llteratr¡re and group diecusslon we devised a,cl¿esifica-

üLon syet',em of reasons for movlng whLah ue antlclpated Bight be given by the

reepond,eate ,&tld theee were coded. , ,

. After testlng the schedule, re e¡¡snined.and analyzed tho deta eolleoted

and atüenpùed to evalr¡ste the effectiveneee of the aohedule and the appltca-

bflity,of, the,ctr¿eelflcation e¡ætem of ¡,eêeona. Section A, per.talnl.ng.to

Ldentlfylng fnfomatle¡ te,:bê transferred fron the hlULflE eahedule fsoe,,

eheetn l,r*¿s .added,,.to the achedule ln order, that, we', cou1d deùermLne the .char-

ecteristlcs, of the fanfly, unlts tn ühe sanrple. Mlnor adJustrnenùs ln the

wordlng and ordering of queetLone 1n gectlon B were redêr, the, atn being fur-

ther clá::ifloatlon of tho questions,f¡ order to Lnsure, faclllty and lncreased

obJectLvity of respona€Br

: Ttre questions f.n, the,eohedule,wetro devLsed to obt¡ln information ,

raqulred to anewor the maJor queotione }leted Ln Chapüen I. lieotLon B,

QuegtlonE I and 2 of the sohedule were cloeed-end queetlono deef.gned':to, asoer-

ta.ln nobïle fautl,y rarlts and non-moblle farnlþ r¡nlts and ùo determine the

nmber. sf, noyes .per f,a,m1\y unLt wlthln the L¿et three yeargr SecùLon B¡
i

Queeti,on 5,uas esked ês En olren-€nd questlon to provLde informatlon,,regardtng

elf the,,reâsons and,the naJor reason f,or novlng frorn the l¿st place of :resl-

dencs for the noblle eample. trt ¡iae felü th¿t an open-end ques.tton, rela,ted

to roaaons,for novtng would glve,the reepondent more Eoope ln hfs snswera,

tn accôrdanco: wlth the oçIor.atory nature of the study. Section, B, ,Questfon 4



3L

ïes de-vJ.sed Èo, deterrrtae"what pnoportlon of ltovea for bhe nobÍIe sample ,weo

vol.untÊ{yf'êÞd,,Hh&t proportLon was fåvoluntaz.y. lbts referred speolflcally

¿6'tþ6:,rlagt'.moven Sectlon B¡ QuesÈion ? Ì{es to detenntne whether the nobiLe

famlly'i,unlùe were satfsfled or dLssetisfied wlth thelr l¿st nove, ltrs three

poínt.,,ret'irig scale,provlded t-wo levele of posLtf.vlty (ttvery patigfl,edu ènd

lr¡nodeiatelJ setisfiedrt) and one lwel of negativity (trdiesatÍeff.edtt). Sec-

tlon,':B¡ :t¡¿ueetions J and:ó, pertalnlng to whether the reason that,, precipi-

teted,tþe: tilorr€ le stilt,present and future Lntenùion to mover were included

to verff,,Sr,.the,,roopondentrs degree of satisfaction r'fith the la,sü move.

, Ihe addreeg of the faniJy unlt wes oltained in $ectj.on Ar Queet:Lon I,
in orêer,'that we'could l.dentlfy fanil,v r¡nLte llvlng Ln the poverty- sreas and

:

those,,¡livlng ln the qri.ddte-incoBe 8rea. Sectfon,Ar"Questlon 2 ¡¡ee eaked ifi
orderl:'ùo-; deüeftd.ne. whether ths feqlly, untt wgg of Indlar¡ o¡t non-Indl,en

ethnlc orLgln, $ectlon A, Sueetione 3t ht 5r and 6 pertainlng to m,ritsl

etatus,of,,the, head of, the houeehold, total annr¡al:fsrÞJ-ly lncome, number of

memÞergrln.famf.þ unit, and agee of,ehildre¡ were devleed Ln order.that we

cor¡jld^;rde-ecribe ônd aompsre the faniþ ot¡aracterletlce of the tot¿L sanple

and the total nobl}e sample.

, ..,:'A. etandardizçd method of applicatfsn of the research sohedule ngs uù1-

I:LBed¡i:, ,fìe lnstructfone for ùhe arl¡ninistration of the NULIFIi schedr¡le wsre

also,,u&ed, f,or the. Ed¡ninlgüraülon of or¡r sohedule. It was decided by the

reseg¡ch group that the,echednle for the proJecù wae to be admlnLstered

ef,terr¿compleùfng tho face sheeù of the,l{ULIFiû, schedule. Prlor to the act¡¡¿I

adß1n.|pùrqt-ion of the echedule, a brief,ing eegsion wes held,ryfüh the..l-irst

Tear,,,etudents and the oomunlty l¡tsrvlerrer, whereln e menber of or¡r rEeeerch

group,,inüerpreùed the questLone of the schedule and gave Lnstruatio¡rg for
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fùs adntntstratfon. Tf¡1s r*as done 1n order to eneure as closely ae poÈeible

conslstencs,ln t'he adminiaüratl.on. of the eehedule" Each member of 'orii groì¡p

rua'e'pdøtfdèd v¡:ith an ldentiflceülon card stgned b¡r Lloyd Lónton fro¡a the

Itlnniþo$ Conmunity Welfere Fl.anning Cour¡cLl on behalf of the San¿dian Wel-

farelOouncil,, and a'st¿ndardized appnoaeh üo Èhe fantLy un{ts in the aample

raa Cetabllshed" After.the'schedules were conpleted, a leùter waa dànt ouü

by,,lths'r$tmrurttt lrlelfare Planning Council tô each fanlly r¡nit Èhaü partlci-
peted:¡ån';the.:stuqy,tharrkl'rrgthenf,orùheircooperation.'..:

'fhe use of the schedule resulted in sone limitatl,ons. Sectlon Ar Ques-

tion 4 pertaining to the tot¿I annr¡a} faeüy income should not have been in-
olgdcld 'ae pert of the ldentifytng'Ínformation eecùLon, as ennr¡al Income was

nOù:.æäcörded on the rfaoe, sheeù of the ¡üUttFE aehedule, onþ total nonühþ

fa4tfy" frrc@oo .The Lntervlewer nrultiplied the total monthly Lnoouiei firom the

NUttFB,,echedule by,ùwolve ùo get thø ar.rnusl fncome and thfg does'not give an

accl¡raüe account for annual Lncone in ¡nany Lnstånèee.

':1; i Another:li¡olteùfon eriolng from,the schédule resuLted from our.faih¡re

üo:''{no}ude fn the ldentlfylng tnfórnÊtloh e'oatLon a queetfon whlch:esked the

ege(g)'of Èhg,attuLt nenber(g.) of the fenlly unit. thie dat¡ wae needcd'Ln

order to dete¡ntne 1f a fanll.y unft Ls 1n eùage one of ühe fauuiþ }ife cyclo

(sfngle adulü under'slrrty years of age) or ln stage five (elngl,e'aclult si:cby

yedre,'of,,age or older). Afüér the lntervlewlng rrlae completed end the

.ftnd5.ngs w€r€'belng conputed and tabulated, 1t lraa neoeaeary for:us,'to'"6for

back,'to the NüLIFhl echodule for this l"nform¿tLon.

.,;'. f,¡ adni¡ieùering the echedule, ft wee sometÍmes n€csggetTr,Èo paiaphraee

and':'expl,ain queetlons .for-respondents Ìrho l¡ad dLffloulty ln understandlng the

queeüions for reteons such as ilanguÈge barrier. Thle mtght, have put e fi¡rther
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I1¡ii"taüf.on on the use .of, the sohedulE,

The:'ôrganl,zatlon and analysf.e of or¡r data rsas'camled or¡t ae followse

Ttie,'221+,reompLeted echedl¡l€s were clseelfLed lnto faniþ nnLt,s .t:tvlng 1n

ùhe deelgnated poverty areae (hereaf,ber cal-led poverty group) and fad,þ

unlt,s llvlng ln the deeignated mlddlE'lnoome area (hereafter called nü.dd,Lo

Lncome,igroup)" Ten famiþ ruLts ln the nlddtre income gpoup whose totol en-

nnel" fanily'l,ncone exoEÊded $g0OO were el{mlneted in accordence wl-ùh the 1n-

eùruatlons'glven by tho NULIFIì etudy'u leavlng a total sampl,e of 2Lh. Ow
:

rEeeenèh' gfoup decided at thfs tf;ne to includerin ùhe ùotal eanpLe atrl f,anr

tLy rlnttg ln the poverty Epor¡p regardlees of, theltr Lneomen Aa the focue of

our,atud¡r f,E on the reeLdentlal rnobitlty of fantly r¡nlts fn the poverùy

areesr: üble,deotsLon waa arri.ved at ia order that'we,-mLghü obtaln a trlrþ
represt¡¡rtaülve plcüure'of the reeldentlel nobl,LLty patüerns of thls, gnoupr

' 'The Þov€rty, group was fi¡rther Eub-dXvi.ded acoordlng to ethnlc ortgln

lnts Indlan,and non-Indlan. The r¡lddl.e,f¡come group r¡eg, noù sub-dlvlded, ae

the onJ¡.'Indlan fanlly unlù 1n thlg.grouprhad an annual lncsme exceedlng

$8OOO"and thenefsre ryas ellnin¿ted. A furthen eub¡divLgLon rcas nade, of each

qf thebe,:three groupaæpoyerty IndLan, poverty non-Indlen, and nlddle lncome*

lnüo mobLle and ÃoÌr-noblle clsssif!.cation.

Afùer'f,ornr¡Iaütng ùheee sf.x naJor grouplngs, all the sohedulea were

nrmbered fron,l. tô 414 fneluslve. AIl. the reasone for laet movee given by

the reepohdente were codlfted according ùo our pre-constructed oLaselfl.oatlon

eyetæ.of reasons for novss" l¡flnor rerrlslone:rr€re n¿de et ùhls ttnE l¡ the

cleEslflcatf.on eyeùen of reasona to acoomodate cerùal¡ reagons thaù hsdr¡rt

boen anftcf.paùed. ($ee Appøndlx B fon e copy of ùhe revised ol¿galfi.oation

eyeten. ) A modLfl.catLon tras also m.de in our ortginel cl¿ssifLcation of the



34

Ðtege9-,of.: tåelfar'nlly,ltrfe oycle. ,,$tå.ge one uaa nodlfled to lnolude elngle

adults und,er. afucüy,yeare of age end etage fLve was adrted to lnelude s!.ngle

adulta',,ei:cty yeare of age and over. trje had prevfously grouped ¿11 6JngLc

edtr'lt's .1nùo olre etage but,, on f,r¡rther eonstder¿tion¡ 1ù ras felt thet these

tlra qq!9gorf.es of persons mxght have differsnt patterns of resfdenùiar:soblr_

5.t¡r.,. ,The',f1n9,1 cl¿sslffcetlon of the farnlþ llfe cycle thue included ffve
ctagee se defined ln Chepter I.

.Da,,.te.from the total- sanple wee then tranaferred to ùhe ùalþ sheeta.
:

the ntpþer a¡d pereentage of Indlan and non-Indlan farrlþ r¡nlùe.rd.ùhin the

totatr,,egmP:ler rn!'ddle, lnoone sarnple, and poverüy sanpLe were oonprrùed, tabu-

ls,ted ,gnd, e,49.1yzed, ,Followlng tlrLs, daùa, r,¡aa tabulaùed end analyzed as to
the RllFþeR 8nd percantage of famflJr rmfta. rçho had moved at least onoe wfthln
the La-P,!.th¡ree ¡roêre, 1n, Èhe üotal aanple, totar poverty samp1e, poverty

frrdian .aenple, poverüy non-Indfan eanple and nlddle,lncorre eample.l , .The"*r.n

nrube.n,,of.-mQv€e of ùhe total sanple ¡ras caLaul¿ted for,purpogo 0f lster oonr

parf.eof¡-ïrtth the moan nr¡mber of mvEB of the üotar ¡nobLre eampre.

'.'The total earnple rqs aneþaod üo deternine fanllif r¡nLt oharactorfstloe

ustng. es crlte¡ie ttre followLng r¡arlebloa¡ nerftal etatue of the head of the

hot¡ssholdr.toùal ennr¡al.fannLþ tneomer.fêEfqf siøe, and sùage of farnily ttfe
oyolel '. lbrLtel status uas,clsEstfled lnto fLve eub-categorLeg--üarrled,

dJ.voregdr, separated, widowed end neven-@rrLed. $ize of fanfþ wes classlf,led

ntmerLgalg fn r¡¡¡lba'of oné fron one to-,sf¡r Lnclr¡¡Lver,ln unlùs of two from

eLx tg.s1ght¡ and nine and,over. Stage'of fami\y Llfe cycle raa eLêealfl.ed

lHereLn efter- ev€ry t¿ble waII be calcul¿ted uaing tbe total earnpLe,
qel p9-verty eanplo¡ povert¡r fndf"an.eampl.er pgv.ert¡r nõn-Indlan samptã ananlddle incone eemplo. Also, svery table ¡rfif- be ceioul¿ted in nrmbãr endper cent.
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:

eccordi¡g to flve atageo, ea previouol.¡f deflned. Annu¿I fanff.y inco¡e wea

clêaslfl^od in nnits of LQ@-from,,aero to 79919 Lnclusive and 8O0O and oYer.

fhe,:total nobile caapLe and ùhe ühroe groupc hrtthin lt-F,ovêrüy Indlen,

poverly ¡o¡-f¡¡flf.arr and niddle i¡oome were anal¡zed to determlne famlþ unlù

cheraoterlstios ustng as s crlüeria tho four above-mentloned verisblesn The

fant!¡r,'¡¡¡1t cheracte¡rlcùioe of the totel nobLle earnpLe were then conpared to

thosq,-of,ùhe total sarnple üo determino !.f thers Hore.any alni.lanltLce or

differenceE.

.Süttl focusing on the total noblLe eauple and the bhree groups therein,

wê anåldraed the f,requeney digtribuùl.on of all ühe moyee mde w1ùhLn a three

year.penLod, the n€an nr¡nber of uovee , and ùhe freguency dietrLbutlon 'qf all

reesons for rrcvlng end of naJor r€eEons for nmvlng fron the laat plc.oe of

resldenge. . Thte Bave ue a descrtptLon of the 'total noblle sample'

: . ì, l,ie,,ühçn tsolated the categorLee of uaJor r€asona moeù frequentþ, ap-

pearins Flühin, eaeh mob1-l,e, gloupo, Theae Íncluded A ggqe-gn¡ that Ls, reaaona

rel"aÈEd to f,qatr¡res of houoing and .0 rqeso¡, that is¡ regeons ùÌut olgnlfled

a¡¡ f.nrrolrurt¿tr movê¡ :, Tl¡eee two categories were ühen sub-dLvlded lnto fr -
qu€ncy dictribution of Bp€çifLo re&sons. This wås done in order that we

could.compare the fanilry characterietics reletlng to neJor reasoas of the

ùots} moblle group to ùhose of ùhe total eanple to deternine lf, fhere are an¡r

sind.l¿rltfea or' differencee.

, ,Bgagons,A end O were-tsbUla-ted,end ena]¡røed in terms of the faeil¡¡ ehar-
:

ecter1etice--mrltal, at¿tua, fa¡rily. sf.ze, annual income, and fanlþ l:lfe

çyole-. Ihe poverty Indf.an and poverty non-Indian groupa were eloni.ned in

rol¿tlon to O reeEon. BecauEe G reeson categor¡r wae very fnelgniflaanü Ln

the niddle lncorne g3ol¡pr Lt wag not e:G'mlned here. For A reaaonr we looked
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aÈ ell. three mobile groupsr TÌ¡eae flndings Ìrero compared to tho famtlry char-

aeterletfcs of the total nobllo sanple end the total aample in order to deter*

nl¡¡g whether the groups glvlng reasons A and G displayed any urlque fantly

el¡aracteristics whLch mlgtrt be associ.eùed wlth thelr reqsons f,or moving"

$-ne dld not Berd"t us to comp&re tho rate of noblllty of the tot¿I eample¡

üota} ¡aoblLe sample and three groupo üherein wlth the four vari¡,bIea of rnarlt¿L

statue, falnffy size, annr¡sl fnoome, and famll;y ltfe cycLe'

Wo deterni¡ed, according to the reepondentts perceptÍon, the frequency of,

voluntary and involuntarl¡ moves, ùhe frequenoy of whethsr the reason(s) for

the lest move i.e (are) sttll presenù, the froc¡uency of, tùe degree of eatlsfao-

üùon wlth the l¿sù Eove, end the frequency rrlth which the respondent güa'bed an

fntention to nove lrlthln the next, Jr€&r. the ffndings of, the for¡r above-

nentione<l oategories wêre then oor:opared in terms of percentages and were

preaenùea [n the form of a bar greph. It was felt thaü this datê nlght give

u" uon*' L,lea. &s to the ef,feotivenees of the move as i¡dicated by ti¡"'type of

nove (voluntary or i¡volunte¡ìÍ)r reeolution of reeson(s) oeuging the Last move¡

degree of gatisf,action wlth'the move, and st¿ted inùentiôn to nove egain wJ.thln

the nexb f€are

For the poverùy Indian and poverty non-Indlan groups, Ìte Grosa-Glåesif,led

the,naJor reaeons gf.ven with the degree of sattefaetion with the laet Dover

the data for this reeeareh proJect Haa preeeated in tabulsr and bar glsph

fo¡,"n end ùhe ståtletical measuree ueed were ariùhmetic means and proporLlonen

A detalled presentetion of the fi¡dlngs and anaþeis of the data eppeara ln

Chapter.IV. 
,



CHAPIE¡ì, TV

PRISE\IAIION .ANÐ Àt{"ê,.LY$IS 0I ÐåTir

t In this chapter the d.ata gathered for investigation of resid.ential

mobility is presented. by area and. ethnic group and analysed..

. Vlithin the Il0O d.r,,elling units assigned. toflhe School of Social

l{ork fro¡r the NUIM etu(y 224 far¡ily intervle!üs b/ere completeô. Out of

:the 224 lntervievrs 10 mid.d.le income family units were found. to have a¡r(
J

annual fanily income over the $g,OOO criteria and. therefore were deleted.

. from the study, leaving a total sa.rople for the stuôy of 214 fa.nily r¡r¡its.

Of the total sarnple of 2I4 family units 1/2, or 80.4 per cent, were

from thd d.esi65nated. poverty area and 42, or 19.6 per cent, were from the

d.esignated. nid.d.le Íncome area. the poverty sample was further broken

down into Ind.ian and. non-Indien. Íhere lJere no Ind.ian midd.le income

fa.u'iily units, 0f the 1/2 family units in the poverty group 18, or 10.!

per cent, were Ind.ian.and. 1þ4, or Bj.5 per cent were non-Ind.iar¡.1

[]re folloving is a description of the total sample and. sub-groups

within it according to the family unÍt characteristics of: annual farnily

income, size of farnily unit, marital status, stage of famity ru¡it lif e

cycle. Complete tables of this data may be found. in Append.ix C, Eables

Cl, A2, CJ and. C4.

tl¡e annual family income reported. in the total sample ranged. from

]!iereaf ter the non-Ind.ia¡¡s in
as the non*Inclian sample.

the poverty sample are referred. to
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z610 to $g,OOO and over. the followfng text

annual fa.urily income f or the totaL ean¡ple and.

tables presents the mea¡r

each group within lt:

lotal sarnpLe . .

Poverty sa'nple

Ind.ia¡r

fij,5i9
2,ggg

3,O27

1'996

5,g\8

I{on-Ind.ian

I'lid.d.Ie inco¡ne sa¡nple .

lttithin the poverty sample there was lÍttle variation in the roean annual

- 

t'-_-\)

fanily income of the Ind.ian and non-Ind.ian, but thers qds, a large

o.ifference between the total poyerty sample a¡d. tbe mid.clle income sample,

v¡ith the ¡¡id.d.le incone group averaglng $a,949 a year more tha¡r tfrg total

poverty groupl

Iamily r¡r¡lts rangeô in size from sing3-e member famlly units to
:family units of ! persons'aird over. lhe f ollor,rÍng text tabfe presents

the mean fa.rni3.y r¡¡rit sizo f or the total sqmple and. epch group v¡ithinlit¡

t was noted" from Append.ix

Ind.ian sample consisted. of single

!,6 per cent of tùre Ind.ian sarnple

sa.ulp1e. One half of the Ind.lan

[otal sryrple

Poverty sample . i :. .

.,Ind.ian .'. .;

Non-Ind-ian

I'lid.d.Ie income sa.rinple .

J.J persons

3.2 rr

5.8 rr

)o ll

3.6 rr

Íable C2 that 35.L per cent of the non-

member fa.mlly r:nlts as conpared, r¿ith

and. 16.7 per cent of tlre mid.d.le income

sample consisteú of farnity units having
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more than ! members, whereae L2.3 per cent of the non-Ind.lan sample and.

11.! per cent of the mfd.d.le lncome sarnple are ln thie category. rn the

Indian sarnple 22.2 per cent of ttre fanlly units consisted. of ! or more

fa.mtl-y me¡nbers. The small family rrnit pred.omlnates in the non-Ind.lsn

sample, whereas the large fa,màIy ulit *ored.ominates ln the Ind.tan sample.

[he annual farni}y income anô si ze of family unit characteristics

r'¡ero calculated, to determine per caplta fnco¡ae.' Ilhe per caplta lncome

for the non-rnd.ian was $t,o33, the rnd.ian, $5er, zurd the mid.d.re income

sam1rIe, $t,652. the rnd.iar¡ per capita annuar faniry income is approxi-

rnately one-half that of the non-Ind.ia¡¡ sarnple, and. one:third. of the mid.d.Ie

income sample.

.As seen in 4rpenclix lable CJ narried. family r¡nits accounted for

54.e per cent of tJre total sa:riple. rn the non-rnd.ian saraple 46.t per

cent were marrlecl and. in the Ind.ia¡ sa.n,ple 6I.t per cent were married.

rn contrast Br per cent of the mid.d.re income sampre were married,. A

fanriry unit wltl¡ one spouse (i.e. separated., clivorced, or wid.oweô)

represented 35 per cent of tùie non-Ind.ian family units and. JB.9 per cent
)of the Ind.ian farnlly units in contrast to onty !.5 per cent of the mi¿dle

lncorne family units. No Ind.ian famlly units were in the never marrieð

category, whlle r8.8 per cent of ü¡e non-rnd.ian sample and 9.! per cent

of ti¡e nid.d.le lncome sa.mpJ.e were in thls category.

¡ls seen in Áppend.ix [ab1e C4 tire largost n¡¡mber of family units

were i¡ staéçe J of the fanllty rife cycle (i.e. married, child.ren u¡der

16 years of age), wlth the rnd.ian sa.nple reporting gJ.J per cent, the

non-Ind.ian sarnple reporting J/.0 per cent and. tÌ¡e midd.Ie lncome sarnple

!0.0 per cent, It was also observed. that the non-lnd.ian sanrple had.
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2\.J per cent of the fanily units tn stage 5 (i.e. sfngle, 60 yeare of

age and. over) as compâreô with 5.6 per cent of the Ind.lan sarnple and. J,t
per cent of the mid.d,le Income sotpie. 3r¡rther to the previous observa-

tloa regard.ing the pred.omlnance of snalI farni-ly units in the non-Ind.ia¡r

sample 1t is evid.ent that the aged. compose a large proportioa of tbis group.

, The total sarnple vras analyzed. accord.i.ng to whether or not the

family r:nit have noved. arrd. frequency of ¡noves witirln a three yêar period..

flhe find.lngs are presenteô in Iable I and. Table 2 respectively

: 
[.A3TT I

ÌMO3IL¡Ì AliD NON-¡'ÍO3ILÏ X'.A}IIIY trNIfS BT NUI'ßEI AiüÐ PER Cgü!

The data shows that 41.8 per cent of the total sanrple.were mobile

d.r:rlng the .designatoô three year perlod. fhe poverty area sa.nple shorvs

greater roobiliüy (51.2 per cent) than the mid.d.Le income sampre (zJ.g per

cent) "'' [he ¡¡ost strlktng observatlon is that J.J out of ].8 lad.ia¡ fa:nity

units or !4.4 per cen! were r¡obile. 0f the aon=In¡l1an family units, oÀ

tbe otber hand,, 46.f per cent were mobile.

ivtobility :

ûharacteri stlcs
í[otar
,Sample 

F

í!

Poverty Area iMid.d,le
,'Income .Area

i

Sotal Ind.ian
a

Non-Ind,ia-n

No. '/, No. 'þ No. /" No. /" lrlo. 
',L

Iotal

Mobile

ition-llobile

2r)+

g8

116

100.0

)+5, g

,\.2

u2 loo.o

ss 5l.',.2

sU 4s.s

t8 100.0.

r7 94.4

L 5.6

r54

71

83

I00.0

46. r

53.9

)z roo.o

1.0 25.8

32 76.2
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yea¡ 6tud.y perlod'occurreô wiüirln the Last ¡reari 0f parttcular lnterest

is the fact that the mtd.d.Ie income Barnple, the least mobiLe group accord-

ing to.Table 1, have made the largest percentage of novee,(,80¡O per cent)

within the last year.

TASTE 2

f'REluSt{cY oI' Movrs PER ¡{oSIIIl Í'A}lIlT UNIS gf NUÌ"ÍBER PER g$lrÎit¡lD

ilu¡nber
of Moves

Ío tal
SampIe

Poverty Area
Ivlld d.le

Income Area
Sotal Ind.ian I'lon-Ind.ia¡

I{o. 'Á N,o. 'Á No. ft jNo. þ
tNo. ib

'Iotal

I

2

3

4

)
and over

98 100.0

50 ,51.0

t7 L7.3

rg 19.4

7 7.L

5 5:r

88 .100.0

4z fi.\
L5 Ll.t

16 ls.e

, 5.6

5 5.6

L7 100.0

2 II.8

5 29.+

1 5.8

71 100.0

3s 53.'

L3 Ls.3

11 L5.5

)+ 5.6

5 7,O

10 100.0

3 J0.0

2 e0.0

3 30.o

2 20.0

Approximately half of the total sample (51.0 per cent) noved. only

once dr¡¡ing the deslgnated. three year penlod". 3or those farnily r¡nlts

noving tbree or more times, the mid.d.le iacome sarnple showeê a greater

frequency of tnoves (50.0 per cent) as conpared wlth the poverty sample

(¿g.4 per cent). [he data reveals'bbat while no Ind,ia¡r o'"ilddiå -

income farnily unlts moveô flve or more tlmes, 7.0 per cent of ttie non-



I+2

Ind.ian sample feII wltbln tbis category. A small proportlon of the

mobile sarnple (9.4 per cent) accountecl tor Jl.6 per cont of aII moves.

Ihe mean nu¡nber of noves per fanlLy unlt was calculatecl for the

total sample a¡rd the moblle sample as follows:
t..t

fotal Sarnple Moblle SAmFIe

Ind.ian.. ¡ . . 1./Smoves L.88 moves,

Non-Ind.lan . .'... .90 l 1.94 rr

Mid'd.le income sanpl-e .57 'r 2.ll9 rr

The above flgures reveal contr€d.lctory trend.s, as the Ind,ian saru¡13.e is

.the most likely to ¡oove and. the ¡oidd.Ie income sarnple fs l-east f.ikely to

mgve. Once mobile, however, the Ind.ians make fewer additlonal moves

than do the non-Ind.ia¡ or nlddle lncome nobile saropLe.

[he folfowing for:r tables present the cbaracteristics of the mobile

family units accordÍng to ann¡¡¿t famfly income, slze of farnily, marltal

status, anô stage of the fa.mily llfe cyc].e. lhese charactertstics a,re

descrlbed. and conpared. witb the total sarnple to d.eternlne if the mobile

fa.mily unÍts had any unique characterlsttcs.

In'the totaL mobiLe sanple, 7O.O per cent of a1L famf3-y unlts havo

an annu¿I"fanlIy income beLow $I+OOO. Elris compares wltb !.!.T pet cent :1

of all farnlly r¡nÍts in the total sample fa.lling below this íncone level.
I

In-tJ¡e mobile non-Indian sanple.4a.O per cent hsve ann¡¡¿.L fncones between

É|lO0O arld $4999 as cor¡prìired. with 33.L per cent of tjre total sarple within

tbis lncone ra¡€:ê. [he mid.&Ie income nobi].e sample d.isplay a sinil¡,r
pattern of a higher proportion tn tJris lncome range. In contrast, when

comparing the nobile Inðla¡r sampre with the totaL lntlian sa,mple no

d.ifference vJas founê witåin this Income ra;lge.
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f.ABl,S 3

ATTNUAL F.A¡4I],Y It{COMf IN IíOBIÍ.¡S Sá}PI¡E Ff NUI'I3ffi, A}TD Pffi, Cü\T[

lhe mean annua] fa.mily incone for the nobiLê senpJ.e was calcul,ateê

a¡¡d. comFa.red. to tàe total sa¡nFleras folLows¡ '

á,nnual
Iamily
Inco¡oe

EotaL
Satople

Poverty .Area
IvlÍd.û1e

Incorne Area
Ioto.1 Irid.lan Non-Indla¡

No.. É r\o. 'þ I{o. ø No. '/, i'Tô. /"

Iotal

$ o- 999

1,000 - L,ggg

2,000 - 2,ggg

J,OOo - 3,999

4,ooo - \,999

5,000 - 5;ggg

6,000 - 6,99g

7,000 - 7,999

81000 and over
:.:,_..

Unknown

Refused.

9g 100.0

11 11.2

16 t6.3

L5 L5.3

27 27.2

\3 L3.3

5 3.L

5 5.1

2 2.O

L 1.O

5 5.L

88 100.0

11 r2.5

16 L8.2

$ 17.0

26 29.5

11 L2.5

r.r..t
3 3.4

..
1.1

4.6

L

4

17 100.0

2 rr.8

3 r.7.6

3 :.7.6

5 29.\

r. 5.9

5.9

LI.8

I

2

71 100.0

9 LZ.T

r3 r8.3

le L6.g

2L 29,6

10 14.1

L' L.)+

2 2.8

1. )+

2,8

L

2

r0 100.0

ú

I 10.0

220j0

2 20.0

2 2o.O

2 20.0

L0.0t-
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Tota1....

Poverty sample

Ind.ian .

Non-Ind.la¡r . . .

lvlidd.Le income sarnple .

MobiIe
Sarnple

$ 3,rzg

2,g6L

2t807

2,873

5,623

TotaL
SaropLe

fi 3,559

2,999

3,O27

2,996

5,9\8

In a3.J. groups the Inean a¡nuaI family Lncome of tJ¡e noblle sar,ple

was lower tha¡ the mean :¡nnual income of the total sa.u,ple. It is an

interesüing fact that the Ind.lan and. non-Ind.ian groups within the nobiLe

sam¡Ie have a comparabLe ar¡nu¿l fe.mlly lncome, aa hras found. in the total sample.

T.$TE 4

SIZE 0I' 3á¡4II¡T IN MOBIIE SÂI,{PLE 3T NUi'I3m, AND PEì C&\f[

Sl ze
of

FaniLy

fota,I
Sanrple

Poverty .Area
Mid.d.te

Income .Area
lotal Ind.ian lïon-Ind.lan

1,No. io I[o. 'it No. 7o No. ft No. /,

Íota1

SÍngIe

2

3

4

,

6-s
9 and.

ünknown

98 100.0

27 27.6

14 r4.l
18 18.4

g 9.2

11 lr.e
L2 L2.2

b b.l
L 1.0

88 r.00.0

z\ zT.3

14 r5.g

L5 17.0

g 10.2

I g.r

Ll 12.5

6 6.s

1 1.1

100,0

5.9

11 .8

L7.6

11.9

2g.\

23.5

L7

I

2

3

2

,

4

7L L00.0

23 32.\

14 rg.7

L3 Lg.3

6 g.j

6 g.D

6 s.D

2 2.8

L t:u

10 L00.0

3 3þ.O

3 JO.O

F

3 J0.0

I 10.0

È

5
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.r In general, tbe mobiLe sanple shota sfmilar characteristics of

fam1Ly sizo to the total sanple. .An exception ie forr¡rd. ln the slngLe

category. [he proportton of mid.cl].e income fa¡riLles in this category

in the mobile sample (30.0 per cent) ls higher tÌ¡a¡¡ ln the üotal sarnple

(f6.7 per cent). In contrast, the proportfon of .non-Indian famlly rrnits

in this category in the mobile sa.urple (32.\pe¡ cent) is somervbat Lower

tha¡r 1n the total sanple (35.L per cent). She single member f anlly rurlt

in tþ.e.. nid.d.le income sample tend.s to be highly mobile wh.e.le_q..q, the single

person non-Ind.ian fa.mÍIy unlt is less lil<e1y to be noblle. I'a.ml1y slze

of three sêems to be related. sonewhat to mobtLity for the non-Indiar¡

sample, L8.J per cent for the noblle non-Ind.ian sanple co¡npared. with 12.J

per cent of the total sampLe.

'llhen we caLculate$* thg, qeen size of fa¡nily ln the

was found th¿t there was Little variation from the totaL

can be observed by conparlng the flgures below.

moblLe sa.ur¡rLe it

sample, [bis

Mobile Total

[ota1 . ., J.þ persons J.J persons

Poverty sanple

India¡r .,.'. .5.9 lr

Non-1¡¿1"o.e o .3.O ll

I'lid.d.le income sarnpJ.e 3.\ rr

3,2 r

5.8 ll

2.9 ll

3.6 ll

[he per caplta tncome for the noblre rnd.ian sampLe was $476 and.

for the mobire non-rnd.ia¡¡ was $95g, both figrrres are apprêclabry Lower

than those of respective groups.in the tota.I saqrJ.e. lhe per capita

income for the nobile nldd.le income sarnple was slmllar to tÀat of the

total sa.mple.
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I.ABLI 5

Ì'[A]ìI[.AIJ SIAIUS ili{ IvfOBIÍ.¿Ð SAI,,PIE 3Y NUMBTiR .Al{D PUI CB'l[

!Íari tal
Status

Total
Sa¡npLe

Poverty Area
Mi.d.d.Le

Income Area
0otal Ind.iar¡ Non-Ind.ia¡

I\O, þ I{o. {" No. fi r\¡o. yo No. fi

Iota1

Married

Ðlvorced.

Separerted.

I'lidowed,

Never
ivfagied

98 100.0

4g 5o.o

2 2.O

2L 21.4

Lo lo.e

L6 L6.3

88 100.0

\z \l.l
2 2.3

2L 23.7

Lo 11.6

13 14.8

r7

IO

100.0

,8.8

6 l5.z

1 5,9

7L 100.0

32. t+5. r

2 2,8

t5 21.1

g L2,7

13 L8.3

L0 t00.0

70.0

10.03

lhe fa¡nily units ln the moblle sanpJ.e $rere compa¡abLe in thelr

maritat status rvith tt¡e total sa.rop1e, wlth th¡e exception of those ln the

separatod. ca,tegory. A blgher proportlon of separeted familiee (21,4 per

cent) was fouxd in tbe nobile sarnple than in the total sarnple (1!.4 per

cent). Once a€ein, a, contra,st is seen between the niddle inco¡re group

and. the non-India¡ group as shorrn in the nêv€f-tn&rried. category" In
this categoly there tras no d.ifference between the mobile and. tbe total

sarnple in the non-rnd.ian group (rSJ per cont.as conpared. with 18.8 per

cent) , Iuherea,s a striklng d.iff erence was found. ln ttre nid.d.le lncone group

(10.0 per cent as conpared. r+rith 9.5 per cent)
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[.a3x.E 6

srAGr 03 ¡'¿l'¡rI,Ï rrrr'3 0y0f,$ rN MOSIIJE sAl.,¡PtE 3T NUþBffi, a¡TD puì, cntiÍB

Faniily
I¡if e

Cyc1e

SotaL
Sa.ulple

Poverty .Area
Midd.le

Income Area
lotal fnd.ian l,Ton-Ind.f ar¡

No. fr No. ',t No, ,Ã No. fr I$o. f"

[otal

Stage 3.

r¡z
u3
nIt
il5

Unknown

9B 100.0

9 9.2

3 3.L

53' 54.r

13 t3.3

ls 18.4

2 2.O

88 100.0

6 6.r

3 3.\
47 fi.\
12 ry.6

18 2O.5

2 2.3

r.7 r00.0

L5 98.2

1 5.9

r. 5.9

7L r00.0.

6 s:5

3 4.a

32 45.r

11 J.5.5

L7 23.9

2 2.8

10 100.0

3 J0.0

6 6o,o

1 L0.0

.As.presented. in Sabl-s 6 ttre largest percentage of fa.mily units in
each group of the nobile sar,lFLe were in stage J of the fa"urily life cycle,

na.mely 88.2 per cent of the Ind.lan sample, 45.L per cent of the non-India¡¡

sa:n¡rle and 60.0 per cent of the nid¿Ie incone sarr¡1le, as conpared. to g;,.3

per cent , 37.0 per ceht and l0 per cent of these groups respectivery in
stage J 1n the total sa^urple. thereforo tirere seems to be a rel,atloashlp

between stage J and mobility for each of üaèse groups.

It should. be noted. as welL that the percentage of nobile fanily
r¡¡i1¡s in sta€e 4 is consistentþ lower than the percentage of tJre total
sa.npLe in this stage.

In stage 1, the aon-Ind.lan tn tbe mobile and. total- sa.mpJ.es show
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Iittle variatlon. 0n the other hand., a marked. d,ifference can be seen

in this stage for the mid.d,le-lncome group, J0.0 per cent ln the mobile

sample ês compared witb 9.5 per cent iu the tota.l sanple. [his seems

to ind.icate a.rerationshlp between nobllity and. stage 1 of the ,famrLy

life cycle for the mid.d.le fncomo area.

.[1I reasons given for ¡noving aåd naJor reasons gfven for novlng

were anal.yzed accord.ing to frequency of occurrence by category (see

.dgrpend.lx 3 for classiflcation of reasons by category).

table / presenting the d.ata regard.ing all reêBons given by thd

fauii.y r¡nits for the last nove arid. TabLe I presenting the d.ata regarcLing

rnaJor reasons given wiLl be presented. bel-ow:

Álï.¡ REA,S0i$S ï04 MOVIlle

EA3T,E 7

IN CÂI]IGOIII3S 5T NT]¡ßffi, A}TD PER OffiT

Reason
Category

Total
Sa.ulp1e

Poverty Area

Mid.d.le
Income llreaIotal Ind.ian Non-Ind.ian

No. tÁ No: ft r\o. ib No. %

Total

.ê,

3

c

Ð

xi

T

G

E

I

L1g 100.0

44 7.7
7 5.0

L3 9.ll
14 ro.1

14.4

2\.5
3.5
r.4

20'

ll$

5

¿

12J 100.0

t6 30.9

7 5.7

8 6.5

L3 l-0"6

r)+.6

26.8

3.3
1.7

18

33
l+

2

2L L00.0

4 r9.o

:4.8

9.5

52"\
9.5
4.s

L

2

1L

2

I

100.0

33.3

6.9

6.9

,:.,

15.8

2L.6

2.O

r.0

102

3\

7

7

13

16

22

2

t

16 roo.o

6 37.0

5 3r.3
1 6.3

2 L2.5

L 6.3
1 6.1
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' T.A3LE 6

MÍ,IOR REASOI{S IOR ¡4OVIlifG It{ CrITæORIIS Ðf NUI{3ffi, A}TD PEA, C$i[

ïlhen the two tables ,r{ere compareô it was for¡nd. tbat t}rere vas

very little d.lfference between them. [he one notable d.lfference between

the trvo tables concerned category A (reasons related. to features of

housing). In tb.e Ind.ian sample, category .4, a,ccounteê for L! per cent

of the reasons rvhen all reasons !Íere given for the moveD whereas cate6çory

.4, accounted. for only 5.9 per. cent of tÏ¡e reasons when only the naJor

reasotrs were given. In the table containing alL reasons 33.3 pet cent

of the uon-Indian fa.mtly units, a,s compareô to 26,8 per cènt ln the table

Reason
Category

Tota}
Sarople

Poverty .rlrea
Micld.Le

Income Area
Iot¿l Ind.iu¡¡ Noa-I¡rd.åan

I'lo. % lrlo. /t No. fi No. t6 No. f"

total
' 

.¿L

3

c

D

$

î

e

I.î¡¡

I

98 r00.0

a4 2\.6

6 6.r

8 8.2

'l 'l''
12 r2.2

3L tL.6

4 4.r

2 2.0

88 r.00.0

20 22.7

6 6.s

6 6.9

r.0 r.1,4

11 t2.5

lo 14.1

3 l.l+

2 2.3

L7 100.0

1 5.9

1 5.9

2 11.8

10 58.5

2 11.8

r 5.9

7L I00.0

1g 26.8

6 g.j

5 7.o

10 14.r

9 r2.7

20 ?8.2

L L.4

I 1.4

L00.0

¡+o.o

2 20.0

I t?'o

I 10.0

L 10.0

I 1o.O

10

l+
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containlng maJor rêasonË, gave category A. Ihis seems to lnôicate that

featr:res of bouslng are often a contributing f,actor causlng the poverty

farnlly rr¡its to move, but they are not always tÀe factorE that tJae

fa.nily q¡its consiðer as belng nost lmportant' I'or all tJre other

categories of reasons there was onLy a suralL d.ifference in the percentages

for the area ar¡d et^Ì¡nic groups' wben the two tables ÌJere comp¿xrd.

It is interesting to note from [able 6 that the two most signlficant

categories ktere À, reasons related to featr¡¡es Of hOusing, and Gt rÊAsOna

that signified an lnvo1u¡tary move. In the total moblLe sa.r¡rLe giving

ma,jor reâ.sotrÊ, they conprised 56.2 pet cent of ¿1'I tJre rnajor reasons

given. In the mld.ùLe c1ass, 3, is the nost pretlo¡olna¡t reason. OnIy

0.9 per cent of the Ind.ian sa.np3.e moveô for reason A. [bls coropares

lo 26.8 per cent of iire non-Ind.Ia¡r sa,nple tvho moved. for that re&son.

Reason G accounteô for !6.8 per cent of the moves for the Ind-ian salnp1e

as co¡trpared to 28.2 per cent of the moves for tbe non-Ind-iari saËtple.

None of the farnily r¡nits stateô çategory l, reasons reLated. to

improved. financial, etatus, as the reasons for tbeir mov€. 0f the non-

Indiar¡ sampJ6, f4.3. per cent stated categor¡l D, reasons reLated. to in-

ilufficient money, whereas no Indian fa.milies novecl. for tbis reasoÀ.

.As AiI.L per cent of the noves of the poverty sanple were

invoh:¡tary, category G was brokon down into ind.lvld.ual reêsons. In

the non-Ipd.ian sa.urple the frequenc,y d.istrtbution of inôlvièrr¿I reaeons

within category G was as foLlows:
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Urba¡ red.evelopment

Evtctlon

Cond.emned. housing . .

i,Ielfare insisi;ecl on a

Cbilêren ¡ot a].lowed.

IVlctlon

llelfare insisteô on

NaturaL d.isaster

Urban red.eveloprnent

Geographic tránsfer

aa_.Daaa

nove

7

6

3

3

L

In the Ind.ian sanple the frequency d.lstributlon of lnd.tvtd.r¡al

reasons wlthtn category O was as foLlovrs¡

Cond.emned. housing 3

2

2

1

1

I

a nOVg . . . ¡ . .

aa

.a

I'nren category A was oonsid.ered for the non-Ind.ian sa¡rÞIe L0 out

of the 1! fa^rniJ.ies had. moved for one ind.Ívidr¡¿I reason, which was personal

d.iscomf ort.

llable 8, d.iscussed. above, lnd.icated. that the two nost frequentþ

appearing categories of reasons were categorï Gr rea,sons slgnifyfng

lnvoh¡.ntary noves, a^nd. category.A, rea,sons relatetl, to f eaturee of housing.

[he fa¡nlly uaits signifying tJrat the maJor reaÊon f or thetr 1ast

nove ÍraÊ involuntar¡r d.emonstrated, several interesting factors Ln terms

of th'eir famlþ characterlstlcs. [hese finèlngs wl].L be presentecl la

[ables !, I0, 11, 12.

[abre ! presentg the d.ata, related. to sryuêr famtly incone.
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T.A3r$ 9

I'A¡\4ITJT Ii{COl,fE OF }'A}4Itf ü1\TI'IS GIVING MAJOR ASASONS
I,ASÎ MOVE AS II{VOLTJNT.Affi 3Y I'IUT'IBER A}TD PÐt CIr't[

.A¡nuaI
1'a.taily
Income

Poverty .Area

0o.tal Ind.ia¡¡ Non-Ind.ian

No. .% No. ø No. fi

total

$ o- 999

l,ooo - r,ggg

2,000 - 2,ggg
''

J,000 - 3,ggg

4,ooo - \,999

5,000 - 5,999

6,000 - 6,999

7,000 - 7,ggg

81000 arrd. over

U¡known i

Refused.

3O r00.0

5 '16.7

7 23.3

5 L6.7

8 26.7

2 6.1

3.3

6.7

L

2

L0. 100.0

L ro.o

2 ¿0.0

2 20.0

2 20.0

I 10.0

L 10.0

I 10,0

20 L00.0

4 . ao.o

5 'el.O

3 L'.O

6 .,0.0

5.0

-l
:'

1 ã.0

Srom the d.ata ia lbls tabre it was notlced. that l+! per cent of

the non-India¡ salolll yþos'e, last nove hras involunta¡y had ¿¡¡ur€r] fa.mily

lncomes of $11999 ot J,ess a,s compareô wlth approximately j3 yre+ cent in
tbe total so,nple ( see Append.ix .C, labl,e 0l) anô JI per cent in the noblLe

sanple (see Table Ð.
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of fa.mtlies Ìrhose last ¡ndve was lnvoJ.r:.atarylhe mean annr:a1 income

¡ o¿Iows:

[otal poverty

In(tl,a¡

Non-Ind.ie,n

sarn;o1e

aaaaaa

l'Jhen th,ese neqn qnnuaL faroiJ.y incor¡es wers compared with those of the

total mobile sarnpLe it was observeô that anong the non-Ind.lan sa¡op}e the

mean a.nnual income of those whose last nove was invol"r:ntary wae lower

tlra¡ that of tbe non-Ind.ian mobiLe samfIe, that is, #ZrZ93 as compareô

to fi2,873. Hov¡ever, for the Ind-ian sanpLe the mean an¡ruaL lncone a&ong

faniLles whose Last nove hras Lnvoh¡ntary vras $3rOg7 as compared to fiZrgO7

for aLl the Indian fanily r¡nits who were nobile. Therefore lt seems

tl¡at lower incone lra,s a factor associated with the non-Ind.lan Eâmplê

giving invofu¡ntary reasons, whereas lt was not a factor for ttre Ind.lan

sanple.

The characteristic of farntþ slze for those fa.milles givlng tJre

major reasons for noving as invoLuntary Ís presented. in labLe ro.

rn conparing the fa.n,lly size of the sa.npre giving reasons for

Last ¡nove as involuntary rvlth the total mobile sa.rple anô the totaL

sanrple one notlceaþIe tend.ency appears in relatlon to the non-Ind.ian

single nember fa.rnily units. the percentage of single non-Ind.tan fa.nrlLy

rrnits whose last move was invoLuntary was l+0 per cent. Thts conpa:reË

with J2.4 per cent of the non-rnd.ian in the nobiLe sample ar¡d j5.J. per

cent of the non-Ind.ian in tJre total sanplo ln the single member category.

[his wou]-d. indicate thai singLe mæber fanll.y r¡rite were assoclateô wfth

invo}¡ntary ¡ûoves ln tl¡e non-Ind.ian sampLe"

6z,Dlz

3,O97

2r293
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ÎA3T,E 10

SIZÏ 0ï FÆ4IÍJY UNIES GMNG MAJon REA,SofIS 30r' tA,S!
M0VS .4,,S Il{T0LUl{tÁtr 3Y NUt'f3I[? Ai\D PEì C$TE

Sl ze
of

3a.mi1y

Poverty Area

IotaI Ind.ia¡r Non-Ind"ia¡r

No. ft No. /" No. /'

Íotai.

1

2

3

l+

5

6-s
! and. over

Uriknown

30 r.00.0

9 30.0.

3 10.0

4 Lj;j

t Lo.o

2 6.]

5 L6.7

3 10.0

r. 3.3

i..0 100.0

I 10.0

L r0.0

2 20.0

1 10.0

3 ,-
2

100.0

ilo.o

15.0

15.0

5.0

5.0

r.0.0

5.0

5.0

20

g

1

3

1

I

2

t

L

îhe mean fa.miLy size of fa.mtly units whose last nove was an

invoh:ntary one was:

lotal povert¡r

Ind.ian

Non-Ind.ian

I.t was observed. tUat tn

the ¡nean famí}y sf ze of

nrobile sa¡,Fle.

.'.:.e ;'... . . . , 3.2 ll

each sq'npLe the nean famtly siae-uas".larger than

these groups ln eitÀer the toisJ-+gpl**or tjre

sqJnple. o o 
:

4.I persons

6.1 '
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It is lnteresting to noto that the per caplta annual income for

tho non-Ind.ia¡ farniLy unlts giving reasons In category 0 was.$7f7 as

compa.reô with a per capite annual lncone of $959 for the r¡oblIe trorr-

Ind.ian sample. $re per capita an¡rr¡aL lncome for tJre Ind.Ían f,arnlJ.y

unrts giving category o was $507 as conpared wLth a per cepita annr¡aL

famiJ.y j.ncome or $l+76 for tlle mobÍIe rndian sa.rnpre. The above d.ata

ind.icates that lower per captta a¡nual incomes can be assocLated. with

involurtary ¡noves for the non-Ind.lan sampLe but not for the Ind.ian saqlle.

lable LI shows the maritaL status of those fa.mily r¡¡¡lts who

signÍfied, that their last û¡ove vras invoLuntary.

[ltBI¡E It

I{XI,ITA.TJ S'iIASUS 03 I'AI'IILT tiNI[S GIVING Ivlá.TOR HEÄSOI{S I'OR
LA,ST }ÍOVT AS INVOLIJNIáBT 3Y NIT}ßM, .ANÐ PTR CT,I,I[

Marital
Statü.s

Poverty .Area

[ota]. Ind.ian Non-Ind.ian

No. ft No. /'

Iotal

i'larri ed.

Ðivorced.

Separateô

ïfid.owed.

Never manied.

J0 ; 100.0

10 33.3

2 6.1

10 33.3

4 v.3
4 ry.3

10 100.0

50.0

5 " .50.0

20 100.0

, 25.0

2 10.0

5 ?-5.0

4 ao.o

4 ao.o

rt was lnteresting to note tbat one-third, of the poverty faniry
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unit"s giving this reason for tl¡eir last nove ïrere married. and. one-tleirô

lrere separated.. Ánong the Ind,tan famiJ.y r.rnlts giving tbe maJor r€a,Eon

for the last ¡novo as involuniary one-half vrere separated

ÏJiren th¿e marital status of farnil.y u¡its giving the major reasons

for the last move as involu¡tary were compared wf th tb.e ¡na¡itaL status

characteristic of tbe total sa,rnple (see.[ppend.ix C, lable C]) anA ¡oobile

sanrple (see [able 5r, severa] interestlng trend.s were observed.. [here

eppeared. to be a smaller proportion of marieô famlLy urritg ln the group

givÍng the reason for the last Ioove as lnvol:ntary. 3or exanple, 33.3

per cent of those giving the maJor reason for Last nove 
.as 

involuatary

were ruatrr'ieô as compared. r,ritJr 4/.7 per cent of the moblLe saruple. this

trend. ruas consistent throughout.

.A second. trend. was found in tåe separateô category. Of the povertlr

samlrle giving reasons for last nove as Ínvo}¡¡tar¡ 33.3 per cent were in

the separated. category as compared. with 2J.7.per cent of the mobile poverty

sample. Ehis in<lÍcated. that within our sarnple stuôy there appeareè to

be an gssociatlon between separated. fa.uri3.y rrnlts and invofui-r¡tary ¡noves.

The fina.I farni}y characteristic wbfch was observed. for those fa,u,ily

r¡nits whose last move was involuntary was fa¡nily life cycle. The find.ings

are presented. in table 12,

It was noted. that the largest percentage of those whose reason for

last lrove v'¡as lnvoruntary were Ln stage 3 erd that no'r:nit tn stage Z

gave tb.is reason for Ia,st nove. rn comparÍng ttre fa¡rtly Life cycre

cha¡acteristics of the family urilts classifled. as involuntary nor¡ers to

the fa:nity life cycle characteristics of the ¡ooblLe sanple (see Eable 6)

it was observed that of the Ind.ls,n sarqrle the percentage of faliily r¡nlts
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in stage 3 were as follols:

Involuntary sa.urple . ., . . . . J0 per cent

\!.I per centi'lobile eanrpLe

[hese figures ind.icate that a smaller percentage of non-Ind.ia¡r famiþ

r¡nits in stage J nove for involuntary reaaons tban th,e percentage of

these farnlly units in stage J in tbe ¡nobile sa,mple.

Í.A3IrE 12

St.ttGS 01' tr'AI,nlY fJIf'E CTCIE 0ï n'.Aì,ilf,Y UIIIÎS eIVINe I.ß,IOR
8,3ASOÍS FOR I.å,SÍ MOVE AS TJ{VOT.UTïIART 3T .ARÏA AI{D

},-ï¡û{IC GROTÍP 3Y l{IJivi33fr, .Ai\Ð Pm C$[[

3a.ut1ly
I¡if e

CycIe

Fovert¡r Area

fotal Indian Non-Ind.iaÅ

No. % No. fi
.2tI!o. ib

Iotal

Sta4e I
r2

u3

il4

$5

Unknov¡n

30

2

100.0

6.1

1)+ M.l
6 ¿o.o

7 23.3

1 3.3

t0 1,00.0

I 80.0

I 10.0

L L0.0

20

2

L00.0

L0.0

6 jo.o

5 25.o

6 Jo.o

r 5.0

In contrast, there were a higher percentage of non-Ind.ian

unlts in sta€es \ and. ! who movoô for a.n involrr¡tary reason than

percentage in these stageÀ'in the mobiLe sample, as shown by the

figures:

fa¡niLy

tbe

f o3.Lowlng
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Stage

Stage

i{on-Indian sampl"e

I{td.d.Ie income sample

Sarnple GívÍng
InvoLuntary Reasons

25.O per cent

J0.0 per cent

Reasons relateô
to featr.:res of
housing sample

g 3,].82

6,3\o

l,lobile
Sa.nple

ll.l per cent

ZJ.j per cent

EotaI
Iufobile
sanpl.e

fi 2,s73

5,623

4

5

Bhe second. ¡nost frec¿uentJ.y glven roason category for moving was

Category Jt, reasons related. to featr:res of housing. .Ae onì-y one Indían

famiLy gave this reason for movlng the d.iscussion tlealt with the non-

Indian and. mld.d,Ie income sa.mples on1y. Tables 1J, 14' L5 present the

farnlly characteristlcs of size of fanlIy, marftaL status and. stage of ,

fanily life cycle for thôse fanrily r¡nlts givlng reagons reLated. to

features of housing. the characteristic of annr¡¿I fa.ni3.y income ls ln

a text table belorv.

flhese figures lnd.icate that the E¡ean annu&I fa¡iIy Lneome for each group

is higher Ín the sarnple giving reasons related. to featrrr¡s of housing

than in the total moblLe sarnple. Io our-stud.y hlgber fantly incone ca¡

be assocíated wlth r€asonÊ related. to features of housing.

[he per cent of the non-Ind.lan sarnple v¿th fanily slze of 4 menberE

a¡d over in the sâræLe givfng reasonË reLateti. to featr¡res of housing was

J6.! per cent as compareð to 28.J per cent in tJre total ¡qobiLe sarnple,

(Sab1e 4). the mid.d.le inco¡ne eanple giving this reason d.isplay a slnilar

tend-ency to larger fanlly size. Ehus there appears tó be an assoclatton
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between J-arger famiLies anô reasons relateò to featr¡res of houslng v¡lthln

tbe non-Indian and ¡otd.d.Ie income sa^nples.

fÆT,f 13

SIUII O¡l ï.ê,rVIl,Y IIN'I.XS effIl'te ÌVIA,IOB RÏAS0NS f'04, IASÍ l{OVÎ AS

iì.x[.AÍIÐ fO I'EAÎURIS 0I'H0ÜSINÊ 3I N.TII'Í3@ AIIÐ PBì CfNÍ

Mid.d.le Income
Área

Iotal

Single

2

3

4

5

6-s
9 and over

{'No.

2

100.0

1O;O

10.0

1

I

Poverty Area
ISon-Ind.ian

19

5

4

3

3

2

I

I

1.00.0

26.3

21.1

15. s

15.8

10.5

5.3

,.3
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g.A3r,E 1l+

Ì'{.ARI[A.L S'I.AIIUS On f'Æ'lIûY UITIIS GIVII,IG t,l.A,IOR REASOI{S I'OR lASt
t'f0Vll AS RIil.ASÐl l0 tr'EAIlT.l"BXS 0ï HOUSING 3Y $0i!BER Ai{Ð PIR CB$[

Mari taL
Status

ìvlld.d.Le Income
Area

No.

[otal

lularried.

Divorced.

Separated,

lt¡id.owed.

Never married.

4

4

L00.0

r00.0

It wtlI be aoted. f,};,at 57.9 per cent of the non-Indian sample gtving

reasons ralated to features of housing, as, conpared. to [5.f per cent of

the non-Ind.ian ¡oobile sanple, were marrieð (fable 5). In the nid.d.Le

income salople giving this reason 100.0 per cent ïrere married. as compared.

.to /0.0 per cent of the mid.d.le incone mobiLe sa.nple. This wor¡td, lnd.icate

that married. fanfLy units tend. to move more in th.e non-Ind.ian and. nid.d.le

income samples for reasons related. to featt¡res of housing thar¡ other reêsons.

In contrast the percentage of rvid.ov¡eô and. never married marital. statue

groups in tile non-India¡ sample giving reasou related. to featr¡res of housing

is qonsid.erably lower tban in tJre mobile non-Ind.ian sample. (f0.6 per cent

and. JI.0 per cent respectiveb) 
"

Poverty .Area
Non-Ind.ian

L9 100.0

11 57.9 ,

r. - 5.3

5 26.3

t 5.J

r. 5.3
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[a3tE I5

Srl.ôen 0F I'Á¡4ILY IJI]'E CYCIE 0f' ¡'Aj'1ILY UIIIIS GIVING IvIA.TOR

REASOI'IS I'OR IASt ItlOVE .ê,S RILASÐ [0 I'EATURIS 0F
HOUSIITG.SY ilTII,EflI A¡iD PER CE,íT

tr'a.nily
l.ife

Cycle

Mld.d.Ie Income
Arsa

No.

Iota1

Stage I
fi2

u3

il5

3

I

100.0

75,0

25.0

il
iì
it:
ìl
¡¡
li

3y coniparing [ab].e 1"5 and. Íable 6 t'Ue percentage of the non-India¡r

sample giving reason related to featr:¡es of bousing in stage 3 (4e,f per

cent) ls very símilar to tbe percentage of non-Ind-lar¡ fanlty r:¡its in tbe

mobile sa.nple in stage 3 $5.J. per cent). In contrast the mid.d.Ie income

fa.mily r:nits in stage J giving this reason (75.0 per cent) is higher tb.an

in tbe mobile saropre (60.0 per cent). she find.ings thus ind.lcate that

while fa¡nilies with cbirdren r¡¡rder 16 years of age (stage J) tend. to

move for reasons related. to foatr^:res of housing in the mid.d.le income

sa.npLe there is no evidence that'thÍs is so in tbe non-Ind.lan sa,rnpre.

In stage 2 the percentage of the non-Ind.ian sample giving reasons

related. to featr¡¡es of bousång (ef.f per cent) is consièerably higher

than the percentage in the mobile sa.mple (4.a per cent).

Poverty ,Area
Nou-Indian

rg 100.0

L 5.3'

4 al.I
I 4a.r
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.&ppenùix Iab1es C!, C6, C/ and. C8 d"ea.l with the aalop1e groupsl

ohrn perception of their last move as inðlcated. ty thelr own evaluation

of the move as voh.urtary or Ínvoluntury, d-egree of satÍsfactlon, continueô

prssenco of movement reason and stated. intention to nove in the next yeatr.

Append.ix [abIe C! shows that 4J.2 per cent of the ¡oobi.le poverty

semplo perceived their last move ss invoh¡ntary. More speclfically

J2.) per cent of the nobile Ind.lan serrpÌe perceived their move as invol-

untary which rea.dily exceed.s the I10.8 per cent and.20,0 per cent penceived

by the nobile non-Iàd.ía¡ a¡rô nobile ¡nid.ôLe incorne sa¡op1es. hrhen these

figr:res trere co¡npared. with those giving reasons reLateè to involuatary

¡lovement on the reason classificatíon systeto lt was for¡nd. that !6.8 per

cent of the mobiLe Ind.ia¡¡ sanp3-e, 26.2 per cent of the mobile non-India¡

sanple, and. 10.0 per cent of the nobile mid.d.le inco¡oe sarnple moved d.ue to

invoLr:ntary reasons. $he proportlonate d.Ífferences may lad.icate a velue

variance between respondentls perception and. the stu{y classification systen.

Append.ix Íable 06 ilLustrates that IO.2 per cent of ttre mobtle

poverty saroplo report d.issatisfaction with their last nove. [he targest

group ind.icating d.issatÍsfactlon was 2!.4 per cent of the mo'bil.e Indian

sarnple, Those fa,mily u¡its in the non-Indian a¡rd. mid.d.le inco¡ne sanpLes

ind.icating d.issatisfaction were negligibie at ,.6 and. 0.0 per cent

respectiveLy. Over l0 per cent of all three roobiLe sa.n¡lJ.es ind.icated.

that they vrere very satísfied. rvith tbeir last Í¡oves.

t'fost mobile poverty samFlo moves a;ppear to be problem solving in

that only 12.! per cent report persistence of original reasons for ¡oovernent

as tabulated. in Append.ix Table C/. llhe highest peràentage of continued.

presence of reason t¡as found. in the ¡nobile.Ind.ian sanple (ry.f per cent).
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[he mo'bile non-Indian and. mobile mid.d.Ie income sample6 ere, compareble

at 9.9 end IO.0 per cent sta.tlng reason stll-L present

Stated. intention to move within the nexü year as recorded 1n

Àppend-lx lable C6 ls ind.icative of some form of d.lssâ,tisfaction wlth

present d.wolling uait, and possibly ôissatisfaction with the last move.

Of the ¡nobile poverty satnple J6.\ per cent ind.icâted. d.efinite plans to

move within the next year. Of the mobile Ind.ian sample 2!.Il per cent

pranned. to ¡nove while J8.0 per cent of the mobile non-rndian sanple

pJ.anned. to rnove. No family rrnit in the moblle midd.Ie income sample

stated an intention to movs.

Áppendix [ables C!, c6, C7 CS each contained. one response category

ind.lcating a ne¿çative connotatlon with regard. to the rospond.entrs last

nove. Response to the categor)¡ of lnvoh¡ntary, d.issatisfaction, persis-

tence of reasons for mov€, a¡d. stated, intent to move in tbe next year each

ca¡r inôicate a degree of dlssatisfaction with the last nove. 3y averaging

the percentages of responses to these categories the mobile Ind.ia¡ sa.nple

had- JJ.B per cent negatl've response, tlre mobile non-Indian samplø a ZJ.J

per cent negative response and. the mobile nid.d.re income sa,mple a l.J pet

cent negative response.

The following observations aro illustrated. in Sigure I on the next

page. [he Ind'ian ¡aobile san,ple moves involr.¡nta¡ily, is d.issatisfled,

and bas reason for move stiu present, rnuch nore ofüen than the non-

Iir¿ian mobl]e sample. I'rorn this observation one wou1d. expect that the

Ind'ian mobile santple would. state an intention to move-more often tha¡r

the non-rnd.ian. In fact the reverse is true. Ðespite Littre ôis-

satisfaction a¡rd. little continued. reason still present the non-Ind.lan

nobile sampÌe d.isplays tlie highest level of lntention to ¡nove. Intention
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to move then, ôoes not appear to be reLated. to other factors èiscussed.

I'IGUïÏ L

coi'rP.Afi.f soi'i 0g' IrwoL,uNT.Ary s1tovD, ÐrssÁIISFAo[IoI\ï .i'fIFIi MovE,
A.EA,S0I$S StILt¿ PRSSU'IT' Ai$,Ð IlSTBüf riO M0V3

Per
100
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BO

7o

6o

50

i.ro

30

20
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Sa.urpIe

Mldd.le
Income
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Sa.urple

N
l:'r . .\:..1
I r'..',ìl:i':l

w
E-=

i--+

lÍon-Ind.ian
Itlobile
Sa.npIe

lnvolrrntary lvfovè

ÐissatÍ sfaction llith Move

Beasons StiLl Present,

Intent to Move
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In conclusfon, our research etud.y eought to cross-classify tlre

major reason f or moving witir the d.egree of satisfactlon with the last

rûove aÉ expressed þ the responôents from the poverty sa.urpIe.

lable t6 ltlustrates this cross-classiffcat{on for the mobll,e

Ind.ia¡r sanple.

[.[3tr 16

Rtr,.4,'IIONSflIP 0F I{A,IoR iìf.Asoi\ 0Ä[!e0RT T0B ]./\SÍ MoVI lÆm
DMAEÐ OT' SAIISTACTION, T'OR IIìIÐIÁTI SA}IPTE 3T N1IMSER

Reason
Category

Degree of Satisfaetion

Sotal
Very

Satisfied.
Mod.erateLy
Satisfied.

Di s-
Sa.ti sf ied.

Ðonrt
Know

Sota1

.A

3

c

D

E

T

G

H

I

L7

L

I

?

10

¿

I

9

t

I

2

4

L

2

c

5

4

1

I

I

[he

10 Ind.ian

sati sfied.

nost noteworthy aspect of tills

respondents said. they were very

with theÍr last movs in spite of

tabLe is tl¡e fact that 6 of

satisfled. or nod.erate3.y

the fact that the reasons
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they gave for moving reLaüed. to Lnvoluntar¡r causes.

Íable J.J. illustrates the cross-cLassiftcatlon for tbe nobile non-

Ind.ia¡r sample fron the povert¡¡ area.

ltrBi¿E 17

RELÂîIONSHIP o¡' Mra.IoR REA,sol{ cAfrleoru ¡'oB r.ê,sT lvtovr lrlr[H
Ð¡liRrE 0F saÍrsrAc[r0N rOR NoN-]ivDra]'I sAlutpÏ,x Ðr NutßEt

ileason
Category

Degree of Satisfactioa

[otal
Ve¡x'

Sati sfied.
I'fod.erately
Sati sfi ed.

Dl"-
Set;lsfied.

[ota1

.A

B

D

s

$

Ît

E

I

7r

19

o

5

10

9

20

1

1

IÐ

rlt

3

3

5

':
\

9

1

I

27

5

3

2

3

5

9

4

2

?

Two interesting featu¡es sta¡d out

non-Ind.ian éiroup aLso overwhefuningly saicl

mod.erateLy satisfied. with their last nove

v/as a.n invoh¡ntary one. In fact, 16 out

Second., ít is interesting io note that tÀe

in this table. trirst, the

theSr were very satisfied. or

in spite of the fact that it
of 2O erpresseô thls feellng.

non-Ind.lan sanpLe are üotally



67

very satlsfieô or mod.erateþ satisfied. (1! out of 19) wlth, their last
r¡ove when the reason expressed. for moving was relatetl to features of

I

bousing.

the folJ.owing chapter w111 present a sunnåry anô lnterpretatlon

of the flatlings and. some of the conclusions tJaat nay be drawn from them.
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CHAPÎER V

coN0tusIoN$

Tt¡te reaeareh pnoJect, ustrng an erqpLoratory deaf.gn, etudf.ed ùhe neetdorp

tfal nobi"I!.ty of Indlar¡ and nor¡-In<tla¡r fanl\y r¡nLts ltrving ln deaf,gnated pov-
.,,.:Ì-. ¡ ..,. ,i.. ..' .

. , .::,,.:l .

erty area?l of the Gtty of üll¡nipeg. A sæLL eamptre of nlddl"e fnoone fålnfly,. '

¡¡¡¡its !.tvJng !.n a designaüed nLdd].e lncome area was also sùudled f,or conpare-
:

' -: i

tive purpoees'. The neseareh group sought to dsternine bhe e¡cbent of nobflfty,t 
.',

reaaons. for nobf"Iltye farrlþ charaatorlsbi.oa of the noblle fåni.ly unlte and
', , : '

satåefaetlon of, the nobl"Ie farrlJy unLte wlth their last no\¡e. The most oomr¡o&l''.,,_ .'.':.r':',.:: .I :' :.:l.l:. .l

reasonaifo¡" nobLtr[ùy and aerüain oharaetertst!.cs of moblle fa¡nll-y r¡nLts were
':'.'. , ri.".: 

" 
1 ,.'.,,.,.'' '' ' . .' ' :-.

e¡¡antned :fn o¡der to eetabJl;[sh whether any reLeùlonehlps e:d.st between ùheøe

f,aetorsn Dat¿ t¡ae reoorded on ståndardLzed intenvlerv schedul"es whLeh were
:.

personalþ adnlni.etered to a èstal sanple of 2U f,ant1y wrlùe. The classltrl-

ogtion of tÌ¡e ¡nventy famffy unft,s fnto Indian and non-Indien groupa r¡ras basod
.,.,., . . ,., .. ,.., : :

on ttle respond€ntli n*ountlOn of, hf.e, own €thnLclty and ln ilotng ühlo, orrr

reo{tareh group quesùl.onsd wheühar accepùlng ùhe rel;labtllty of ùhe reopondent,to

Lnawer !01ght to some e¡cbent rtua{t, the accureteneee of ùhø atud¡r, }rle }rad no
.t :.

way of oheckLng on th6 valtdtly of the responsas given to mosù of the ql¡eetlone

on ùhe schedule end th!,e ntgþt aleo pls,ec some Llmltation on the ff.ndlngs of

thle study and the oonolusLone eubeequ€ntly dr&r'm.

In the Lnterpnoüati.on of the ne¡eeroh f,lndi.ngs and the for¡nul¿tLo¡¡ of

eoncluEfona, referenae wlll be ude to ùhe ntne questl.one }[sùed Ln Chapter. I
ryhioh were orig!.r¡aüed by the explonatory neture of this oùud¡r"
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'Qgeeùfon 0ner 'ftldbaü'ls ûhe'e¡rtenü of 'rçsl.dentfal. nobtli.ty for eaeh of

the ùhree eanple groupa-;Indfan¡ non-Indf¿n and ntddle Íncome?¡t Our etudy

forurd th¿t approxlnateþ one-helf, (45.g per cenù) of the üot¿I eanple moved

at least once i.n the three yeer etudy period¡ rslüh the poverty sanpJ.e betng

nore moblle than tJre nLddLe income eanp}e" S{milar f,lndlnga wøne neported

ln the t9óL Census of Canada for the uroblltty of famiþ r¡nlts over a fíve

year perlod" Tt¡e Ceneue dåta revoal,ed thet approxlnate\r one-hslf, of tùe

reeùdeitts of Wlnnf.peg'had'moved at¡ Leasü onoe in the five year perlod, últh

the tanlJy uurtts llvlng ln a poverty arear'Iord Selktrk Park, havlng the

hl.gheeti raüe òf ¡nobtllùy. : r' r - i

'Wlthi.n the poverty sanple of thJ.s study¡ the Indian group had an extreneþ

hl.gh rate of nobl}ity, more ùhan twlce that of the non-In<tLan groupe Of fi¡r-
':

ther sf.g¡riffcence was thê'faaü'that although the fndlan f,arnfty r¡ni.te inf-

tially were more llketry to nove tb¡n the non-Indlen and d.ddle-lncone faniþ

rrnf.tsr' the :Indlan fanily wrl,te ecùually noved Leas'frequently¡ general\i.

makfng on\y oale Eovsc It rna the noblLe rntddle-Í¡cone fed.Iy unlts, the least

moblle as å, groupr that bad thø hlgþeat froquency of novement. It my be

epeoulated that thE ntddtre-lncome fanlly rurl.ts move frequently until est¿b-

!t shed. ù! a home end Job, et, ¡r¡hich tüne they beoome nore stable i.n regerde to

thelr nob{Ittf" Ttre Large porcentage of, Lnvohmtar¡r uovement of Indlen

fad.þ r¡nits nay partlelty e:çIain tbe high rato of nobLLiüy anong the Indlane

rnù'fôr'wliv the n I not ¡noveae a group and'my furttrer ecoot¡nt'fôn'wliy the nobi.Ie Indlen dld

again" A relucùenoe to üove ru¡Less fo¡reed end other'cultr¡rel'faotors euch

as houslng aspiratlons night poeslbly erçlain thtg occr¡rr€nceo Thls eeemed
'.

to l¡dLcate to tìre researeh group an lrnportant.ôr€a fon fi¡rther atud¡r"

It¡e researeh proJeat for¡nd ühat approxinaùely one-half of the ùotal,
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tlobl,Ie,,;Bånp1e mde on\r one move ù¡ithin ühe three year period, wlùh a smLL

percentage.n¿ktRg a dfapropontlonateþ .lerge nrpber of reaorded, movea, 41"1

of the; farnlly t¡alta'making more than flve novea nere.ln the nor¡-Indlên pov-

erÈy'gr.oup. ChronLc nobi"lJ.ty r*ae not e¡ûribited by the Indl¿n or ntddle

lacome..iroupeo. ,It .theneforê app€ared that¡ althorrgh the nosf.dential nobf'L-

Ity ofiìthe iùoüal poverty sanple ¡¡as hLgh¡ it, r¡as a sna¡.I nrnber of fanlly

r¡nlts rqhto,h,eccounLed f,or'a mJortt'y of the rr)vêBr Thia i,s el'nl'X,a!r ùo ùbe

ffndtngg- :of,r,Óoppenaanrs stud¡r of publlo r*eLf,are ollents and of ltbnn¡a oüudy

of fanillee üvlng 1n the eentral cf,ty elun of Toronto.l l

fgi'..Quesùlons üwo.and three are releted, the anBwotra arE oonsld"red,to-

gether.

Qr¡estfon ftro¡ tr&thst were,the reagoas for movlng fron the last" res{denoe?rû

Qr¡estlon Îtrreel [A¡re there reËisons for novlng cormon bo each group?il

The findLngs revealed that there are nan¡r end,r¡aried reasons bor the res-

ldential rnoblüty of, the groupa atudLed. ltre reasone glven þy, the respondente

coinolded,wf.th.the reasons. the res€arch gpoup hed antlalpated findlng¡ ùrlth

onø exceptton-the, oat,egory of 5.mprovod f,in¿¡¡c1¿L state" No fanlþ unl.ts ln

argr of;,the.three,groups,'g&ve thlE as a feeEon for,moving. thís oould perbepe

be elçlalned by ùhe f¿ot,that !f an f.noreaee ln incone díd ooar¡r ln the pov-

e¡ty fenlly turlüe¡ iù rc¿e not,sufflatent to allov a stovo or, f.f trt wee suff,l-

ai.ent,r,, f¡,,my hanro enabLed,ùhese fani.lJ unttg to move to lmpnoved.hous'iTg ln

another anee of l{lnnLpeg. In'ùhe.¡n{ddle fnoome group where ,houeLng le gen-

erally oonf,ortable, the urgency of novLng ls not'generalþ so great that an

lmpnoved'financlal. atate alone,r¡ou1d eocorurt for ttre move at ùhfe t!.ne. .We

ktr""u atr¡dioa are discuesed f¡ Ghapter II.
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would a,tro.o,,,e¡rpeet that thLs' feetor nay be lnaluded ln other réaeons'gXven,

such as.'lLfe atyle,and featuree of, houelng.

The,rEBBons. for ühe last resldentLa} nove most frequentþ Låsùed by ,the

fantþ r¡nlts.:Iiving ln the porerty area feII h'l.thfn the categorles of reaaona

stgntfying,::ånvolwrtary movøment and reaeone related to featuree of houaltng.

l,¡ithtn.ùheea,¡oetegorlea, epectf,lc reaaons auch as pereonal dleconfort¡.col1r

demed houaftrq end urban renewal accounted for e large nu¡rber of, the.,rea.8ona

given by..,tþe:,ppverty group. 'Beeauee of ,theEe fectors, lt wouLd appeer't-hat

fuaAequatêiihoue{4g le a maJor aonùrf.butlng faator of the ,resLdentiaL ¡r,o.Þfl-

fty of thg.;F.or. ,'Tlri.s colncldee wlth !{orùhr¿oodr.a flndf.nga (aa dlecussgd;flt

Chapter II) thÊt the røsldentf¿L noblilty of the poor in the lnner ctty f.s

chereoterta.ed;þy,a !,perennlal searoh, for better houelng.rf It lndf.cated'to ,,

qur, reoeeF,,eh,igpotrÞ: å ,tr€€d l¡ ühe eomunlty for more adequate houetng at ,lower

.coaÙetobe,,mdearral.l¿bIotothepeopl.afnt,h1e9,f9êo

,,, ,the nost frequent r€eoon oatego¡lr gXven by the mtddLe lneone group rvaa

.reasons reìþùed to featurea, of houeÍngr .Althou8h thls trend appoaro to be

''
ogpton to ù-ha.t,,, of the poverty Eiroupr dlfJeroncee were'appa,rent when epeclfic

r€êsons rrtùhin thf.e oatsgory rere consldered. 'ïrll-thf.n the nlddle lnoone ErouPr

no, fani,Lles, eoved for personal, dlscomforü. A.qt¡¿U.tåtLve dlffer€nce therefore

e:clste between tþ6: povorty and ntddle fncome groupg iR movement ceused by .

rÊasona reláted to foatr¡res of houslng. It, would aeen that the r¡etune of the

norres ln the pover,ùy group are dfirected: torarde the f,trlflltnent of ühe basf.c

neoeaeitlesi-of .:Llfe, oueh as $srnth, ohelter, eto. t{iddle Lncome move?st

hav,tng el};thel.r basle needs meù, do not ss€Na. to move for reaeons of, euoh

urgency. .Theryr can, Ln tbelr deeisione to move, be mone concertred rrith nattera

of, eonvenL-6nce, ILfe ety!,e and hougl.ng adequate for fa¡rfly comforù.
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ftêàeone related to'hoùûtng struature gtven aa a naJor reasón for novlng

waa ooEmn'to the non-Xndfan and nl.ddle inoone groups, tndlcaülng a posslble

cultr¡re oontlnurm betr*een theee two groups. frr the other hand, têåeono T€-

Lated':ùo',featur'ee of housing were percelved by the Indlan gronp es contrib-

uttng,:fCo-to¡re fn the fanl\yte decisLon to move, but not ae a naJor precLpl-
:

taùlng'i3¿ét'on, Thle can be eeen by the fået that although theae rqagong
:

rated'i,Etrong\y uhen aÌl roasona were gLvon¡ they did not appoar ùoo often

wtren:'pråil'orrreasone f,or novlng'w€ro gLven. I , ,,:,,

:: :,ffiq þredontnanü reasone gf.ven þy the Indtan group were thoae signtfylng

lnvolqfr'üar--ìf novernent. It eeoms reasonably conelusXve that whLle'houeing fea-

tr¡res:;rftÞlr¡ge on ùhe Ind!.an,groupr lt f.e'nst to allevLate theEe ,dLeoonforts
''.

ttrêt riilüiaately crêatee the r¡sbf.Io IndlEn group. We feel that, tt {s qulte

Itke1yt,tr¡st er¡ltr¡re end dfsorimtnatory factors nlght eccornt for the'Indf.an

fed.t¡rìt'i¡nlts:boing nore eusoeptlble to Lnvolrntary moves and'less e'oncerned

wLth,r-ea;sòns'rEl,ated to f,eatunes of housing ae a naJor precipf.tatlng,reason

than the non-Indf¡n fanrf.þ r¡nlte. Oùher faotore nay also be lnvolved and

thls seens to b€ an e,rea ¡rhene fu¡ther atudy Ls needed.

Queetlon Fourc tlblhat varlablee are rel¿ted to the reaaone for movf.ng

end'tho,iate of, ¡rEsldentl¡l rnobtllty?tr The varL¿blee that were etudled ln-

clude the"fad.\y characterLetlcs of annu¡Irincone, fanLþ e!.ze, narltp.l statua,

and eteþerof famtþ li.fe cycle. Ît¡eee variablee were related ùo the tyro,moaù

predoni:ùntþ appearLng naJor :reaêonoæreaoona that stgnlfied lnvoluntary

movemeat:and'reasons related to features of houstng. lhe regseroh group

real!.zed ttret mrlab}ea other ùhan theee for¡r fantl.y'charaeterletfèg ntght

also baïe nelevance. lrle we¡re'aleo ¿wsre that lf we had conpared tbe famlly

oharaeteifstlos of, the moblle groups wfth thosE of the conresponding
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noB-msbLle 8roups rether,tltaa thoae of the tota]. sample, the dffferencoa shohr¡r

would ppaþabl.y h¿ve been much.greaùer.

tt¡e, ¡nobf,le' non-Indi¿.n fa"rrlly r¡¡LtE who geve reeeor¡s for their Ieeq.move

as being,.tnvotruntq.ry were ebåraoterized by a Lo¡¡er annr¡el incorne nhen oompgred

wtbh the:;üs¡et poverty sampl-e. Indian famlly units movfng for thls p6ason,

however;. dld not heve a lor¡er lncome"

', Itr*g¡'çla¡acüeristios of famlJ.y ¡eize were evident ln those family .ti,ni o, wtro

qsved fsr i¡rvoü¡¡rtary reaeonsr The s,tudy for¡nd ùhat ùhe non-Indians ,whoi moved

for, thL¡.,..f,eaFoa Þrere often (l+0 per,aenù) erngle member farntl.y î¡!rite,.,.,,ÁLs9¡ !.n

each. Srpupr,$.^ühe,rpoverty oermpile, the uean ferriL¡r slze of the J.nvohurtår1r,'

novers }Fe.,larger ühan 1n theLr respective toùal poverty eanple, groupe;,,r,,),-

:. th€r9.lf.8,.a tendoncy for Èhe inrrolunte y nover to þe in the. eepanated. Imr-
ltal st¿.tus category, especl.alJ¡r in the Indlan eample. Bl, the eame ioken¡ the

involr¡ntbr-v movera in the poventy eample wqre ohar¿¡cteris€d b¡r fewer na.rried

faurity i¡nLts. .

i , Inr,,üh€, non-IndÍen Ergupr feeiLy qnlte with chlldren oven the age of eLx-

t,gen"(sùag-e f,o,uz" of the farotly llfe eyoJ,e) and siugle nen¡ben ffinüy unlts ov€tr

the. ager,of sf:r.by (etage flve) very often novod for lnvoluntary r€a6one. ,,FarnLþ

units,wtüh ohi.Idren sl¡cteen yeqrE of age and under (stage threq), on the other

hand, wEre noü prodonlnent for those glvlng lnvo}¡nta¡V treasons.

: the..above oleerrratlono polnù out dL{ferencea 1n famfl¡r charaeterietice

that deffne thE Indf.c.n end aon-Indian poverty groups as being vrrlnereblelùo

involuntary,: [toven€Þt. The Indian fantþ rufite may be partloulerþ vrrlnereble

be€ause;, of': their ethnic origfnr becguse the fanil;¡ r¡aLte are motre of,ùen sep-

arated a4d,.beoeuee ùhey.:luve larger fsmily ruriüs ùhan the non-rndfang. îhgv

had' by far the, highest, proportton of famiJy rrnÍts novtng, {or J.nvolunta¡¡r. r-.:,, ,
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rtiresong,,.. ,ffie 'non-Indian.farnily ü¡lte wlth eoparaterl æ.rital status, those

aingle-nenber fantly urits'(especlally over àtxby yeerö of age), thoee fad.Ly

uniùs:rr¡ith .ehfldren ovar el¡ct€en yearg of age, or those nft'h largor than

avenager faatfü støe are also very: sueceptible to lnvoLr¡nt¿ry movement. IÈ

can,bs,,,epqqr¡lated that the .low income of the poverty fani\y *1¿6. (eopeêiêll.y

the np-¡-IndLen), famlly disintegratlon (especially' {n the sepa,rated Indlan

famltr*ee), and large fard.þ slze Ìrould generally reeult in sub-standard

housångt ,As,tåe epeclff.e' reas-one ,ßtven, fon the fnvoluntary im€ive6"were, iiLarge\r

retdügd.,to i¡radoqr¡ate and sub-etandard houeing conditlons, a hypoùheels for

fr¡rthên- study,se¡1d be f,orruleted concernlng a conrelatLon beùneen::eübr:

stsntlárd,.,houefng 'and lnvolrnte.ry movement. Thfs also fJ¡dièaùee,e;icttiùtcal

ar€a,lù {drds,ruhfch eocr.el t¡elfare servloes sbouLd be riíreotsd {f ùhese,, fam-

fl!.eE'l.àire,;.wer,"to breatc'throu8h'the rrvlcioua ctrcle of povert¡r.,r!''.,I¡a,ck:rof

nþ,neyï ;Bub-atpndard housfng, farnlly breahdowu ere aLl. RrobJ,eras whtch,,ctnr-

acüer{øe:.these ,.Indian a¡¡d non-Indian fanl\y units, actlng one,upon the other

ùo, parlpetuáte,th€ oultwe 6f povéFtf;. By n¡klng arrail¿bLe to,'these people

subsl,ilsed¡. edequete.houolngr fent$ oor¡neeLllng aervteer fanlly planntng i.n-

formatíon, emplo¡ment opporùr¡¡¡Lttee or welfare aselatance above a subsLsÈonee

'

leve1 6¡,'¡n¡ment mrch cor¡ld be done to¡erds neeting thelr verïf real ne€ds.

,,.[ha:,sEoond'nost frequentþ mentioned cetegory of, reaeons for,movtrng were

tboEe.,.r,el¿ted to featrxes of housfng. Only one Inctfan f'anlþ rurlt gavo a

ro&son.,for,nrving which feLL withfn thls,categorll :.:Non-Indl¿n and mtdtlle

fuicsme:,fa¡a1þ. untts novürg ,for reasona relåted to'featr¡res of houslng were

ehereoterlzed,by mami,ed fanÍl,Les vrfth l,grger than a\rerege fantl¡r sLze and

hLghor,rthan àverage farrlþ incme when conpared to .the total. oample. . Fetder

famtly.,rurì.üs tn both of these groups were'i¡r the aeparated end ,nover narrled
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rnarl-teL,-etatus, ùÌran ln the totêL eernple"

, .trn terns of fanlþ llfe cyc1e, the nlddle tncome fsnllff unlta novlng for

reaools rel¿ted to features of houelng were charecterl.zed by fanl.ly tmlts

haviqg chi.ldren r¡nder sf:cteen yearg of age (stage three)" Thls concr¡rs wlùh

ÊoEsl.le ffndir¡g (as <tleouoaod 1n Chapter II) in hl.s etudy of nlddl,e f.ngone

f,anLl!.ee l¡ whlch he oo¡cluded thst the naJor fi¡netlon of real.denttal 4ob11-

lty ls to enable fanllres to adJ_us! their houelng to the þouslqg needs theè

are gegeretod by the ehifùe Ln fanlþ conpoeftlon acconpan¡rlng llf,e cycle

cbanges.

In oontreet ,to these niddle i¡ssne fanf.Ilea, the non¡Indfsn fa¡011y units

glvlng thX¡ resagn were oharaated.zed by fs,nl]y units ¡n¿rrled wi.th no ehll-

dren (qts6e .ùwo).

. , ,,ft€ faud.{y unitg shgÞr¡Ig theae ct¡araoter!.stLca were aleo cheraote¡føef,

þ htgher the¡ eeerago f.nco¡¡e. It cen thus be epecuLa@d tbêt, the. nqn-Indl¿n

+qlly untts shose children are under eircùeen Jrqqre of age dld not moye fo¡r.

reasons relaüed to featurge of houa!.ng beceuge thelr inoone, althougþ hlghor

tt¡q.4, s¡6¡ege, uaa not ¡uf.fLclently htgh ùo enabLe then to nove fo¡ thl.a rca-

son beoqg-se of ühe eddiùlon¿l g:<pæoe lnvolved ln ralstng a fa,nlþ. 1hl.e

uight, aLge exntatn tn,pa-rù wtry onþ o¡e Indlan famlþ urrlt noved for thLe

reaoon es the sJo¡lty are tho¡e wf,th chtl.dren ur¡der al¡cteEn gÊafao llne re-

eponalbf.llt¡ of refal,ng e..f,re#.Jy,adequateþ could poeolbly have bf.gher prlor-

-!.ùy, 
than novtr¡g for reaeone ,p,eþted ,È.o feetr¡req of hous5.ng. It follstre that

ùhe non:Indfsn faeily rulte mr¡ried wtth no chlldren cltaraoterlstlcelþ glve

reesglp rglated to featr¡reE of houslng becauee htgber.Lncome. and lagk of f¿n-

lþ reaponelbtllty eneblge, thsr t9_ b_e_' n9:e ge.|gotfv,q l¡ chol.oe of horrslng.

Queel1on,,!'tvet ¡rhhs 
,tbe.,norre f,irou the laet residenae voluntary .or
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invoXuhtary?u Süghtty nore than two-fLfths (t+j,Z pen aent) of the.nobf.!.e

faeüy r¡ntte from the poverty anea þerceived thelr lagt move ae f.nvolrrrtary.

Rel¿ttrVo to ühe nunber of reepondenta frm the nl.ddle lnoome gfoup who per-

cef.ved thel¡r l¿st move aa Lnvohnt¿r1¡ (aO"O per cent), a vor¡r large nrnber

f,ron tþe Indi.en group (52:.g per oent) peroetved theLr laet nove as involu¡-

tery. To a Lesser degree (40.O per oent)¡ the Bane percepülon was oçerf.-

ênoed by fantly unlüe ln ül¡e non-Indlan group. llrls relnfonces the opinLon

elçreaeed earller Ln thls chapèer ooùroorning nobLLe fad.ly unlts whosE rnov€s

u€ p€rêelved ae being l,nvolr¡ritery accordfng to our reason cl¡asifi.cat!.on

ayston. Involut¿ry novenent'appears ùo be a coupoundLng faotor ln fantþ
r¡nlùs whlch alr'eady have pnobleue becåuse of eløe, low income, ethnlo orf.gln¡

o1d ege, or nLaefng apouaet As such, thege fsnt\y r¡nÍts need specisL con-

etderatLon, study¡ and increased eervioeE to help then move nore ef,feoùlve\r

i,äto plaoee where there fs losa Ltkeühóod of being f,oroed to rove agatn¡

ühr¡s renovlng one e:<tra preasure fron thelr ltvsg.

Questl.on Slx¡ rt!{ere the ¡nob!,le faralþ r¡nlte satLsfled or rllesatLEfi.ed

ïlûh ùhetr l¿gt move?tr the atndy revealed that a r¡aet naJonlty of nobLLe

fer¡lli urlte l¡ ùhe,ntddle lneme group and ln the non-rndlan group (gh,,l+

per cenü) rorE Yotïr or modoratel¡r saùfgfLed rr!.th thelr Leet noye. Ths Indlan

fanll4y unl.te, a lange proport:Lon noving involr¡¡¡tertly' 1n the flrst plaee,

were the ,ônly ones e¡Ðresalng a aotLceeble pnoportLon of-dLesetisfacùion

(ã9.lt"per oent). However, when conaiderlng the toùel noblle Indtßn group¡ e

large nuùber of fanlþ rrntta, wen when novlng for lnvol,r¡nt¿r? roasonE¡ ex-

pneosed aatlefactloa r'rlth thelr last nove" Fu¡ther study concerhlng the

f.lvi.ng oobdltlona and standarde of tho¡e fa¡a.tty r¡nlüe who rvere foroed to nove

and yot'ex¡proeeed eaùisfaetlon wlth thelr l¿at nove eeema ùo be !.ndf.cated.
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,. :De.eBLte ,tlre.feat thet,they;ehor a,higlt degree of seüLsfaotLon rf.tlt thelr

la.et p9,ypr.;--.th€ rno-blle noR-Indlsn fentþ. r¡niüe oonatltute the hlgheat propor-

tton lntendlng to nove agaLn wlùhin the next,.y€êrr In contrast to thls, ühe

nogt digsatLefl.ed group, the npù1Le Indlan fa¡nily.Writo, do not expnese 1n-

-r teqtÍon to move agaln to the,eets€ exbent¡ It night þe epeculated he¡re thaù

tha,¡lroueüîg aeplrations or etanderdE. of, the Indian fanily r¡nits are not ,aB

blgh ao,thoge of the ¡ron:.Indi.an fard.þ.unlùen,.flre Indlan tråf; be more aoeepttng

of thelr.sltU4tto¡, wheroae the 4oh-Indlen fant!¡f rmlts fndloate e desLre to

'ti--,leFpetpte noþL}l.ty deaplte rncve-¡qqnt, s¿tlsfactlon. Faots¡s in thE or¡ltu¡al'

I{f.g,.ety-1g of ühe rrorr+Xndl¿n my lead to thfs l¡creaeed Bena€ of, gelf-

deternl¡rêtlon whlqh Ls,not ae ovldent ln the ladlan gfoup,r Further etudy nay

be. very ïeLu¿ble,ln ùhla 8,r€ê¡ ,r ,

Questlon $evon¡ tt¡re the oLrerqqtaaaes thet, oaused tl¡e lsst ßov€. sttll

preÊent3ï, ,:[È ca¡¡.be asereed tha-ù no:¡qqegt to be effective should plaae-the

farntlp ulrLts.,Ln,a, aituÂtlo¡r,uhere the,rsesons cauolng the lrc¡e are ellm:lnatEd"

the.great mJortty of, no¡¡-Indlen and ntddle Lncone fadfy r¡nlte reported that

the reagona f,on bhelr Lqeù nove lr€ro no lorger preeent. ,llolvever, al¡noeù one-

forrrlh .'of ,ùhs Indlan famtl¡r r¡ntts :stated üt¡at .the reeaone for thelr l¿st nove

had not, been roeolved by ùhe movec ,'ftrls may lndte+te that the movenent of,

Indle¡,rfanlJy r¡ntts le Xnefflalsnt and üenuoue ln th¿ü ùhe qane cl.rctmet,ances

atlll,ExLat that ceuaed tbe, origl¡¡aL nonre.,and nay in Èurr¡ provoke,fllfther

r¡nde E lred ..movem€nt.

A.g- percelved by, ,!he trlo nrobllo groupE fron the povertlr a,reas,¡ Indi.a!¡:and

Don-Indl¡n, residential ¡nobXlrty ls a grralltatlveþ, dtfferent phenongnon.

Indf.an fad,.Ìy r¡frl.ta tend to be forced l¡to unsetlsf,aotgry movmenü to another

a.Ltr¡¿tton whtoh r¡Ðy or nay not, lead to ftuther nobilf.ty. It ls poselble tt¡aù
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the :In¿iüin,does not percetve hlmself able to muster resourooa for fr¡rther

movemê,äü¡it¡hat would be'¡noie gatlefactory erid wor¡ld glve hfn s:greater control
,l

over'tilai'ifi¡ùr¡re. thl,e æy be beoause of, e nore paeelve and fatalLstla"ol¡t-

Iook o6'}[fe.' Oa¡ the other hand¡ the non-Indisn movêE lese for lnvolrrrtary

"reàooao, aohievee greaüer satlsfaeti.on wlth hls movos and plaoea hlnself, Ln

'a alüiråìtlon wåeie'- ùhe reåsons f,sr hle låst trove usuålþ do not ex[st,. " Tlte

fact,lüháü",tilË'non-Indl¿n famtly rull.t often lntends to tnove agai.n lnd{seùea

:thet h,ðiråí,'sde nobLtLùy as a self-deterrrlned tooL by nhlch'he can adJust, hta

,1fhä¡6f.Ëö'è aftr¡atloU'to hl.s abeds¡' 'fhls oeens'üo poLnt out an ares f,oraddl-
,::

tioiiåt i'eeoarch'aror¡¡td whtcb'.a poeslble Ìrypothesle could be fornr¡lated con-
. ..,:...

eerning'l,¡¡e degree of perooived self,-control over Life and lts situåtXone and

effectlve vLew of rnoblllty betreen the Indlen and non-Indf.an povert¡r EroT¡PeO

"moves'¿'täi'dieråtl¡faatton or satf.Efectloniwith the rnoveg'wlthln the groupe

gtudlodì?tr tTh"e'crosg-cl"esstftreetIon,'of the naJor reåsons for novlng wtth the

degroe of eatisfaction with the I¿st nove es e)q)re6eed by the poverty groups

songhù''ù'd'engwer' bhùe 'gueetÍ,on. O¡ ühe whole¡ eontirar'¡r to nhat we expocted

Èo flnd, the atudy ehowed a negatlve reLetlonohLp beùwsen reesons for rnovlrrg

end de'grÈe' of eatlefaaùton. Boùh the f,irdl.¿n'and non-Indtan feretry unltg ex:'

preaaed general gatiafaction ¡r!.th the nove ln epfte of the facü ühat the rea-

sons ühey had glven for movlng indloated an f.nvoltmtary nove. lbe sub-

cultr¡ral valuee of pnesent orlenüetlon a¡rd paeslvl,ty l¡ the faoe of aocl,aL

.:. ipneaeuiid'nay þrttaLþ e:çlafui thl,s ocar¡rrotto€o Iù my aleo lndlaate thaù

ùhe groupe wlühin the poverty area lnveet theLr energy in other ¡¡ore vltal
.-ì.

areae 9f 'Il.fe end thst tho prlorlùy glven to housLng condltfons.'by.the ntddle

' $oonC'þoúp end'our our ree€arch group my slraply repreeent a difference of
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eub;.cu1tura1 r¡alues.

Question Sfne¡ rlÂie there rels.tLonehlps anong the r¡arlables we Êre ex-

plorfng whlch oot¡ld Lead,ùo hy?otheses regerdfng reeidenülal'hoblIlty 1n the

poverüy group?¡r Reference hes elready been nedo throughout thtre ohapter to

ì¡erl.ous areeÊ where fi¡rtt¡er etudy f.s needed and arouRd r*hLch h¡ryothesoo nlghü

be fornulo,ted. lr+o addLtlonal areea wtrfch cor¡ld lead to hypotheses concerrl

the large percentago of, separated IndLen fenl\y r¡nLùs who tend to move more

for lnvoluntery reesone and alao, the trend that the lor¿er ùhe lnconÊ the

greater the Llke}lhood of, movlng for {nvoluntery reaaons r'u}rlLe the hfgher the

incme ühe greater tbe llkellhood of novlng for reasons relåted to feeturee

of housiag.

thls explorator¡r researoh study of Indlen and non-IndLan groups ln the

poverty arsa,s of trflnnipeg does prorrlde some LnLtlal instghù lnto the erçtent

of, reaaons forr and faotors lnvolved ln the reEÍdentl.al noblllüy of the pooro

Ttre fnterpnetatf.oha and conclustdls drawn fron the etudy reveaL thet the resL-

denttel nobllLty of ühe Indl.an and non-Indian groupe is both e quellùattveþ

and qrrantltatíveþ dffferent, phenonenon, es Lo also lta erçrosslon ln the porr-

erty group as 'compared to ühe nlddle lncome group. Ttre atudy pointe to varfoua

areaE of coneern aror¡nd whLch atüentlon nust Íncreaeingly be focused. F'amlly

r¡nltg characterlzed by louer annr¡al lncoue, large famlty olue, eeperated rnarf-

t¿I ststuô, and alngle nenibers onrEr sÍ:<by y€sr6 of age heve been ehorm to be

perütct¡lêrly rnr,lnerabte to fnvolr¡ntarSr movenent,. Hany of those fanfþ uniùe

et.nply shlf,t thelr resldehce fpgn oge inadeqrrate, sub-atandard houee to

anoüher. Throrfgh the provigton of a guaranüeed anr¡t¡al incone and by uaktag

er¡alt¿ble üo .ùhe poor adequate low-rent houslng, e foundation cor¡ld bs l¿ld

¡vhLoh r¿or¡ld begln ùo allovLate some of the preeeirres which are keepLng übeee
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fa¡rtllee trapped wlthin the aetfaperpetrretlng culture of poverty" fiocf.sl

work lnterventlon, at all levels of pnenentl,on, le needed to'provide soclaL

gervÍoeg for the poor and hêIp, thén na*e fulL use of these servloes ln order

ühat they can take thel¡ rtghtfrrt places ln or¡r modern¡ affluent.soclety.
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JPPMSDIX A

IN['!]RV IEW SCIÍTDU],3

-

Id.entifving Irfornation.: (lransf€r fron

l. .Addr e ss

2. lthnic background. -

Ivlartrtal Status
..

Sot¿ul fa^mily income (annr:al)

NIÍLIIîE 
'scheduLe)

,,. .Inolan/ ¡vletI s

i$on-Ind.ian

Ivlarried-

Ðivorced.

Separated'

Widowed

Never l¡larried.

3.

AÞ

\.

5.

6.

l-.

i\o, of nembers in fatnily unit

Ages of child.ren

How long n¿rve you

(house, apartment,

Lived. in thls dwelling?

I

room)

''
have ¡rou ¡noved. in tb.e last

d.efinite plans to nove
year?

months

years

D Eow maqy tlmes

three years?

Are you makÍng
v¡ithin the next

Comments:

-1.
2.

3.

4.

5. or nore

3.
ye8

D.K.



8:,5

i+. Ðid. you feel you had aay choice ta the ðecision
to ¡nove from Your last Place? - ye8

-no

E4rIain

(") rlhinking back to your lasü move, tbere are usually
a nurnber of reasons' that make a fanlly lI.love. lfhat'
were the réasons that nad.e you rnove out of your
last P1ace?
(¡sta¡f ish respond.ènts porception of roost important
reasons for the move' acceptlng up to J) ' 1

5.

1.

2.

3.

( b) Ðid,
, to

(rr

, one
nove
lês'

of these reasons influence
¡oore than the others?
ind"tcate whlch one).

your decision

1.

2.

3.

Is tl¡is reason(s) (glven
bothertng you?

in question 5) still'

Conmen t s: - yes

-no

7. How satisfied htere yoìl with your last nove?

Very SatÍsfied.

Irfod.erately Sati sf ied.

i' Ðissatisfied.

Commen t s:

6.



.APPM{DIX 3

CIASSIì'ICAII0N 0$ REAS0I\I-S 30R ¡vlOVE

3,. Reasons related to features of housing

1) space d.eficiencies - rooms, yard, pa^rklag

3.

2) space excess

3) inad.equate housing - structr¡¡al d.efects, inad.equate uüllltlee

4) personal d.lscomfort - nolsy, hot, cold, d.trty, sneli.y, laci<

of privacy

Rea,sons related. to fa.unlþ conposltlon

Increase 1) marriage

2) blrth

il fncorporation of extend.eô fa.mily into r¡nlt

Ðecrease 4) death

5) child.ren leaving home

6) sepa¡ation or d.ivorce

il d.esertion

6 ) tin s ti tuti onali zatl on

g) setting up ovrn household.

Reasons related. to life style

I) d.issatisfaction r.rlth groups and aesthetic f eatu¡es of

neighbor:rhood.

2) racial d.iscriminatlon

Ð etbnic a¡rd. kinship solld.arity

4) problems with land,lord.

il wa¡rteô to pr:rchase home

t-'-\

t" 'a



83,

Ð. Reasons relateô to insuffÍcient moÄey

1) loss of Job

Z) '¿e¡t and increaseô expenses '

il rent too bigh

)+) ralse ln reat

Reasons relateô to lmproved fina¡cia1 state

I) gain of Job

2) raise

1) clearance of debt

Reasons related to convenience

1) distance from work

2) d.istance fron public assista¡¡ce

il d.istance from institutions ( schools, hospltals, e'tc)

4) d.istance from service facilities (store, bus, etc.)

5) availability of vrork

6) availabiliiy of publlc bousing i

Reasons relateô to involrmtary rnoves

1) evictfon

2) natural d.isaster

Ð conde¡nned. housing

4) urban renewal

5) geographic transfer

6) 'chftd.ren not aLlowed.

7) other

S) 'welfare iasisted. on a move

s.

ï.

G.



8g

1.

0tìrer reasons

Reasons not kaown



APPEI,IDIX C

t.A3rE CI

AIVI'íU.A¡ IAI'fiIY INCOI,H IliI ÍOI.AL SÀVPLE By NUM3flt Al{D
PXiì C3r'ir

Annual
tr'a,uTily
Income

Tota1
Sanple

Poverty .Area
Mid.d.le

I,ncome Area
îotaL Ind.ian Non-Indian

I'it o. þ \io. ,16
7"No. I'io. fi ibNo.

'Iotal

$ 0,-, ,pgg
r,000 - r,999

2,000 - 2,999

J,000 - 3"999

\,ooo -'\,999

5,000 - 5,999

6,000 - 6,999

7,000 - 7,999

8,000 and over

Unknown

Refused.

2r4 100.0
.,
21 9.8

l)+ L5.s

32 14.9

4r r9.z

z\ r-r. z

Ir 5.r

20 9.3

12 ,5.6

5 2.3

7 3.3

7 3.3

L72 r.Co.0

2I L2.2

34 tg.s

30 r7.4

39 ?2.7

1g 10.5

6 t.¡
8 4.6

3 L.7

,3 1.7

5 2.9

5 2.9

18 100.0

2 1I.T

3 L6.7

3 L6.7

5 27.8

r 5,6

1r. L2

2 11.1

r54 100.0

19 12. ¡+

3L 20.1

27 r7.5

* 22.L

u I1.O

6 3.9

6 3.9

3 1.9

3 r.9

3 1.9

5 3.2

I+a 1oo.o

. -,

2 4.8

2 "ti;g

14. J

5 r1.9

L2 29.6

9. er.l+

2 4.s

2 I}.s

2 4.8



9s

[.a,3tE C2

SIZï Ots F.A.l'tIlY II'I fO[.i\L S.AiuPL3 3T NIJIIÍBIR /t¡iD PIA, CI¡NI

Si ze
of

i'a"nily

Íotel
Sa.mp1e

Poverty 4rea
Mtd.dle

Income Area
Iotel Ind.iar¡ ñon-Iudian

Iio. '/ äo. ,/, No. ø '1,l[o. No. '/t

Tota1

Single

2

)

4

5

6-s
! and. ovêr

Unknown

2I4 100.0

6z zg.o

IÐ 1S.7

3L 14.5

2Ii 11. e

23 r0.7

2l+ il..z
g 4.0

1.5

L7? 1O0.0

55 32.0

36 2o.g

2I L2.2

'16 9.j
15 s.7

19 1r..0

g 5.2

t-6

2 rL.L

¡+ z?.2

2 11.1

5 27.8

4 zz.z

I6

I

r00.0

,.o

154 100.0

54 35.L

36 . 4.\
L9 r2.3

Ie 7.8

L3 S.lt

r.4 9.1

, 3.2

L.6

L+z roo.o

7 L6.7

4 9.,
r.0 23.8

''g " 19;ö

I 19.0

5 r1.9

-



Iriari te.I
Status

Iota]-
Sample

Poverty Area
I'Í1d.d.le

Income Area
Iote¡ Ind.åa¡¡ I{on-Isd.ien

No. To No. ib No. þ No. þ

f ote.l

Iviarr].eo

Ðivorceô

Separated.

lf id.owed.

Never
Ìvlarried.

2r4 r00.0

116 D\.2

6 z.s

t3 15.4

26 12.1

33 15.4

L72

82

6

33

22

29

100.0

\t.t
3.5

19.r

!2,8

L6.g

18

11

6

t

100.0

6r. r

33.3

5.6

154 roo.o-

71 \6.r"

6 3.9

27 L7.5

2r L3.6

29 18.8

4a 
,roo.o

14. sI.o

-

4 9.0

l+ OF

9I

sA3i,n c3

I,I.ARI1].AIJ STATUS IN [0[.4¡ SAI{P].¡E 3iT IiTl'l3ER .A¡'ID PfR CU'¡[

T.A3I,T¡ C4

SlllGE 01' J'AlvlIl,ï LIX'E CïCIE IN IOTAL, SÁlf¡PLg 3Y NtMBm .ål'[D PER CINI

I'anily
tife

Cycle

total
Sanple

Poverty Area
i'Iid.d.Ie

Income .ArearIotal Ind.Ían Non-Indian

irlo. fi No. ft No. %

lotal

Stage 1

.u)
't3

¡f )+

¡¡5
Unknown

2r4 100.0
:

1g 8.9

7 3.3

93 \l.n
50 23.\

\z 19.6

3 1.)+

t72 100.0

" t5 8.7

)+ 2.3

72 4r.9

39 ??.7

39 æ.7

..3 ,I.7

18 r00.0

L' 83.3

2 11.1

r 5.6

r00.0

9.7

2.6

37.o

e\.0,
''

,\..7,

1.9

154

15

4

57

37

38

3

\z too.o

[, 9.5

-'3 7.r
2i' 50.o

il. 26.?

1 7.1
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[.A3tr c5

UOI,IJNIARY rtI{D II{VOLï]NTARY MOVES IN NUi,l3f8, .êò1Ð Pflì CnrI[

s.A3rr c6

ÐïGREE OI' SÂtIStr'AC[]Oi\ï I'IIIH ï,.eST MOVÏ 3Y NUMBSR At\îD Pnì CÐii[

Íype
of

rïove

Total
Sample

Poverty Area
Mid.d.le

Income .Area,

'IotaL Indlan Ilon-Ind.la¡

Ito. ib ii) o. á1

70 No. To ifo. % No. %

Iota]

Involuntar

Voluntary

Unknown

98 r00.0

)ro Uo.s

57 58.?

I I.,O

Bg

)ó

4g

I

100.0

\3.2

55.7

r.1

17 100.0

9 52.9

T 4r.a

r 5.9

7L

29

4a

r00.0

tÐ.g

59.2

10

2

I

I00.0

20.0

80.0

Ðegree
of

Sati sfact-
ion

Iotal
$a.mple

Poverty Area
Mid.d.le

Income Area
total Ind-ia¡l Non-Ind.iar

Irlo. ft No' %
¿lNo. þ No. ft No. %

lotal

Very
sati sfi ed.

Ivioderately
sati sfied.

Di s sati sfi e

Unknown

100.9

55.r

34.7

9.2

1.0

98

5l+

5+

o

I

B8 100.0

4g 55.7

29 33.0

g 10.2

Ì 1.1

17 100.0

9 52.9

2 1r.8

5 ?,9.\

L 5.9

100.0

56.3

38.0

5.6

71

\0

27

4

10 100.0

5 50.0

5 50.0

--



Reason
stirl

Pre sent

total
Sample

Poverty.trea
l'4i d.d,le

Incone
Total Ind.ia¡ Non-Ind.ian

No, d/o I,Ío. 
',6

No. 1( Iro. fr

Eo ta1

Yes

No

Unknown

98 loo.o

L2 L2.3

75 76.5

r1 II.e

88 100.0

11 L2.5

6g 7s.4

I 9.r

u r.00.0

4 q.D

11 6Ir. S

2 11.7

7L

7

58

6

I00.0

oo

gL.6

8.'

10 I00.0

1 r0.0

6 6o.o

3 30.0

99

,'i

[.a3tr c7

RE.A,SOI'I }I'OR L¿,S. I'ÍOVE STITI, PRT¡SÍ,T'ÍT 3T NUMSE¡ì Ai\ID Pffi. CN'T

rÂBm c8

rN[E\îrloi{ To MovE 3r NuMB]E]R .a}tÐ Pffi, Cït{B

Intent ion
to

Move

Iota1
SalpIe

Poverty Area
i{f d.d.le

Income .Area
Sotal Ind.ia¡ Non-Ind.ia¡

No. fr ^1No. "/o No. ft No. fi

[otal

Yes

i,l o

Unknown

9B 100.0

32 32.7

56 57.r

10 10,2

88 100.0

32 36.\

4B j\,j

I 9.1

u 100.0

5 29.\

10 58.8

2 11.8

71 r00.0

27 3S.o

38 
'3.'6 s.D

t0 100.0

I 80.0

2 20.0




