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ABSTRACT

T

This study was carried out in Winnipeg, Hanitoba between

Oetober, 1963 and May, 1964 It focused on the spending practices

of fanilies knom to one op nmore of

Y

the five major soclel spencies

Fat

serving families in thig ciby, for the purpese of deternining the
relationship between budget end non-budget spending, and four
varisbles: level of education and freining, employment stalus,
auount of income, and lengbh of reaidence in Winnipeg.

Data was obtained by edministration of 2 schedule in direect
interviews with 176 families in » sample chogen from the Decenber,
1963 to January, 1964 caseloads of the Children's Ald Society of
Winnipegs the City of Winndpeg Public Velfare Department, the
Family Court of the Winnipeg Juvenile Court and Family Court, the
Province of Manitobs Department of Welfsre (lHother's Allowance),
and The Family Buresu of Greater Winnipege

The findinge appeared to indicate that the spending prace
tices of & sipnificant rumber of families served by these agencies
were characterized by budeet spending, and that there was no
gignificant relationghip between these spending practices and level

of edueation and training, employment etatus, swount of ingopme, or

lenpgth of residence in Winnipog.
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IHTRODUCTIM

The study reported herein, underbaken by a group of
studente in the Masber's Year of the School of Socisl Work at
the University of Manitobe during the Academic year 1963-64,
arose out of the concern of the Social Work profession with
family functioning in the broadeat senses The activitles
involved in family funcbioning are many, and hence more knowe
ledge is needed of these varied yet interrelsted patterns of
beheviour. Among these aresas are those of child rearing prac-
tices, kinship patbterns and economic practices.

While other groups of students in the same class vere
studying the former two of these aspects, bthis study explored
the aspect of the sconomic functioning of families, From its

reading and personal experience, the group felt that the prime
way in which economic functioning can be perceived and examined
ig in the ares of the family's spending practices - how 1t uses
its availeble financial resources Lo provide for 1ts menmbera.
From thig, then, the purpose of the study reported here was to
gtudy the spending practices of the client group served by the
Children's Aid Society of Winnipeg, the City of Winnipeg Publie
Welfare Department, the Family Court of the Winnipeg Juvenile and
Family Court, the Province of lenitoba Depariment of Welfarse

(Mother!s Allowancs Branch), and The Family Bureaun of Greater
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The importance assumed Ly money in our socleby is
generally recognized and telen for granted, Effortes to get
it and the ways in which it is spent sre smong the most vital
areas of concern in any industriel soeietys. The value placed
on materialiem influences the waye in which people gpend money

or experience money problems, and this will influence the ways

in which the family fulfills ite function of providing neces—
glties for its menmbers. ¥eb what affect does this cultuwral
value have on those members of our soclety vho for vardous

reasong (ineluding monetary ones) are served by the social

agencies in our commmnity? How do these familiss spend the
money availsble to them?

The group felt that gocial workers were lacking in a
real knowledge of the economic functioning of the families we
serve, and that soeial workers in all flelds must be prepared

te undergtand this funebioning and the problems related to it

In this way the client can be bebter helped by ocur understanding
of the sosisl milieu in whieh he funcbionss The group felt that
examination of spending practices was one way in which this
understanding might be promobeds These people,; surrounded by
the same pressures of materdslism and consumptlon as the none

‘elient group were perhsps less able %o handle finenceg or line

lﬁay@iﬁaftﬁr roferved to collectively as "the major
agencies serving families in Winnipeg", or "the Agencles" and
iﬂtii?iﬁuﬁlly &3 {}eﬁiggsg gg?gi‘ggs Fa GQ; }‘Ec}%as &i’i{i FQ‘%@ r@&z?@aﬁi@@lye
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up to what Lhey perceived as the "correct® value of our society
regarding noneye. The areas of Yuse of Iincome" and %spending
pracbices® have been relatively unoxplorsd, and in the context
of our changing soclety are less then meaningful terms. The
esconomic practices themselves need not have been the factor that
brought the people to the family apencye A& prime sssumpbion re-
garding the e¢lient group studied was thet contect of families
with major agencles gerving families in Winnipeg has been pree
cipitated by some degree of breskdown in family functioning,

The speeific focus of this study was the economic prac-
tices as reflected in the spending practices of the client group
served by one or more of the major agencies serving families in
Winnipege

With regerd to sebbing, the study was csrried out during
the period from Uctober 1963 to April 1964, and involved the
client group of the major sgencles gerving families in Yinndpeg,
It arope oub of the general concern of the group and its experis
ence which geemed Lo indicate that the factors affecting family
funehioning arve largely interdependent and inveolve all aspects
of soolisl funciioninp, and that spending practless are an
imporbeant part of thig.

The scope of the study was examination of spending prac—
tices which were studied in terms of thelr assoclation with four
independent variablos « level of education and itraining, employe

ment status, amount of income and length of residence in Winnipeg.
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The spending practices studied included: (1) whether it is
planned or impulsive spending, (2) whether it is cash or overw
extondad eredit buying, (3) whether the money is spent on
necessities or non-necessities.

There were, of course, obvious limitetions, After con-
siderable discussion sbout this study, the group felt that this
ares offered a great meny variables with which variations in
spending practices might be associabted, and thet with the tine
limitation involved it would be necessary to choose those
variables most velid end resdily measurable. For this reasson
the group selected level of education and training, employment
stetus, smount of income, and length of residence in Winnipeg,
reparding these as basic factors in influencing spending
practices.

The group felt that the exclusion of eny of these four
variablas would jeopardize the validity of our study, and further,
that the inclusion of other factors, while these might broaden
the scope would not sipnificantly alber the validity of our
conelusions, For exanmple, such varisbles as sthnic origing age,
or size of family were not congidereds The group also did not
study who in the families decides what woney is to be spent, nor
d4d it explore the feelings of the client group, or measure the
gtress felt by this group. This stress is seen sg related %o a
social system which places a high value on meterial goods cone

sumption, ownership and status., FExemination of these stresses
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could tell us, as social workers, & grest deal regarding the
economic functioning of the client group,; but unfortunstely is
beyond the scope of a deseriptive study. (It is thersfore
sseumed thal exclusion of these factors did not jeopardize the
significence of the study,)

& great desl of thought wag given to the formulation
of the hypothesis and sub-hypobheges, Arising out of the
rationale given for the purpose of the study, the group discussed
the fach of impairment of femily functioning seen in the client
groupy, and that in many cases experience would peem to indicatle
that these people were unable to plan for the dispersal of sveile
able finances. It wag felt that while these people were pubjected
to the seme pressures to gpend that we all are - through the mass
madis - they were unable to plan wisely and budget their woney
and often simply did not have enough money to procure the things
that the mees medls say they Yshould® prooure. It was eoncluded
that the spending practices (outlined above) would vary with such
things as level of education and training, employment status,
emount of income, and length of regidence in Wimnipeg., The main
hypothesis stabted: the spending practices of the mejorily of the
fardlies perved by the major agencies serving families in Winnipeg
will be characterized by non-budgebt spendings

The sub=bypotheses foliowing this were as follows (note -
the word "Ffamilies" refers to & majority of families known to the

spencies)s
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(1} The spending practices of families with a low level
of education sre characiterized by non-budget spending, and
conversely the spending practices of families with a high level
of education are charscterized by budpet spending.

(2) The spending practices of families with irregularity
of employment are characterized by non-budget spending, and
convergely the spending practices of families with regulariiy of
employment are characterized by budpget spending.

(3) The spending practices of families with low amounbts of
income ave characterised by non~budget spending, end conversely
the spending practices of femilies with a high amount of incone
are characberized by budpet gpending.

(4) The spending practices of families with short periods
of residence in Winnipeg, whoge prior residence was rurel, will
be characterized by non-budget egpendingg however if such priop
regidence wes urbang the gpending practices will be characler-
ized by budget gpending, as will the spending practices of those
families with long perlods of residence in Winnipeg.

With respect to these pub-hypotheses, it was fell that
education could provide maturibys self-discipline and ability
to delay gratifications as well as Imowledge from specific
egourse contents Also, one of the imporitant fsctors in en indus-

. 2 . . .
trial society is specializationy and sducation is a key to this,

2,
%&waid Le ”&l%ﬁwﬁj and Charles N ﬂ@u@amkﬁ & :
: s (Mew York: Ruseell Sage ﬁaandaé&@&

1958},



Hegularity of employment can mean more gtability and
repularity of income, and songequently mesn that planned

spending is sessier, Through the catisfaction gained through

neebing porceived needs, this can affect other life roless as

-

carrying over an important life-task 4m vital to effsciive

gocial fﬂn@ﬁi@ﬁiﬁﬁeg
"1t s penerally apreed thaet lack of basic economic
securlty heightens the stress of nﬁ“ﬁﬂmﬁ@ii
Intengifies relationship problems,"™
It is often falt through experience that people with low levels
of income mismanage their aveilable money, and that lack of
noney provides additional stresses on the family,

Yith respect to the lash sub-hypotheslg, 1t was felt
that a period of adjustment was needed for scmecne moving from
a rurel society to an urban one; that differences exiet in the
economic ways of 1ife in these two sebtings. The group was nob
implying that rural people don't budgets merely that 1t takes a
while before someons with a rural backpround would feel comfovrt-
able with urban economic 1life,

Throughout this study many terms and concepte are used
for which elear definitions are neededs The following is e list

of these, and unless otherwise stated in specific instances,

these definitions apply throughout the repori.

YHeten H, Periman, Social Cegework A Problem-Solvin
?@gagwg {Chicagos The University @V bhiaag@ Pressy, 1957}y FP 24=25.
H}L*lﬁ@&3T§Vﬁh$ S odg, {New York: Hetional
s 1957},

Aesoaiation of Socisl Yorkers
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Spending practices = for the purpose of this situdy,

gpending practices wi of spending ast
whether spending is plamned or impulsive, by casgh or overs-
extended eredit, for necesslitles or nonenocessities,

Clisnt group = thet group of people served by one or
more of the major sgencles gerving femilies in Winndpeg.

Family - Two or more pecple, one of vhom ig an adully
related by Blood or merrisge (including common law unions},
and eongtituting o spending unite

Budpet gpending - Flanned sgpending = is the procesg of

3

thinking through goals, estimating cosis, and making cholces
among alternative uses of money for the co-ordination of re=

sourceg and expendibures on the baslc necesgities of 1ife.

Such a plan covers a definite period of tine fron one receipt

of ineome to the next regular recelipt of income.
Hon=budget spending - Unplammed spending in which there
is en absence of the process of thinking through goalg, esti-

mabing coste, and making cholces among alternative uses of money
for the co-crdination of resourees and expenditures on the basl
necegsities of 1ife, and vhere considerstion ds not given te the
periocd of time from one recelpt of income to the next regular
recelpt of income., It is cheracteriged by spending impulsively,
and by over extending credit.

Low level of income - this spplies Lo thoge families in
which the totel anmusl income of the fanily is equal to or less

than the income allowable se basie Federsl Income Tax exenpblong,.



LN

Py

T
I

?

e

STt

LI

A hoy

“
i
%
e

L

[asi)
A

W

Ead

aaa of

Wl WE B

A o

5 e

o b

£

Lor

S
Lo S

bex

s
Rt

silowe

2.

vbional Reverue

e

to the 4

mdide

5-:;




wrbnent of

Low level of education - whare

aducatio

technleal

COUT SNt

loyment - continuous enployment for

nore in 1963,

4 monthe of

enployment in 1963, bubt not of a seasonsl nature,

monthe during the

Hovember 1, 1963,

The group choge to study the employment stabus of the

fanmily head in terms of

of employment, seasonel employment, or aot in the

oy b I g o el g 4 iz g o g
as this status existed in 1963. The proup chose

wmlation 25/62 being a Repulation
UW der the ”@wlal Allowances Act and Part 111 of the Child Velfere
k Filed 22 Mar. 62, This clouge also dine gu% se as hasic
necessibties household and personal needs, specisl needs and
funersls.

Teiause 2,

fode T’}’E

¥
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the study was concerned with current spending practices,
and the possibility of accurate reesll would lessen with the
passing of bime, Stability of employment was not considered
due to the faet thaet in this climste certein jobs are available
only during the summer months, and it wag felt that this
seasonal employment ig not necessarily unsteble., The elient
group to be assessed In terms of employment siatus will include
only those whe are employable. Consideration of employment
frequency was not included in that it wvas felt this was beyond
the sceope of this study and would be relatively meaningless
unless causal factors were evalusted, It was therefore excluded,

fiot in Labour Ferce « refers to those fanily heads vho
gtated that they were not svailsble for employment during 1963,

Regidence - refers to fandlies domiciled in Winnipeg atb
the time of the studye A short period of residence is twenty-
four months or lesse A long pericd of residence is wore than
twenty-Lour months,

Flace of origin - refers to the client's view of his
previous and effectively influencing domicile, FPlaces of origin
are as follows: (1} In Wionipep, (2) HRural Cansda, (3) Urban
Canada, (4} Urban, out of Canada, (5) Rurel, cut of Cannda.

Head of family -~ refers to the person in the family

to whonm the major portion of the income ig paid,

These then are the major definitions used In this report.
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Agsumptions which underlie the study other than those
listed above inglude the Tollowing:

(1) Declared income is assumed to mesn sctual income.

(2} The information received from the respondent with
rasard to the stated veriables will be nssumed to be accurate
as it relates to the fenily hend.

The methods used for collecting the needed deta for this
gtudy was that of interviewing, It was felt thaet the dirsct
interview would be the only way that the needed information
could be obtained, as it was unlikely that agency records would
include this material to any degree of consistency. Hence
agency records wers not consulteds A systematic random sample
of 369 families from the elien® group of the agencies was taken,
and working in conjunction with the other research groups atb
the School of Seeciel York, an interview schedule was completed,
(The section of the schedule releting bto thies study appears in
Appendix A,) Standerd procedures of interviewing were estabew
lished and questions worded in ways most readily understsndable
by the respondents, A4 pilot study proved helpful in elarifying
the gchadule and overcoming some early difficulties.

The remainder of thig report will desl with the backe-
ground literature on the tople, methods of anelysis end presen-
tation of findings, and conclusions of the study. It is the
hope of the group thet this sbudy will stimulate further
ressarch into the srea of the economic aspects of family funge
tioning, and will ineresse the ability of the profession to

serve the clients of soclsl sgenciesg,



CHAPTER IX

BACKGROUND LITERATURE

As economie funetioning is one of the wajor areas of
overall family functioning, it ig important that Sociasl Workers
be awars of what is involved in the declsions and priorities
made by families with respect to spending. Sehlesinger points
out that in studies of the militi-problem femily, economle
practices along with child rearing and marital difficultles
are the three arcas of family malfunetimniﬁg.l For go important
en area, surprisingly 1ittle research has been carried out to
describe what the spending practices of clients of social
agencies really are. BPecasuse of the virtual lack of gtudies
drawm up along the lines deseribed in Chspter One of the repori,
the theoreticsl background has been drawn from the broader knowe
ledge and litersture related to family functioning generally and
the economic pressures inherent in our modern technological soclely.

It is & trudsm to say that the fanmily, as the basic unit
of our socieby, has responsibilities to houses feed and clothe
its mewbsrs. Throughout the 1ife evcle of the family, differing
taske Pace it with respeet to how its noney ig used. During the
beginning phase of the family, spending and saving beheviour is

reloted to current and fubture cepacity and to social @xp@?ﬁa@%mmﬁug

University af fﬁ?ﬁﬁ@@ fyesﬁ, 1%:3:$
2F, L. Feldman, ope Gite Fe 29

o {Torento:
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Here the new femily works out methods of handling the economic
elements in the merriage, and sttitudes and feelings toward
money are more important than the woney itself. During the
second, or expanding phase of the family cycle, the needs of
the children assums more predominence, snd children are very
gengitive to parental anxieties about &9m@g,3 It has been
determined in studies thet 1t cosis a total of three years of
net inecome for a couple to reise a child from birth te eighteen
years of agggé Obviously, then, less than careful use of
available resources can cause & pgreat deal of anxiety.

Feldman mentiong three groups of monsy problems with
which people come to socisl agencies: environmental factors
(insufficient income), personality diffienliies, and social
gnd culbural yr@&%&r@ggﬁ In the latter bwo groups here arve
ineluded "the problem of fenily members who lack knowledge of
how to develop a spending plan, who are unable to agree o
priorities in purchssing, who are unable to account for the
expenditure of their money, who over expsnd lor home or car or
furniture or other itemss; and who have low seles resistance
beeause they are in competition with their neighbours and

fri@mdﬁ.“é

31bide, Te 426
41, Co Flmer, Ihe Sociclopy of the Family,
& GOeyp 1245}9 Fe %’?a
Fo Le Felduan, ops ibss Fe 726
i!}idtg ??o '72 bl ?3‘ '

{Bostons Ginn
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Thig type of problem has ramifications for the over
all funetioning of the family regardless of its stage of devele
opmente Hoonomic functioning affeets not only the material
factors - such ag possessions, residence, and diet, but the more
intengible factors of type and amount of educetion for children,
relative satisfactions within the reles of the respective members,
and attitudes toward the use of money. Dysfunctioning in the area
of egonomic practices can therefore affect the next generation and
ite use of and atiitude bowerd money; as well as the honeostasis
of the present family unit. This tends te¢ be thrown more into
foous in families who {(often beeause of diffieulty in economie
practices) have centact with socisl agencies.

What then, lies behind the difficulties in sconomie fune-
tioning whieh many families encounter? Our soclety has undergone
tremendous changes in the last century, or even within the last
7ifty yearsy and this hee effected the way people utilize thelr
finaneial resources, "There sre new products, new kinds of
entertainment, new services coming slong constently. Shop windows,
newgspapers, magasines, radioy televigion, movies and travel influe
ence ug in wanting more and mﬁre; We are literally overwhelmed by
the variely of goods and services all around us. Cholcenaking is
therefore more difficult in our binmes than in the make-whaleyou-

Py ??7

need sconomy of plonser times. Vance Packard; writing of the

Emeriesn scene,; says

The W, Trosletrup, Conguner Problems and Pe i :
Second Fditien, (New York: MeGraw-Hill Book Company Incey 195
Pe 1106
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Today, the average citizen of the United States

is consuming twiee ap much in the way of goods snd

services as the average cibizen consumed in the years

juet before Yorld Var Il. Hearly two-fifths of the

thinps he ownsg are things that are not espentlal to

his physicael well=being, They are optional or lwwury

itens oo There is general evidence of profusion of

materisl wealth even though there is a substantisl

residue; numbering millions of families, that remeins

vnquestionably 1llefod, ill-clothed, ill~housed.

And the television set m&y be substltubting for adequate

food in the family budpete®

In the midet of affluence, then, are mumbers of families
who esnnot compete with the peneral trend to fantastic consumpe
tione There are continual and often seductive stimuli, through
the mase wedia, to consums, to conform, and “success" is equated
with the ability to achieve the imape presented by the stimuli.
The efforts to keep consumption spirelling hipgher "emcunt to an
unprecedented saturation of American 1ife with pleas, hinte and
obher inducenenie to buye. The gheer dimensions of ocurrent snd
contenplated selling efforts arve becoming a national gr@hl@m.gg
The pressures to spend money in certain ways aflect

different people in verying degrees. However it is incressingly
apparent "that money is a significant facbor in the social ade
justment of individusls and families irrespective of their

W10

aconomic statuse Stress and anxiety are crested by this, and

the wilnersble group is thet vhich is leasst able to live up %o

g?‘ Paekard {(Hene Yorks David MeKay
Company, Incass 1@%%59
§xhié.§ Po 215,

105, T, Feldman,
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its perceived notions of socletal velues because of limlted
financisl resources, ot enly is this group threatened by this
iégyarit§ between perceived velues and reelity expectations, but,
as will be mentioned later, i1s most likely to resort to measures
whieh will inevitebly only inerease dysfunctioning In economic
areas.

While zs mentioned in Chapter I, the stress felt by the
elient group studied is beyond the scope of the study, it is a
vitel factor in the backeround materiel areund this study.
Helen N, Ferlman states that stress arieing out of an individual's
sense of need is grester now than ever bhefore. OShe goes on to say

thab,

The fmet is that in our present etage of technologicel
and psychologieal development,; nobody = but nobody - con-
siders subsistence living to be enouph to meet his needs.
Somebimes we conslder it to be enough {6r somebody else,
but never for ourselves, Nor deeg the client on relief
consider it to be enocugh for himself. He may feel it is
all he deserves, or know it is all he can hope for. But
underneath this sesthes the feeling that there ls a very
great disparity betwesn whet he wanis, and thinks he wantsg,
and what society pives hime. He is left sgein with the
sense of being a second class nember of the commmity: again
feelings of frustration and helplessness way undermine the
genge of adeguacy and security which is easier to his self-
dependence.

e

ihile the client group studied include families who
represent higher levels of income than recipients of publie
assistance, many of the seme pressures applye The families,

hacause of their contaet with an apency, reflect some defect in

11

He Ms Leyendecker, quobed int
Publ distance, (New York: Harper & |
Pre 154 554
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family functioning, and economic resources often pley a part
here, even if indivectly., #The prosence or absence of flnancial
regources not only affects the degree of physieal wellw-being of
the family members, but also the quality of thelr personal
relationships, It aleo influences the atbitudes thal an indi-
yidual develops about monsy snd its use whichy, in turn, play a
part in determining his role in soclety and the nature of his
x%hﬁﬂmmﬂgwﬁmiﬁﬁizivgwmﬁ&w This relates te the factors
of sconomic funcitioning mentioned ahbove,

The milieu in which the client lives, and in which the

fanily as a unit functions therefore is vitel Yo an understand-

P

ing of family functioninge. The valuee of ownership, and the

desire for vertical mobility create a great desl of anxlety In
families who show dysfunctioning in their conbact with soclel

agencies. . Veiteh, in an unpublished Masters' thesis for the
Sshool of Social Work at the University of Toronte in 1962 spoke

of milti~problen families thus:

“Hany of their values are esgentislly middle-class values.
Eh&% ah@y hold these values, bubt fell to achieve middlew-
class standards, has been apparent However {in the study)

we pee that they largely ldentily mith middle class
standards which they see as degirable, but which they have
been Frustrated in schieving, "3

That this frustretion (indeed sny type of anxiety) ean

cause problems within the femily unit is obvious, Froblems can

12, L. Peldran, ope cites Fe 17
L3tnoted in Be Schlesinger, ope cib
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also be activated or aggrevated by the responses families make
to economic domands (resl or perceived), This bringe up the
general ares of spending prectices. Bssieally there are three
different types of spending patterns. Families can spend their
total income, spend p@%ﬁ and save part, or spend more than totel
iﬁ80m3314 In determining which of these patterns a femily is
going to use, another new or different outlook and a change in
social attitudes is evidents This is the increase in the use
of eredib,.

The tradition that saving end paving cash for purchases
are cesential to sound fanily econocmy snd teo self-respect ls
succunbing to the growing habit of credit, fostered by such
popular devices as cherge accounts and installment buying. The
pospel that onee prescribed cubtiing one's expenditures to fit
ene's purse is confronted by the new good words that the way to
'vet out of the ved! is 4o push one's income up another peg and
that fyou've pot to spend money nowadays in order to earn 1t oo
doing without, nowadays, is just a 'tough break?, to be avolded
by using easy eredit that turns wishes into horses overnight and
telescopes the fubure into the y%m@ﬁﬁﬁolﬁ

This new phenomenon has reached amezing proportions in

vecent years. Cabriel Kolke, using the Eeonomic Heport of the

Iregident ~ 1958, says "The rise of consumer installment credit

ic one of the most Amportant keys to understanding increases in

Yp, 1., Peldman, ops cibes Fe 8
151, Co Flmer, Obs Gibes FY 233 « 34e
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the nations stendard of living sinee World Yar I1, outstanding
installment eredit amounted to 3.7 per cent of national per-
gonal income in 1929, 4.5 per cent in 1935, and 3.5 per cent
of national personal income in 1947; it rose to 9.9 per cent
in 1%57.“16 Several writers have pointed out that the inci-
dence of installment debt iz closely related to income. A
study by Yeeks reported that "to acguire wajor items, lower
income families are much more likely then high income fanlilies
to huy on tim@sﬁlﬁ Kolko reports that the hipghest incldence
of instelliment debt occure in the inceoms classes closest to the
maintensnee level esteblished by the United Stmbtes Purvesu of
Labor Statistics, and that "the lowest income = tenth ig by
far the most committed (to consumer debit) in relation to incoms,
& reflection of ite need to explolt credit in order to keep hody
snd goul ﬁag@t&e@.“zg Ag thie happensgy the family moripages
more of its already insecure future to the repayment of these
debta, and raises more probability of anxleties and unmet needs

within the fanily units

7&. Awhlay Weeks, Family Spending FPetterns snd He

Cares (Cambridge Massachusetts: Harvard ﬁﬁzvaﬁ%xty Tross, 1@’33,
?e 216 ,
18, Kolko, ope oites FP 105 = 106,
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Becaugse of this grawimé use of conpumer crediby; and
such other factorsg ap pericdie employment; "a bullt-ln feature
of our business cycle %gan&mygﬁig Eolko veports that the
majority of the population of the United States is faced with

20 Thet this econonle

ingecurity - an economlc fact of 1ifa,
ingecurity is verv often releted to such things as education
and employment ig roporbed by Lampuens when he says "about
two-thirds of low income fanmilies are headsed by persons with
no education beyond grammar school, Less than one half of a1l
family heads has such low educatlonsl attainment ..o 1t is
certainly an independent cause of low incone 3ﬁﬁ%ﬂ$.ﬁ2} He
then gtates Yone of the most remarkable characteristics of the low
income family heads i the low degree of participstion in employ-
ments Yo estimate that one-third of sll low income persong arce
in consumer units hoaded by & person in nonemployed gﬁa@ms@ﬁgg
From thie it can be seen that these interrelated problems
have a besring on how g family funcitions economically in our
consumption=genred, status-conscious pociety. (Vhile a large
perecentage of the literature is based on resesrch carried on in

the United Stetes, our gecieties arve sufficlently similaer to

project the trends indicated while not the sctusl fipures.

391’&32&2., Peo '753

R0Tbides T 129

AR, J. Lempman, Eﬁgﬂhggﬂlﬁﬁﬁw@
Growths éi&?hiﬁ?@@ﬁ‘ Us So Covernment Pr

ibidss FPe 10

iﬂﬁi guuffia@5wl%)@;; ?. D
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there the pressures are most apparent throughout the literature
are in the lower income sections of the population. Thelr
abilities to maintain their femilies at the level to which they
aspire is limited, Packard states that "the growing berrier,

based on education, between people of the limited-success class

and those in the semi-upper class evidently has been making
wrecks of some of the lower level people withouit eollege educa=
tion, who still believe in the Awmericans Dresm of unlimited
ﬁ@p@r@uniﬁiag.“23 Sudden loss of income increases the possibile-
ity of overwhelming debt and further frustration.

The pressures are folt by other income groups to, and
ingressing eoncern is being felt by economiste, soclologists,
and psychologists about these problems. Feldman seys that "the
present concern .ee i8 nob only with those who lack sufficient
income with which to meet their daily needs. 1t also embraces
thope who are unable to msnage on thelr incoms because of soclal
or psychologicel problems or who use thelr money iﬁf&@i@ﬁ&lly;“gé

This has been a survey of the background materisl
relating to the economic factors in family functioning, It was
out of this theoreticel framework that the specific focus nen-

tioned in Chepter I was drawn.

{(Mentreal: FPocket Books

23y, Packard, The Status Seckers,
of Canads Lide, 1@6&§3 Pe 230,
24}?3 Tia ?@lﬂm&ﬁg e @igwg Fa 22



METHODS

The genersl method used in cerrying ocut this study
involved dirvect interviewing of o systematic random sample of
the client proup of the fAgensies listed sboves A prepered
schedule (see Appendix A) was used for this purpose. The
gseheduls wes a combined one, with sections relating to each
of the three aspects of family functioning under study by the
clasa, Bach student was given approximately seven names %o
interviews

The size of the sample was 369 families as this repre-
sented the maximom number that the combined research groups
mentioned in Chapter I could study with the limitaetions of tinme
svailable to thems It was decided that the sample size was not
enly adequate for the purpose of the study bub that a combined
gchedule for all three groups desling with verious sspecie of
family functioning would enable the use of a ssmple group
larger than if sach group drew ite own random sanple,

Of the total sample of 369, 193 schedules were not
completed, These were not administered, and hence were eliminated

from the sample beosuse of the reagons oublined in Teble I {see

hppendix Be)a
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The actual number intervieswed then, was 176, ‘hile
this Tigure represente e significant reduction from the original
gample size of 369, it was decided that it was still large encugh
to represent & valld sample group for studye

Fech femily of the sample was notified by letter or by
2 telephone cell from the agency serving it prior to adwinise
tpation of the schedule to inform them of the intentlon to
interviews There were differsnces heve, in that some letbers
wers sent Prom the School of Social YWork, University of Manitoba,
gome directly from the epencies. Thers appesred to be no influ-
ence here on the willingness to co operate of the persons to
whom the letbers were sents A limitation would be that the
sotual sample is weighted in the lower income proups, as aslmost
657 of the actual semple as outlined in Table 1 is from Cele'els
or M.des The msjor limitation arising out of the use of this
sample is that it can be projected only to the elient group of
the agenecies under study and not o the conmnity at large or
to groupe within communities ocutside Winnipso.

The schedule was avrived at through o series of meetings
st which the fifteen members of the research group dlscussed the
problem under study. Actual questions were chosen by group
sonsensus as Lo their relation to the hypothesis and the vari-
sbles decided upons The schedule when completed was tested by

a pilot study of 45 families drawn as & randon sanple.
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After eveluating the results of the pilot study, the
prosearch group decided that the information relating to the
purchase of necessibises or non-necessibies was unreliable and
gonfusing to both researcher and respondent., The questions had
heen asked to measure the spending preferences of the rospondent.
the schedule listed fourteen consumer items which included six
necessity snd eipht nonenccessity items. The respondent wag
required to state the order in which it wes hie habit to purchese
these items, From the pilet estudy it seemed that the respondent
was allowed to answer according to what would likely be approved
by welfare agencles or society expectations generally rather than
his metusl preferences. On the basis of this the schedule was
changed specificslly in the section relating to spending proce—
$ices, The Pinel forn of the schedule relsting to this study
sppears in Appendiz A, A second pilot study of the reviged
schedule was nob carried out becsuse of time limitations, but
this would no doubt have been worthwhile,

Tmeh sestion of the schedule related to one of the
variebles being tested (level of education and training, amounb
of income, employment status, and length of rogidence) with the
1ast section on spending practices related to the mein hypothesis
of the study. Introductory remarks preceding sone of the sectlons
served se an aid to both the interviewer and respondent in undere
standing the section f@lié%ﬁng, These remarks were hence a guide,

nd this served to standardize the administration of the verious

b

&

S



parbs of the schedules. Brilefing sesslong for a1l the research
groupe studying aspects of femily funchioning were held to
Purther standardize administration,

In the fivst four sections of the schedule, the questions
ralated to specific information on each of the four variables,
The first seetion of the schedule was related to level of educa-
tion and training, These questions wers pleced first because it
was felt that they wers the most easily answered and would

to the respondents The grade foompleted®

ade Pattended") was specifically vequested
because alizlbility requirements for training inetitutes usually
inelude a specific complete level of academic achievement. It
wae folt that "other btraining® would generally be covered by
those mentioned on the schedule, and by reading this 1list would
explain to the respondent what was meant by "acdditdonal traininge”

The section related to employment sought to determine

two things: vhether or not the respondent was %o be included in
the labour market, or in other words was “available for employ-
ment?; and if seo, 1f this was regular, seasonal, or irregular as
related to our definitions in Chepter I. A nepative answer to
the first question (2(a)) precluded the necessity for gontbinting
A negative snswer to both 2 (b) and 2 (¢} indicated irrvegular
employment,.
The third section, related to income, determined whe
wes the hesd of the household (%To whom is the major source of

income paid?"), and placed the respondent into either the high

or low income level ag outlined in Chepter I
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The sectlon related to residence wae asked to deter—
mine the length of time the respondent had lived in Yinnipeg
end what they consgldersd their background to bs. This was
broken down into rurel or urben Canade and rural or urban oule
gide of Canadey and if reslidence was for less than 25 months,
prior residence wes eptablished. This related to the raticnsle

e

and definition outlined in Chapber Is This section alsgo deter—

ed the actual length of residence in Winnipeg of the respond-

sbhovey bhe sectlon on spending pracitices

iy

cfter the pilot g%

Fa Xl

w0 offer a series of guestions

which would elicit more direct responges and reduce the emotional

implications pregent in the first schedule, In the revised

Phe

sehedule, guestlons were asked in the penerel categories of
shelter, utilities, foody clothings and medieal insurance, all
of which were defined ag necesglties; and vehicle ownership,
possession of a television set or telephone, purchase of liquor,
taking of vacabiong, and ususl methods of travel, sll of which
were considered none-necessities. This delinesation belween
necessities and nonenecessities iz related to the definition

of necessities which wppenre in Chapter I. The respondent was
given o choloe of answers. These responses were classified
under budget or non-budpet type of spending, as well as this,
the answer Y"sowmetloes® was Included ns a possible answer o
soma questiong as it was felt thet this could be a less threat-

7

ening responge than Yalways® or "never’s For the purpose of
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this study and for the plan of anslysis, an ansver of Ysomge
times" was considered a non-budgel response.

For our plan of anslysls, the questions in the spending
practices section of the schedule which indicated budgetting
Por necessities were thogse concerning shelter, utilities, food
and olothing. The questions which indieated budgetting for
non-necassities were those relating to telephons, vehicle
ownership, television, liquor and usual mode of travel.

Seversl limitations on the use of the schedule related
to the plan of analysis must be noted here. Several questions
in the schedule were not included in the plan of analysis for
geversl resgons and were therefore eliminated from the study.
Thepe limitetions were as follows:

1. uestion 5{e}, Do you earry full medical coverage?®
and "were you able to pay for this yourself?", wes nol
sonsidered in the anslysis, It was found that a large
proportion of the gample tested wae enrolled on one of
the welfare proprams, snd that thelr medicel coverage
is paid for them sutomaticelly. This therefore invalie-
dated their responses. Aside from this the question
did net include whether or nobt thoge who were paying
for coverage themselves were able to meet the paymenis.

2, (uestion 5(1), "o you ever teke a vacation trip?" and
"o you ever entertain friends {have parties)?%, was
not cengidered in the anslysis as 1t was fell it was

not an indication of budpet or non-budget spending.
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3¢ UGuestlon 5; "liuve you ever had to move beecausse you

were not able to pay the rent?¥, was not consldered

in the anelysis as 1t was found it did not provide the

information that was wanted, It was worded so thet it

could indicate either budget or non~budget spending,

Por exsmpley if the respondent answered in the affirme

ative as they nmoved beceuse of 2 change in income level,

they might have moved because they knew they couldn't
afford the rent. This would show budpet spending
slthough on the surfase the answer could be taken to
indicate non-budgetiing.

Un the basis of the analysis of the schedule outlined
above, the main classificstion and cross-—classificstion were
esteblisheds The answers vwere clagsified asccording Lo budget
or non-budget spendings These avens of budpel or non-budget
gpending were further broken down into the following categories:

le Over-all budget spending,

2e Budgetting for necesgities bub nol for nonenscessilies,

3s  DBudgetding for norenscessities but not for n@é@gsiﬁiﬁa.

4e Uveresll nen~budget spendings

If the respondent pgave a negebive answer to Lyo or morse
of the questions which concerned necessities, and gneg or more of
the gquestions concerning non-necegsities, he wes considered an
over-all non~budget spender, If he answered two or more questions

negatively of thoge relating to necessities, but hed all peositive
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answers to the questione on nonenccessitles, he was considered
a budpeter for non-necessitics bub not necessities, Uegatlve
angwers Lo one or more of the gquestions concerning NON=-Neces-
asities and positive answers to less than two questions on
necessities Indicated budpet spending for necessiities bubt not
non=necessities. Hespendents who gave no negative answers were
considered over-all budget spenders.

The questions on the schedule from 5(j) to the end of
the section on spending praciices served as a check on the
former questions and were claseglfied with each of the four
ecatepories, Any diserepancies which turned up will be dealt
with in the anelysis in Chapbter IV, If no discrepancy was
found, then thie check verdfied that the vespondent was in that
varticular category of the clasgiflicatilon.

The erogs=-classification was done betwsen the four

categories and the four varisbles of education, employment,

income and residence. Data showing the comparison of each of
the independent variables with the four categories of spending
prectices was tabulated showing both numbers and percentage of
families, The exception to this was the vardable of lengih of
residence in Winnipep, which was not tabulated becsuse of
insufficient data. The presentation of the findinge appears

in the following chapter.



CHAFTER IV

PRESENTATION OF THE FINDINGS .

& total of 176 completed scheduleg was obtained; three
of these were incomplete and not included in the analysis. The
balance, 173 schedules, fell inbo twe groupsy one numbering 32,
and the cbher 141, The group numbering 32 was removed from the
detailed analysis because the responses to questions in the
schedule were inconsistent - one section of the responses indie
cated one thing, and another section of responses indicated the
oppogite; so rendering any comparative appreissl difficult. {In
these camses the responses to quesbions in the first part of the
schedule indicated a pattern sinilar to the responses given by
the group of 14l.)

The findings based on the 141 schedules in which questions
were answered consistently indicated the following spending
patterns: 165 were over-sll non~budgeters, 11% udgeted for none
necessities only, 9% budgeted for necessities only, and 645
were over-sll budgeters. As alwost fwo-thirds were over-all
budgeters, the main hypothesis appeared not to be supported.

With respect to spending practices sceording to level of
education and training: for each educabionel level the percentage
sccording to spending practices was calculateds These findings
are reported in Table 1. (For totals given in actual figures,

gee Teble I1, Appendix Be)
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SPENDING PRACTICES ACCORDING TO LEVELS OF

EOICATION AND TRATHING SHOJN
DT PERCENTAGE OF PAMILIES

Low Level] Low Level | High Levell High Level
Wo Othee | With Othery No Other |With Cther

EDUCATION TOTAL | Training | Training Training | Training
Total o 1000 | 1000 10060 10060 100.0
Over-All 16,0% 16,0 840 19.0 1340
Non=~Budget

Budget for Nem=| 39 o | 33,0 840 11,0 960

Bseentiale Only

Pudpet for .
Tssentisals Only 940 1160 840 6,0 Ge

Ovar=-511 E‘ildg@‘i’; 6@:@ fg}sﬁ ’?50{:‘ g%{pt 0 7@3(}

{8) Forcentspes may not total 100,0 due to rounding,

The reader will notice that there appears to be no association

betwsen ppending practices and level of educsiion.

Yith respect to spending practices sccording to employment
status: for sach catepory of employment the percentage of responde
ents according to spending practices was celoulated. The percentage
of respondents nob in the labour force was also calculated,
é}thwagh this group was not considered in the analysis, These
findings asre reported in Table 2. (For totals given in actusl

figures, ses Table I1I, Appendix B.)



TABLE 2
SPENDING PRACTICES ACCORDING TO

RMFLOYMENT STATUS SHOWN IN
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES

y |Regularly

Hot In Irr@gularl§ Seasonall
FHFLOTMBNT TOTAL | Labor Force &mglmygd Employed | Bmployed
Total 1000 100.0 100.0 100.,0 | 100.0
o set 16,0| 15,0 19,0 0.0 15,0
Budget, for Non-| 4q 4 9e0 840 50,0 1540

Bssentials Only

Budget for

g%ﬁ%ﬁ?}i&lé@ {me i‘:’}ﬁg ’?ﬂ(} 360 QOG 130‘:}

Overwill | | ‘
Budget 6440 6840 6540 5040 58,0

The reader will notice that there appears to be no association between
euployment status and spending practices. Only two respondents were
seasonally employed, and this is surprising because the interviewing
wag carried out during the winter vhen a higher vumber of seasonally
employed people would perhaps be expected (o appesr.

With respect to spending practices according to levels of
income: for each income level the percentage of respondents accord-
ing to spending practices was caleulated. These findings are reported
in Table 3. (For totele given in schbual fipures see Table IV,

Appendix Be}
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TABLE 3
SPEHDING PRACTICES ACCORDING TO

LEVELS OF INCOME SHOWH IM
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES

TCOME TOTAL | LOM - LEVEL | HIGH = LEVIL
Total 10040 100,0 100,0
gﬁéﬁ o 1640 16,0 1440
ey iy | 110 10,0 18,0
fﬁfiéﬁiii Only 70 110 4e0
ggﬁg;im 64,40 64,40 640

The resder will noblce that there appears to be no assoclation between
levels of income and spending pracbices,

It was originally hypothesized thet long pericds of resi-
denee would influence budget spending in a positive way. The findings
indiceted that only two heads of fewilies hed residence in Winnipeg
of less than twenty-four months, and that the average pericd of resi-
dence in Winndpeg was twenby years. This mey suggest a reason why
64%, or the majority of the clisnt groups; could be classifled as
budget spenders. Previous residence was nobt considered because of

the small nusber who had lsss than twenty four nonths residences
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The date presented in the tables réi&ting gpending
practices to education, employment and income, indicate that
these variables seem to have little influence on the spending
practices of the e¢lient group of the ag&mai%ag‘ Purther inter-

pretation of the findings will be glven in Chapter V.



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSTONS

This study sought to deseribe the spending practices of
the client group served by the major apencies serving families
in Winnipeg, focussing on the hypothesis: The spending practices
of the majority of the families served by the major asgencies
gerving families In YWinnipsg will be chavacterized by ﬁammEnﬁgat
spending, Thig aspect of fanily functioning wes studied because
it was considered thal sconomic practices comprise an important
part of family and socletal adjustment,; snd that increased knowe
ledpe of the people we serve could result in betier use of oure
pelves as profesgional social workers.

The group studied the asscciation of spending practices
with four independent variables which made up our sub-hypothesos
which stated:

le The spending practices of families with a low level of
education are characterized by non-budget spending, and

eonversely, the spending practices of families with a

high level of educstion arve characterized by budget

gpending,

2. The gpending practices of families with lrregularity of
enployment sre characterized by non=budget spending, and
converselys the spending practices of femilies with reg-

wlarity of employment are characterized by budget spending,
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3s ‘The spending practices of families with low amounts
of income are charscteriged by non-budget spending,
and eonversely, the spending practices of families
with a high snmount of income are characierized by
budget spending.

X bl

Le The gpending practices of families with shord pericds
of residence in Winnipeg, whese prior residence wae
rural, will he characterized by non-budget spending,
however if such prior residence was urban, the spend-
ing practices will be characterized by budget spending,
as will the spending preaetices of these families with
long pericds of residence in Wimnipeg,

Ag the findings ag presented in Chapter IV indlcate that
approximately two=thirds of the completed schedules ghowed
spending f%@ﬁﬂ@@@ that could be characterized by budgel spending,
the main hypothesis wasz not supporied, While interpretation of
these findings must be limited due to the lack of stebtisticsl

3 vags %

significance, several things can be sald, First of all, the
afficecy of cagevork assistance for these pecple cannot be dip-
counted, and might be a posgitive influence upon the ways in

4,

which the client group menage their economic affaire. However
no analysis of findings by agency was abtempied,

ilso, the measuvement of current spending practices was

s, and it must be romembered that for the clients of

public assistance sgeneies, there iz at least dwpliclt instrue-

tions as to how money is to be spent.
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L major gualification on the findings invelves the
schedule used to test the hypothesis and subehypothesis (see
Appendix A)e While the findings nmight tend to suggest that the
hypothesis alone was incorrveect, the schedule should be examined
to ses if it really was degigned bto show whal 1% was intended
to ghow, For example, ag ovtlined in Chapter 111, the question
concerning ability to budget for rent was elininated from

2
¥
i

analysis because of

Fode

ite ambiguitye Simdlerly with respsct to
food and clothing (both essentisl items) a negalive enswer was
poseible only if the vespondent showed an Inabllity bo budget
for credit payments on these items, Findings indieated that

the respondents budpeted for eredit purchases but the schedule
d3id not messurs ability to budget for cash psyments of food or

clothing, This might have affected the way in which data was

analyzed for inclusion into one of the categories of budget or

non=hudget spending. In the question regarding repossession and
garnisheed wages, no time 1init was imposed, and hence the
measurenent of current spending practices {or practices within
& specific time period such as twelve months) wes rendered
imposeible. It would eppesr as 1f the schedule atiempled to
nesgure oo many factors - and had limited appliestion to our
gpacific foous.

The findings do indicate that the schedule had reldability.

sented in Chapter IV, reasonably cdh-

In the three tables py
sistent responses are nobticeable. With only two exceptlions not

¥

£ 6%

less than !

nor more than 707 of regpondents in the various
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sategories were characterized by over-ell budgeb spending.

This is cor v 4D overeall

spenders indicabed

e

by the total complebted s th over-all

non=budget spending, wi stlons, the sane
sonsl ey Gaoirs - varistions to 19% compared

with 18% in the total compl

%

The sub-hypobhesis, the spending practices of families

apending, and conversoly, the spending practlces of families
with a bipgh level of education sre characterized by budget

spending, was nob substantiated, and no assoclation was seen

betwsen level of education and spending practices., With respect

sehadules showed o Llow level

seo Table 1, pe 32) and

in working with the client

Conversely, the number with a high level of
o & &

sducation, both with and without additicnal training, amounts

of the completed schedules and this too 1s a high

paees

wever the study did not atlemplt Lo measure

Sonset

percanbagos

»,, 2

For thelr beling

sapondents es to the owry b0 the

-

agency and no atbempt was made to ssteblish relations
between variables (for exsmple the nuwber with low level of
sducation who also had low income, irrepular employment steius,

a)a



The sub=hypothesis, the spending practices of families
with irregularity of cmployment are characherized by non-budget

spending, and conversely, the practices of families with

repularity of employment are characterized by budget spending,
was not subsbantizted, as no assoclation was shown betweon o

tenbion wap made in

ploynent status and
Chapter IV of the fact that enly two respondents were seasonally
employed, althouph the schedule was administered during the tinme
of vear when seasonal unemployment would be at its pesk. The
extrenely long and temperate avtumn in 1963 might be part of the
reason for this, coupled with the extensive winter works projects

baing carried out in this reglon. 1r.U.Gs Myers of the City of

ot

Winn z;&(@ st the decreage in

aurbers of welfare reciplents during late 1963 was due to winter

Al

works projects, C.F in the Yinnipeg area and deparie

bk

montal reorpanization,  In February 1964, a Winnipeg newspaper

1on has the lowest rate of unems

reported 1
ployment in Canads during l?é}.z

The sub-hypothesis, the spending practices of families

s

with low amcunte of incowe are charecterized by non-budget
spending, and conversely, the gpending prac

%

a hish amount of income are characterized by budget spending was

was no associstion shown belween

not substentiated,

amount of incos An gdditionsl finding
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hers was that 113, or ad schedules showed Llow

amounts of income, while as shown in Teble I {Appendix B), 65%

from public sssislance agenclies. This would

£ respondents w

o

snbs, while heving low smounts o
seoncmically withoub as sistance from
5 dndicating ability
by as poor spending pracbices might

these warginel Tamilies.
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by non=budget spending,

ﬂ
ol
it
fosct
3
&
ot
&
o

%

;
e
e
o

L3
ot
o
Pt
bt
g
Tt
o
b
Spad?
jous
o]
8
e
&

o
e
by
Lo
i3
)
fos

however 1f such prior residence was urban, the gpending practices
ry 85 will the spending

5

residence in Vinnipeg,

in thet only two family heade had rsele-

—mé»

- " e o
noe less than

SN QW‘“Z LT vé};w s

‘hile the hypothesis and sub-hypothesis studied were not

indings of interest have bsepn noted,

i

studled were found to have low

levels of educstion, and UL Lo have low levelg of incoumes

ingly low number of seasonally

% 5
Sesy
Y e

» hudy eould be advere-

enployed people. 1t is
that showed {indings

<

inning of the studyve The

whole ares of eredit buving and the extent and uge of eredlt by

the client proup would algo be a frultful one for study.
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It is felt that the study did show that knowledge of
the economie practices of the families with vhom the sgencies
desl is Incomplets, and that miseonceptions of this group are
very evidents Further study could lead to more complebe under-

4

standing and hence to betler gerviee - the posl of every apency

through which eny client group is reasched.



Andrews, Benjemin H. Yew Yorks

Haondllan Cowmy

Charles Scribner & Sons, 1036

4

Anghen, Hth Ne  The Fanilve Ite Punchbion

i s ¥ N
Harper and brother herd, 1949,

4 Hivese

o
bt f»«gfv a'f.’i%? &

Cavan, Huth 5., and Aa%?kg Katherine
oS oy The |

i

£ s 11,
sdon, Chios

New Yorks Harper snd

shordans

Y

(T o
Holland ?ubliah

ing Cmmpanyg 1§6§sV

Davia, f£llison. Hew Yorks

clumbia

Plmery, Me Cs  The Sociclopy of the Familvy, DBostont Ginn and
) A

" s S
Company, 1945e

Feldwan, Frances L. [l Ly An o Vonay Wordd, Hew Jorks
Family Derviee Ae ssociation of Amerloa, 1957,
Geis sHAT, Eﬁ&ﬂi&f

netlonds Ly Commmn hest and Qan&g&lg
Ste Paul, Tinnes @,&3 1960,

or §z€e GORERNeT,

Gordong Leland J
Amerioan




Groveny arnest He

Jmlms&lphmﬁ "

Hill, Heuben. Families Under Ctresge New Yorks Harper end
AN

Ho ébbfﬁj «Lfs Ve

o wyr .

Tew York: Wiley,

%m&re}u Chicapgos

] igtwi‘;}ugima '
& 2 5 ;%g’f\

»’fu '

¥,

ooR wiling In Troubla,

Hanltobge

emg and mmgm? in Publie fsedistenco,

1;35*«;} thore, 1955,

Livings Hew Yorks Wiley,

;x a'\gf E)(?ﬁ?‘&w

Yreks nede i ohsbus

F’."
f}‘? ":é’%‘i’i@%dﬁﬁ t{;%}{/og 1 é‘:%..&

Vow York: Devid i

Kay Companys

E g B £% - o b 5
:-133 ‘{}%1’”" LTLOETI

Finlands &&z&ﬁfﬂ%ﬁmk@fﬁé%, 1953,

“
i«@.

*’m lamwzj 3:‘?‘?,}1{ E’z«a%g Ba

g,«w
\;N
3
-

iix Ciille
imericay ica, 1958,




- 45

pong Feul Geonomiogs Jn Z%i%@&%ﬂ&@fﬂ frslypis, 2nd ads

e

New Xarl ma&rﬁw = Hill Book G0es NCas 19516

Schlesinpery Benjanmine Ih ’ﬁl@iwivabi@m Family, Toronto:
{.ivafﬁi%y of “{”ﬂ%wv Progs, 1°

r‘;:’*mﬂ%z:m”if dn Marrises snd thoe
"

Afflin u@mgém39 1963,

Tendle, Jﬂ»wlﬁioa

P

s ug :g.»:,/ ),j &

G

,

VVVVV n%§ 11
Hew Yorks

Wineh, igb@r@ ?¢@
At

1 Robert, am& Carringer, &arb&?% ‘s
”*uézas lﬂ ] g _and bnm Familve Hew York:

Ko

¥rances Joromse The fmerican
Harper and Brothers, 1959

13
AN
“3

8 Te o
1, Ho, 2 {Fprliy 1?)37; PPe

ehirg

Bowmans, %« Je *Pdaﬁﬁﬁianal &h@rt&g@ &nd Exa@ﬁ&,“
o emrrnal N

Herg 4

2 { JU Ekt%“g‘ iﬁfgf}} 2 2“}:39 ; :g»&g;}«.”’”i i)y?e

wepployment and Sducatlong®
3‘ {ef&ﬁ.y 1@53}3 &3}'} w}a b ’:‘ﬁ?.




Hill, Heuben., "The fmeric
American Journal of
i’*@\ 2 Ll z'j

-3

Grattans He ving ©
‘Wﬁwﬁmgv&.Va

&

iaﬁiem in

Kenkel, William ¥,
vecision |
KLIT, pp 16 = 25,

Loeb, Martin Hhocial
dovrnel of Sociel
The 42 « 18,

Conadian
Vs Dpe 106=307.

Cood Income?®,
w ﬁ? Lzﬁv;fy . -

“‘p@e;&l ﬁ@?@ﬁ Tete %ﬁ Low = income

P g Tnre Boldent Al

8 &a?%ﬁfai %aﬁ

Vole XHE,

m@ui&i Cegvgﬁ Heview,
: » {l} bl Mwé‘,{}e

of the Heunited Family,"

% E;E}@ 3 i; E’i}@f%b@?g 3,. 4{:};

Towles

e T
Jé’-d = JSie

, soh 1
Uhbawas

Tribune, January 16, 1964.



v 47

PUBLIC DOCUMENTS

Canada. Q@p&wﬁﬁmv% w? %gﬁ;@nal E&vanusy Taxavia% Division,

Canada, wﬁrk@“?ﬁmﬁa*diaﬁk on gﬁ@ﬁviﬁ ment Insurance. 16th ed,

Canada, Cenade Year Bock. Handbook and Library Division,
Dominion Bureau of Statistice, Obttawat Cueen's Frinter,
1963,

Canads,.

uﬁat&wiiau,‘ﬁuttawa*Qﬁﬁue@n‘ﬁwxfinﬁér, 1?5?, {E%far@naﬁ
Paper Hoe 83).

Gamaﬁ&.

Entewnaélanal‘Laberﬁbffiees‘194ad'J‘”"'

Frovinee of Manitoba., "Tinme Sale Apreement Act," Slatutes of
Manitoba, Chapter 76, 1962, (a&¢mﬁm@mt to the Act,
Statutes of Manitoba, Chapter 87, 1963.

Province of Manitoba. Mapitobe Repuletion 25/62 (Clause 2)
Being a Hegulation under the Seoclel Allowance Act and
Fart I11 of the Child Welfare Acthe

Provinge of Ontarica zws-u C Ontario Debates Official
Report, Fourth Dession of the T “wnntywmix%h L%gi%l&ﬁﬂﬁ@,
Friday, April 2@, 1%63* Toronto: (Queen's Printer, 1963,

United States. Lampman, Robert J. Ihe Low Income Populat
feonomic Growthe Washington: U, Se Government ?rin%iﬁ?
'ﬁffi%@, 1959,

United Stetes. The Amerdicen Pamilv, s ugl o 1]
National Conference on Family &ifeg iaahingﬁ0n§ Vel
Government Printing Uffice, 1948,

United Statese Family Opending and ot o 1t :
Levelg. ?Euil@%iﬁ 7251' J@p&fﬁmﬁnﬁ of Labor ft&ﬁiﬁﬁlﬁ&g
Washingtons Us 8. Government Printing Office, 1948,

United States. Urban -~ fural Differences. (Bulletin 723).
Department of Labor Statisties, VWashingbon: Us Se
Government Frinting Office, 1948,




AFPENDIX &

SCHEOULE:
ECONCMIC PRACTICHS
1.
Hother Fether

(a) What is the highest grade {a) What is the highest grade

N

conpleted at school?

Opls293545556575859510,11
12,13

Have you had any obther

training? Yes 0

o

If soy what kind?

University
Vocational
Hurging training

Teachers college
Business college
Apprenticeship _
Cther (specify)

SRS

How meny years of this
training? leps than 1, 1,
253543556575

Bid you complete this
training? Yes __ No

e
PAL ]

gompleted at school?

le;gggyég 5;@3?3 %9931&,33. .
12,13

Have you had any other
training? Yes Ho

If soy what Kind?

University
Vocetional | ,
Hursing training
Teschers college
Buginess college
Apprenticeship _
Other (specify)

| How many yesarvs of this

training? less then 1, 1,
333;4& ﬁy é‘ﬁi?ﬁ

Did you complete this
training? Yes ___ Ho




3.

- 4O -

We would like to pet some information sbout your employment during
the last vear. We know that there are differences {rom person to
PETE0Ne

HOTHER FATIE

(a) Hove you been available (a) Have you bsen available
for employment during the for employment during the
past year? Yes Ho pagh year? Yes __ Ho
If yes, to (a) 1f yes, to (a)

(A1lew time for respondent bto figure out duration of
employment)

{b) Have you worked & months or (b) Heve you werked 8 months or
more during the lashb year? more during the last year?
Yes Yo Yes ___ HO
If po, to (b) If no, to (b)

{e) bid you work throughout the (e} Did you work throughout the
pericd May 15th to Hovember period Hay 15th to Hovember
30th? Yes Ho 30th?  Yes ~Ho

Incone

Thig next item conecerns your totel family income. Ve would like
to knows

{a) How many people vere supporied on the totel family income {from
811 sources earned, sssistance, pensions, gifte, ote.)

(b) Is the respondent's incoms sbove or below income indiecated?
CIRCLY WUMBER IN FAMILY

2 3 4 5 6 7 g 9
32100, 52400 52700, 03000, 3300. $3600. §3900.  §4200.

shove above asbove shove above above  sbove  above
helow belew  below  below below  below below  below




Se

o 50 o

Tneome (contimied)

) 10 ) il - 12 ( 13
54800, 4800, 5100 35400
shove above  above ghove

bolow  helow  below below

14 15 16
E5700e  S6000. 563004
ahove ahove above
balow below below

(¢} To whem is the major gource of incoms paid?

Regidence

Cheeok one

Se

(s} How long heve you lived
in Winnipeg?

ST

} 1=3 months
Y} 4=12 months

{
{ ) 132/ wmonthe

if over 24 monthe, indlosnte
lengthe

Pather

{8) How long have you lived

in Winnipeg?

{ ) 1~3 monthe

{ ) 4=12 months
{( ) 13~24 wonths

If over 24 months, indicate
lengihe

05 months, please write in the last place of

rﬁﬁﬁd@ﬁaaq%@fﬁ§@ﬁéémiﬁg to Winnipege

Hother

Where did you come Irom?

(]
¢ )
()
1
(3

j rural Canada

urban Cenads

raral (outside of Canada)
arban (outside of Canads)
, e vour background? Check
eountry

elty

gmall Lown

other (specify)

Father
Where did you come from?

{ 3} rural Canada

( % urban Canada

( ) rural (outeide of Canada)
{ ) urban (outside of Canada)
Yhat is your backpround? Check
() country

() city

{ ) small toun

{ )} other (specify)

There are many different ways in which people spend thelir monsy,
Hould you give us gome infermation about your way?

For instances



A, (a) Do you: Owm Rent ____the House Apartument in
which you are living?

If answer is "Hent¥: s it: Furnished Fartly furnisghed
Unfurnished ? (i.8s by the landlord)

How often do you pay the rent? Yeekly _Semi-nonthly
Honthly

Do you nay it in advenee? Always __ _ Somebines, Never

Have you ever had to move because you were not able to pay the
rent? Often Sometines Hever |

If answer is "Om%: Is 1%, Paid for in full Hortgaged ?

RIS

Are you sble to meet the morbtgage paymente when they are due?
Kweys ___ Sometinmes Hever

(b) Is fuel included in the rent? Tes No
Are ubilities ineluded in the rent? Yes Ho

Do you ever geb behind in payments for fuel or utilities?

Yes Ne

Do you have a telephone? Yes Ho

Has the pas or power company ever threstened to discontinue
services beeause vyou were unable to pay the bill?

Yes Ho

Hag your telephone ever been disconnected because you were
unable to pay the bil1l? Yee He

() How often do you go grocery ghopping? Every day
Irrepularly, as needed ___once a wesk

Do you buy groceries by charge account? Always
Sometines Hever

How often do you pay the charge aceount? Heekly ;
Semi-weekly Monthly _

Do you ever get behind in these payments? Always ;
Sonetines Hever




w§gw

(@) Do you tuy clothing by: Cash Charpge fAccound 9

RASSRIRS

If sngwer is "charge accounts Do you ever get behind in these
payments? Always Sometines Never __

{e) Do you earry full medical coverage? Yes No
Were you able to pay for this yourself? JYes _ Ho
(£} Uo you own a car or truck? Yes Ho
If yes, Wes it bought by Cash _____ Financed 7

1f "financed®: Are you able to meeb the p&ymﬁﬁts when they are
due? Always .. Somstines Lever

(g) Do you own a TV, set? Yes No

Was 1t bought by: Gash __ Cradit 2

1f "eredit": Nave you been able to meet the paymentss:
Aweays _ Sometines _ Hever

(h) How suech liguor do you buy every week? DBeer Wine
Hard liquor _ (£411 in spproximete amounts)

P T

(i} Do you ever teke a vacsbion trip? Yearly Sometimes
vy
Hever g

Do you ever entertain friends (have parties)? UOften
Sometines Hever

R

{3} Do you usually travel hy: DBus Peed Hallk
5 & BRGRAARRTRESEY RTINS AR
Dedve own ocar K

{k} Hap anything you boughl ever been repossessed? Yes ____ Vo

Have your wages ever been garnisheed to pay for something
you beught? Yes Ho




Be

{a) How mueh of your monthly income is spent using cesh?
using aredit?s

Are you sble to save any? Jes Yo
If yeg, how mich? .

(b) In this next question about buying, there are asgain & number
of ways of purchasing things you went. Haybe you could
describe your particuiar way of buying, that iss
When you see gomething you like to buy, do you

(1) ‘buy it immediately?

(41} think sbout it for awhile firet and then buy 1t7

(&) Are you paid by ecash or cheque? Yes Mo
on
R L3

Are you on an adminisbered budget? Yes No




APPEROIL B
TABLE 1

CUMPOSTTION OF SAMPLE BY AGENCIES SHOWING
DITERVISWED AND WHERE AFILICAHLE
REASCH FOR NO INTERVIEW

Population

Sample Drawn

Intesrview nok
Reguested

Interview Hequested

Refused

Moved and/or
Unable to locate

Intervioued

‘?Uﬁ;ﬁ! Ca»?ozf‘;a{}a ngaé' Fn C‘a Gagya Sc FeBy
2701 1310 395 | 441 420 138
369 146 45 63 70 45
54 2 s 3 33 16
315 144 45 60 37 29
77 47 7 15 6 2
62 11 10 26 8 7
176 &6 28 19 23 20
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TABL

SFENDING PRACTIC

TUTAL

Ho Cther
Training

nEs

55

inoIX

ACOORDING

S

With Cthen
Traiﬁing

TO

SVELS OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING
SHOMN IN HUMBER OF FAMILIES

liigh Level-

He Other
Training

SRR
High Levele
With Other

Training

Total

Over=-All
Ron=Budget

Budget For Hone
lecessities Unly

Budget For
Hecessities Unly

Over—All Budset

141

22

16

90

70

11

i

4e

iz

1

N

36

7

23

23

b

ok
[aN




TABLE 11X

SPEHDING PRAGIICES ACGORDING TC
EMPLOYMENT STATUS SHOUN IN
NUMBER OF FAMILIES

Hob In

Irregularly

Seascnally

Hegularly

EMPL OYMENT TOTAL | Labour Force| Dmployed | Employed | Employed
Total 141 66 26 2 4
Over-All

Hon=Budget

Budget For None
Hecessitles Only

Budget for
Hacegsltles Only

(ver-All Dudgetl

AJ%

45

5

17

7

27
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TABLE IV

ELYNTRY,

SPENIING PRACTICES

e E e P
CEVELS OF IHCU

ACCCORDING TO
T SHOUH IH

WUMBRER OF FAMILIES

JHCOHE TOTAL | LOJ LEVEL | HIGH LEVEL

Total 141 113 28
Uver-All HonePudget 2 18 4
Budget for Non-lecessities Only 16 11 5
Budget for Wecessitles Unly i3 1z 1

(ver-All Budget 90 72 18






