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'\. o In June of 1977 the Schqg»{f ?;ram
R oy : AR
§ of Educat;on adopted the\follqwing recomméhdatzon-

3‘. oy P R

“wrhat the Research Department s outllne of a'studz pf ,
student attitudes to.Work and unemployment be-appr?ved i
‘and that this be. done, if feasible, in co-operatéon-wlthil-
the Chlld in the City Project, Unlvers1ty of ToromiQ_

._n{ two phases.

Phase-I: Survey of all Toronto secondary schooi students to determine

, some of thelr de51res for And experiences w1th work 5

Trzse II: A questlonnarre to - t,elve subsets of Toronto secondary school’

L . .

_Jstudents (chosen accordlng to responses .in Phase I) to determlne
the1r att1tudes to work and. unemployment thelr knowledqe of facts
~ about | the Canadian work world thelr 1deas about how to get jobs,
. o ;the klnds of JObS they think they can get, and thelr hopes
. for. thelr llfe at 30 years of age.' o _ i
vThls report, which’ prov1des 1nformat1on about the students desxres for )
and experlences w:.th~work as collected ‘in Phase I, is the f1rst of three
reports Qescrlblng the results of thlS study The second and thlrd reports
v,

deal with.the,data collected in ?hase I, . ) ' .

2

< Committee . of the Toronto Board
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5 Bef e WOrld Wdr II~had drawn to a close, Canadians were

¥ ’ 4

,looking forward to a future when ane again weiiould be faced with youngu. .

_ people wmm nothing to do._ The Canadian Youth Comm1351on, established in

1943, considered the post-war sxtuation.
.i ‘ . "It would appear that as many as three-quarters of a. .
SR million young people under the age of 25, possibly .
- closer to a million, will bg ‘in need of. nev - jobs or
.. o other constructive peacetime occupation in/the period SR
e ©of post-war adjustment. What is the prospéct. of’such . L
T o ' opportunities being available to them?“ —‘\ o r ’
. - P o _ »
the Commission asked - (Tuttle, 1946, page 5).‘ ’ '

Even at the time that Commission published its report in 1945

—it was recognizedféhat when work is scarce, youth, especially the~youngest~
’ group under 21 have a more difficult time finding work than older, more N

) experienced workers.' Teenagers have’ always been more susceptible to unemploy—

h Y

ment thanqgther %ﬂé groups, -and have been the group most: affected by cyclical

'iations. However, in Canada in the last 20 years, a steady trend‘ o

has caused an already high youth unemployment rate to reach, in 1977, in some

¢

_regions of Canada, over BOﬁ'for 15 to 19 year-olds (Statistics Canada, April,

-.'1978) . Although young workers constitute less than 30% of ‘the labour force

'in'Canada, they_make upvnearly 50% of the unemployed. Actual unemployment

-

rates among young people vary c0ns1derably from province to prov1nce but the

seasénally adjusted unemployment rate for young people is close to 15% or

around 400 000 young Canadians in 1977. In Ontario, statistics on unemploy-~

{ B ment rates by age and sex groups from 1973 to 1976 indicate’ that youth

' /

unemployment is a’high and 1ncreasingipercéntage of total unemployment, and

-

. This literature review has been written and contributed to this study by _'
Martha - Friendly and is anm extract from The Child in the City: Changes and o
Challenges by William Michelson, Saul Levine, Anna-Rose Spina and the staff

. ‘of‘the -Child in the City Program. University of. Toronto Press (forthcoming) -

Ly
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. a more serious problem statistically for young males. Canada 15 not anomalous

& .

.;r *ln this - the ‘United’ States and much of the- West show szmilar trends (Man-

$

power Report of the PreSLdent, 1974) v e “.

These official unemployment rates are seen as underestimates by many

;experts. For example, a recent report comments that, acoordiag—tp the -
l97; census,.thereéwere 187 000 15 to 19 year-olds who were neither in —7' i
school nor working (Collins, 1976). Even if some‘of these teenagers were
young women with children who had chosén not to seek work, it ﬁhy be |

reasonable to assume that somi of the others Were "discouraged workers“

that 1s, those who have left the labour force by ceaszng to ‘seek Jobs. In

addu:on, there is the phenomenon-of 1nvoluntary part-time employment. Inter—

.

retations of Statistics Canada reports indicate that there are. many_youthful

vorkers, espec1ally young women, who were working part-txme—only because

fhll time work was unavailable (Collinsﬁ 1976) .- .It has also been suggested
, & ‘
th t the seasonal presence of students inihe labour force is buried in the e

,ag;regate youth unemoloyment rate figures and hides a relatively higher rate L

.The problem of underemployment should also be cons1dered Although’

;ged.lé to 24 wanted to be in Jobs leading to "careers" but, in their own’ v1ew,
were notx(Burstein et: al 1975). Whether or notgunderemployment is a phenomenon
ielﬁted merely to the increased formal credentials of the p;pulation, not to
N ¥ .
’ skill i; unknown. HoWever, high aspirations and expectations related to

i .

having a specialized skill or a degree do not ensure finding ‘a job in one's

Vd

;;:::jfield anymore, or any job for .that matter (Harvey & Masemann, 1975). .Finally,

.“..\.‘ . . . o . B - . LY

i

Qo L : - . 7’ . o s

we ©



' “system because it is diffiuclt to f£ind work {Collins, 1976).
. _ . ERER N 5

Whatever the precise percentages of the youth unemployment ra e

»

.{; B § 4 is generally agreed that lt is a problem of szzeable magnitude. ,The ' “§55” )

[ - LN,

youth unemployment situation is gptentially explosive‘politically and s

. i economically and a recently released report hy Statistics Canada indicates

'( ages is a myth (The Toronto Star, Sep 3 1977 Statistics Canada,_ ;

o -Ottawal, 1976). ; TSI S L

~ ] . ! - - . .

. » . - . e . ) e

. The literature, as reviewed here,. indicates’ that there is new

(during the 1970!s) a considerable number of unemployed youth in Canada. \

.
S

It is also clear that therﬁ are many reasons why it.is difficult to obtain
an exactaestimate of the rate of youth unemployment or even to define what
youth unemployment means. . T . -

*

However, there have been no surveys or studies done'in a Canadian .. .=

school system to determine how many of the regular students want or haVel

N )

expetxendhd summer jobs, part-time jobs combined With full-time schooling,

7

. " - or part-time sc oolf%g comblned with part or/full-time work. Nor has this .

i ) D

k&:d of data Keen more closely examined in light of the suudents' sex, age,‘,

e
-

or level of udy. .
! f - It is_the purpose.of-this study to'explore the.unemployment and

1 - -

! *f'- work status of- the/Toronto youth from the perSpectiv oftthose young peoplec

who are enrolled in a regular Torénto secondary school -- a slight1y~' 4';

different approach. o .-: _ S fa < Tt . e
. ot oot ) ) . \ ‘ . . .‘ “
. . . ) . . . , /. . ) . - . - b, . . . .
e T -~ ' Purposes of Part One of the Study,
- R .| The purpose of the first part of the study was to provide a detailed

- : ' . . - . L
. . . . . - »

‘description of Toronto~secondarylschool students' erperiencej with yorkland_.
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des:.res for work classz.f:.ed as follows:

(lf,m.d students want or have a jOb duz:.ng -the summer

of}i\977?

- ‘ (2) Had ~students ever looked for or had a part-tme
e - ]Ob at which they could wox‘; while going to

~ .

- school? : . .
\ ST
.(3) Were . tudents ea.rm.ng more than ten dollars é -week

| in the Fall of 19772 ' :
- . (4) Would students like to combine part-tme/ school:lng
) with york? - o E
(5), What did students helieve to be the rate ‘of _
R .. unemployment for\roung people under- the ‘age of 25 ‘ -
c - in Canada?

: . %

. (6) What were returning students exper:.ences w:.th work

) and desires for, work? -
E‘or all pa.rts of the descrz.pt:.on, the student body vas sub- -

S

*

d:.v:.ded and compared according to sex,\ date of birth (age) and level of .

study : - . 4
- - - N )
.
* B
! v .. /7 -
b4
® .
' .
’ AN .
~ A
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. ~
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~
>
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L
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- ‘
-, METHOD N
. . —
T - Y. Data‘Collectionl
. - On November 18, 1977 questionnaires were distributed to all

)

"high school students in the Tbronto Board of Education (excluding students’

Cin Adult Day schools) in order to ask them seven questrons about work 2

s

{a copy of this questionnaire is provxded in Appendix A-:some of the questions

[

‘bon it are from a survey for the Study of Returning Students)

(1) bpid you'want a job'last summer? :
: . . o Lo _' N
(2) Did yoir lmve a job last summer? - : J

(3) Have you ever looked for .a part-time job at which you
* could work while gging to school?

/”;//~/“11) Have you ever had a part-time job while going to school?

(5) Do you now have a part-time ]Ob at which you make more ' .
than ten dollars,every week?”’

-

(6) Would 'you l.':.ke to combine part-time schooling with work?
(7) In ‘your opinion, what percentage of young people ‘unde¥

the age of 25\%n Canada are unemployed° L ',_7Ag ! .f
- 4 to*T'per cent 13 to 16 per cent ;
. 7 to 10 per'cent' over’ 16 per cent LT
’ 10 to 13 per cent don't knéw . .
A cémputer label used to address each questionnaire provided i :

ftbe student‘s sex and year of birth. The students were also asked to

-~

~ indicate the level at which threy were studying . v o . .

i

Altogether, 29 499,students returned usable questionnaires, r
~

86% of the 34,270 high school students registered in November: of 1977 IR

Data Analysis . o

. ) '\‘ N V.’v . .‘
- T ¢ PO AP :

. . ' Most of‘the analyses took the form of frequency counts tonverted to

percentages ahd are, in many cases presented in either tables op graphs The
. - e .

a

. .
I P . . > .
; : : ‘1(), v . o
‘ . W 3 N . -
Ed . - I .. . ! .
. -
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. y) ‘ -' . ) ’ - ' ~ ;"

reader sho d note that ngt every student answered every questlon, thus
4 . .
. there are varying totals for the many analyses.- . 1" L.

.

The analyses of “the" subgroup or students who had returned to school

‘also 1nc1uded xz one-sample tests with d§ =k -1 (where k= # categorles) in

order to compare observed frequd&cles for.éhe returnlng students w1th expected_.

s he

frequencles derived from the populatlon of, Toronto hlgh school students (all
’-tﬁose who answered the questlonnalre) The null hypotheses for these cases -
were that the characterlstlcs of the returnlng students. drd not differ

signlflcantly from the characterlstics of’ the population of students- that is,

’ - 5 .
.

observed characteristics were compared with. theoretlcally expected characterr
- - /7 . .
1st1cs. For all slgnlf;cance tests,_the slgnlflcance cr1terron was a‘chgnce

I3 . -

-

1Y _ B ) . LT - "" . o ‘M

probabiﬁity’less than .0S. -Again,<E§e totalg}varied considerably.

Limitations of the Data ‘™

v

RN

The lnvestigators oilot tested the questlonnalre and were fairly

.

sat1sfied that the sthdents understood the questlons and that the questlons

. . . ’

' .seemed ‘appropriate; however, they did not do a formal validatiqnfof the

/ ‘ : ? . :
questionnaire. That.is, no-check was made to determine whether the students

. who finally answered the questionnaire uhdérstood .£he quist}ons; whet/h'er they
were 1nterpret1ng the questlons as ;ntended, or whether they were glv1ng
lcorrect responses. THe responses were accepted as they stood For example,
it is not unreasonable,go believe that what many students meant'by 1ookin§

for a job was tha% they would have taken one if it were offered them, but N

, s _

‘that they didn't actually go out and search for a job. . T ///7
. g . v
f

. \
\. : N . . /
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2R . Did.Students Want:-and Have Johs Duripg the Summer of 19772
' i L . N\ " R —
- Did you Want a Job Last Summer? - - ‘ T, ) '
. - . I ] . N v - - ] . S - L. . M -
. X ‘There were 29,201 students who. replied to this question, for
29,048 of thm &ata’gn sex were aiso”available.- A IEEQéhpercéntage'pf
' T T R e |
the Students (77. 9&) anéwered "Yes" ‘to thzs questxon. and only sllghtly o
'more men (79 9&) than women  (75%.8%) sald they wanted a job dufing the
. \ - ’ . -
] ;' summer of 1977 (see F;gure 1) : N , -
. . ;
. . R T
b -
LA ' , .. .
. -t *
: P
N e T (v = 15,101 STt (N=13,947) ¢
' - Fiéﬁre 1. Students who wanted a job during the summer of )

i ,1977 by ‘sex. C . |
ol . Replies to thi§ question were avai}able for 312 students at level 1 715

" studem:s at 1ev¢1 2 3, 175 s;udents at level 3; 7, 571 students at level 4; -

16 766 students at level 5; and 159 students at level 6. Figure 2 clearly
* / -
: shaws that studants studying at levels.3-and 4. were most likaly (odef‘BOt)
y }"‘ !N : . . . . -.‘
, ‘ BN , _ . .
’ . a . F) - .
Q E R . v ;lza 4 b .
! . ~a‘ Ce . B ) \“




¥ oo n ‘ . ) N
N 3 <~ 7 . vy . “— .
o - e e -9 - ) - \
’ . W toe | .
. . . N . Tt .-t - : .
and students studylng at levels 1 and 6 were least 11k ¥ to want & Co
! summer job ; ST .‘ R ' : -_
. . . : | A . a‘ ;’ .
o S -, A X E— po ' * -
, 4
. :
-~ R f 3 . .
\ 5
v . =) . :
> ‘ A :
- "Figure 2. -.H'Studeants- Wwho w ted a -'job ,durinc
o .7 the summer ¢f 19X by level of
- o ‘ - study. o
Flgure 3 shows the breakdown of the responses to thxs questlon
b,
‘; by the students' date of b1rth (or approxlmate ages of the students in  °

: November,_ 977 ) Data for thls ana1yszs were . avallable for 28, 250 students.

4f_¥ 1,122 born in 1958' 3,716 born in 1959 5,976 born in 1960 6, 314 born S x\v
: '_-4 1n 1961 6, 687 born in 1962 and ‘4,435 born in 1963 Whlle one would. expect

’ that . the older students would more llkely want a summer ]ob than the younger ,

’

B students, 1t 15 1nteresting to note that large numbers of the 14 and 15 vear-

old students also. wanted a job durzng theﬂsummer of '77.

'f‘ Students who were born before/1958 were excluded from the ana1y51s because
there was - a very small number. of them._ _ : _ o
] ) - o r'_’

s
R




T Y sl.ew. 83:1? 83.5% . - - S - Co
e ) ARARXR - - ,
T ' 4 ° . ."
: | :
S
L3 ' ‘
N
<
_ ‘ | /
| j 1959 1960 1962
' . __(18) (17) (15)

_Students who wanted a' job during-
~ C the summer of 1977 by date of birth
' or approximate age.

¢

. 'Did You Have a Job Last Summer* - e o

o Of the 29 400 students who. responded =5 this question,,47/l%

A

" answered "Yes“ and considerably more Qhﬁf (S ’ﬂ <han women (41.5%) said
/ ’ o - S
jhey had a job during the summer of 1977 (See Figure 4) Data fox SQx ' ' .

"o “were available for 29, 244 Students. T -

_ 'Students studying at levels 4, 5 and 6 were more likelY to have
' had jobs during ;he sumner of 1977 than students studying at levels l 2 - ,I‘W\,
and 3 (refer to the percentages shown in Figure S). Data for.this " S

analysis were available for 28 878 students.i 313 at level 1 714 at- 1eVe1 2;

<

3 199 at {evel 3; 7 624 at level 47 16 869 at: }evel S and 159 at leVQ1 5

C. . . .. ‘/‘;’.
L . . P

- ) . . . o




“ H
~
_ TOTAL S - ’ '
¥ - (N = 29,400) . , e
o ' N/ o o © WOMEN:

(N = 15, ,2¥8) © - : . (N = 14,026)

’Figure 4. Students who had a job dur1ng the. summer of
' 1977 by sex.

-

. - I . } , ‘ S ‘

N As'would’Be'expected,~the ages of the students durinq the'
summer’of 1977'were-c1ose1y relg\Ed to whether or not they had a Job - the
older the student, the more 11ke1y he was to ‘have a summer jOb For example,

18-year-olds were apnroxlmately three tlmes as . 11ke1y as. 14-year-o1ds to have

_had Jobs. Flgure 6 dlsplays the percentage of students who had jObS

. during the summer of 1977 for 1,134 students born in 1958; 3,758 studénts

,'28 427 students)

’

born in 1959 6 018 students born 1n 1960 6, 353 students born* in 1961;

6 714 students born in 1962, and 4,450 students born in 1963 (a total of
/

T~

i
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. Figure 5. stddents who Had a job during. the
- * summer of 1973/ by level of study.
' 3 :l -
1958 1959 196l 1962
‘aa L as an e as  ad)

Figure 6. StudentS-thbhAd:a job during .the .
: 19

summer of 1977 by date of birth -
+ (approximate ages are shown in .
brackets) . . i? ; S
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" Did You Want a.Jdb Last Summer? Did You Have' a-Job Last Summer? L F

s
~ e

The responses to these two questlons were combined in -four ways-

o M . !

iﬁ‘order to examine ‘the: students' job sltuation during the Summer of 1977

< la, :
- -
.

! 1n more detall Of\thé 29 126 students for whom data were avallable for

[ . 1 .. .

analysls, 12, 272 (42%) said they had wanted and had had a summer job; .
< i ‘ ‘f .
10 429 (36%)tsa1d they had wanted but had not had a summer\job, 5 071 (17%)

said they had not wanted and had not had a summer Job, and 1, 354 (5%) saad

. they had not‘wanted but had had a sumﬂbr Job These percentages are

+

shown in. P1gure 7 Men were more successful than‘women in finding jobs --'

+

X
5,295 (38%) of the wome& reported thak they had wanted a summer Job but ¢

. had,not had .one, while 5, 072 (34%)vbf tHe. ‘men reported that they had wanted

one-but had not had one.< : ‘ w » . f

1
v

-

In- addlélon,_46% of the men- and 38% of the women had wanted and ;‘

J

had had a summer ]Ob 6% of ‘the men and 3% of ‘the women who had n6t wanted

LI »‘. ‘. [

ey : i
.é‘é"qﬁi summer jpb héd had one, and 14% of the men . and 21% of the women had not |

.’vf \'i..‘-'
__‘hfdihot°had a summer ]Ob These percentages dre also dlsplayed

that of 12 d% “men who" reported that they had wanted a summer Job 5"072
- J - )
(42%) had not had- One, while of the 10, 548 women who had wanted a summer

~

Jéb&\S , 295 (50%) had not had one.
'I'he data for all the students who ansWered -the questlonnalre

shows that of the 22, 701 students who a1d they wanted .2 job during the

o = . Ay




. TtoraL
(N = 29,126)

wanted;
didn't have| -
didn't want;
didn't have

S

didn' tvyave didn't
want;
' \didn't /

I COMEN . L | . WOMEN

- (N'= 15,057) / . (N=13,017) ST _

Figure 7. Studei\ts'«j{:b status during the summer of 1977 by / .

.o v ) .'sek’.' | _'» - : . S ‘f o
The four comblnatlons,of answers to these first two questzons

("D1d you want a. Job last sqmmer’ and “D1d you have a job last summer’")

were also examanegyaccordlng'to-the studentsf level of study an(\accordlng

¢ %
\ For the breakdown accordlng to levels of study, data were avail- .

..‘ /; to the_Students"date'of-birth. T

o .
able for 28,737 students 310 at level l 710 at level. 2; 3 175 at level 3;

I

7 578 at level 4; 016 804 at level 5 and 160 at level 6. The results'of

these analyses are shown in Figures 8, 9, 10 and 11 Fxgu:es 8 aﬁd’§ﬂclearly
. s S, T
- show that students who wanted a summer Job ,and had Sne were most likely td e



e - ¢
- - a ¥ : \ . ] . ._-. 15 - ) . - .-v . . . : ‘ :,‘ . "
| Lo
’ be studying at levels 4 S and 6 while students who wanted a summer Job 3
. .and ¢ did not have one were most likely to be study:.ng at levels 2 and 3. N
\ N Figure 10 shows that studentsiho did not want a summet Job and did not > - o .
. o . R} \" . ; e
g have a summer JOb wer‘e\ most llkely to be study:.ng at levels 1 2, 5 and 6.' :
, - . R ) ' \ - '4 (. \ N ‘ X
R e ) o SR
. - - . . ‘
. o /
| ’ '
- ‘/‘ 3 |
SRV SR
b ' 1
Figure 8. Students who wanted and had a job 3‘, ‘ P — - -
: - ‘ during the summer of 1977 by leveitof o
’ _ study (percentago\of respondents at - .
! ' each level) o A ) s
. [ <
’ . ( . -
. o »
. J
13 "5
). Level
. fo o me— — .o
Figure 9. Students who wanted and did not have : . :
'~ a job during the summer of 1977 by - <.
o level (percentage of respondents at : ’
e "each level). ;
. » i U o : . ..,:.



T

Students who did not want and had-a

job during the summer of 1977 by
level (percentage of respondents at
each level)

.

roo b
r‘bl' N
, * Level'
. T
Figure 10. Studen who did not want and did not

. - have,a job during the summer of 1977

. by level (percentage of respondents
. , at each level) " .

.. 2 :
. .

. A a

.

PSS

By combiningythe data_in Figures 8 and 9, it is possible to

calculate the percentages of students by level of study. who wan{;d yobs

o

-but d1d not have them The results are shown in the last column of Table 1.

-The percentages'pf students y;thout ]obs range’from,ss%.for levels 1 and 2

&

" to 37% “for level 6. o e 3 ot




STUDENTS HHO WAN'I‘ED AND bID NOT HAVE JOBS DURING THE SUMMER OF 1977 ﬁY LEVEL OF S‘I‘UDY "

‘I‘ABLEL T

ri'

' N mber*of by dents Number of Students ‘Percentage of Stﬁden’ts‘ Number of Students Who Percentage qf Students‘
Level - fho Bplicd Who Wanted a , = wWho Wanted a Wanted a Job ¢ fito Did o Did Nt Have a dob'of
| Sumer Job . Sumer Job . Hlyor %ve i Job - - Those Hho Wanted a Job
s - : uT rl ,..": ’:..
. 310 R L T R 7
. . ’) . “ i L v , “ .
2 o™ 53 3 e Mo s
' 4.‘: . AT B e N
(R B 2,650 I 1 U
1 1,578 6u0 - g - e
5 16,804 12,01, - 6 ‘- 5,238 a1 ™
l | ' : R . ‘ o ' SN
6 160 . log 684 ! N i1 !
0‘ . ‘ ' ' “’ \ b- .
f T R
) ' 1 '
' )
I’} ' .‘ } i v [l
- . o - !
g ‘F “ g | . P K o
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S : . ! For‘the breakdbwn accordxng to date of b1rth (ages), data were. -

Al ' ' Y - ) :

' ’ availab e-for 28 284 students: l 121 born in 1958 3, 718 born in 1959, - : ’

2\ . ] S L]

. \94/ 5 98] born in 1960, 6 320 born in 1961: 6 69§\born in 1962 and 4 446 borp o
. A .

C h_in 1963.; TheLresults of these analyses are Shown in. Figures 12, 13, l4
. 4 i -

.~ and 15. As expected thereALs\a falrly close relatlonshlp between a student .

want1ng and gett1ng a ]Ob and h1s age. The older-students were more ikely .

to get the jobs (see Figures 12 and 13). Flgures 14 and 15 rndicate that .
. e« - R
. the’ students who did not want and d1d not hive a summer ]Ob were more likely
- .ok

to be the youngest students, while those who did not want but had a summer

4 t

job were more likely to be the oldest students.
By comb1n1ng the data in Flgures 12 and 13, 1t 1s posslble to . )

' calculate the percentages of students by date of birth who wanted jobs but

3

did not have them. The results are .shown in! Table 2. The percentagés with-

‘ out ]ObS range from 69% for those born in 1963 (approxlmately 14 years old)
4

to 29% for those born in _1958 (approx:unately 19 ye‘- old). *

62.1%
57.7% ]

1959 1960 1961 - 1962 1963 B (
. o+ (18) (17 as) = (15) .(14) o R T
o _ Students who wanted and had a Job durlng S e
[ .~ © " +° . the summer of 1977 by date of birth S
o .. 'y ° (ages are shown ip.brackets) (percent- ST _
.l “~ﬂf o age of respondents at each level). \\-~
e '~7.'Jﬁ WA ‘ o~ B

. ot * Students who were born before 1958 were excluded from the analysxs because
S there was ave small numbar of them.
ERIC - . there. Y el naben of T 23
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‘ . ‘ - 19 - \
- . 1] '
E . - Q\
" 46.8%
. J'. ‘“ - 1-1--.
- .
) S S s I e B e Il 2
s o - Q .
“ o . 1958 1959 1960 1961 - 1962 1963
- (19) (18) (17)- (16) (15) (14)
Figuré 13. " Students who wanted and did not have a
> job during the summer of 1977 by by date of
birth (ages are shown ‘in brackets) (per-
jcentage of respondents at each level).
'3 L N ‘:\- . V‘. ) _:“!. ,*4;
s.
55 1359 D11 R £ [ S -] S 41X
" (19) - 17N (16) (15) (14)
- e Figure 14.- Students who did not want and did not
. : “have a job during the summer: of 1977 _
by date of birth (ages are shown in
:brackets) (percentage of respondents
at each level). -
, 7.4% °7 0% .
QG IR SO 3.3% .
. oocx I DO 2 N S 5057550 e A
1958 ° 1959 © 1960 1961 1962 1963
(19) .(18)  (17). (16) (15)  (14)
~ Figure 15:/§Studénxs who did not want and had ‘a
' . job during the summer of 1977 by date -
- ».6f birth (ages -are shown . in brackets)
: ) A (percentage of regpondents at each
« | level). : ) o
] K‘ - -
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ljobs(46%) did not have them.

.llkely to be men, to be older and to be studylng at levels :3 and 4.

: &

A - = 2l=N\

&

'A large proportion (78%) of Toronto:seoondary'school students

~

'wanted a )ob durlng the summer of 1977 - almost half of those whf wanted ,jj

-
P

o, B

Students who wanted a summer ]Ob were proportlonately more i

- i

Students who wanted and had a summer ]Ob were proport‘onately s
. v o4 -
more 11kely to be men, to be older and to be studylng at levels 4 5: and 6._.
. . . : T ““:Nb_‘g - : . (

, Had Studehts’ Ever Looked For Jand Had a Part-Timeo b
. at Which They Could Workzﬁhile Going to.School? = .

. . . ‘ . A

'Have;you Ever Looked for a Part-time Job At Whlch You' Could Work IR -

Whlle Goxng to School° L . - . ‘_q,

0
.

--’I'here were 29 3z

students who replled to this questlon, for 29, 196

. of whom data on sex weve also avallable.- of the number who replled 6l l% answered

"Yes. " Analyzed by sex, 63.1% of the men and 59% of the women . had looked
for a part-tlme ]Ob at whfch they ‘could work wh11e gozng to school. Flgure‘l6 '
,shows these percentages. . |

'Replies'tovthis'éuestion were,available for 312'students'at
K2
level 1; 7ngstudents at level 2 3, 194 students at level 3 7,620 students

'at level 4; 16 8&5 students at level 5, and 15§ students at level 6 --'a total
of 28,835 students. The percentages in Flgure l7 1nd1cate that studentsb. .

- studying at levels 3 and 4 were most- 11kely to have looked for a part-tzme B

«

'ﬁJob (the reader may recall that students .at’ levels 3 and 4 were most 11kely to

[ 4

have wanted a summer Job)‘ : o N

) N . .
: o N L .
. . v . -
@ . N - .. . N . o .
.
]

’o
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= 29,352)
" MEN- . WOMEN
(N = 151191) . '(N = 14,005)
~ Figure %6.,'Students who had looked for a part-t;me
©. - . job by sex. . _
. A
; .

'  time job by level of study (percent-
" age of respondents at each 1evel)

R

Students who had looked for a part-

v :A” . R
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

o N

Figure 18 shows the breakdown of the responses to this.questiOn

by students® ‘date of birth Data for this analysis were available for 1,130

.

'students born in‘1958, 3, 744 students born in 1959 6, 008 students born in

' 1960, 6, 338 students born in 1961 6 717 students born in*1962, and 4, 448

v

,: students born in 1963 -~ a total of 28 385 students. The percentages of

students who had looked for a part-time JOb for each <iate of birth are‘shown

“in Figure 18. It is obvious thatjthe'older the student'the-morealikely.he g
had'looked for a~part-time job == 78.1% of nineteen year-old students Had )
o’/
looked for a part—time Job while 35 1% of the fourteen year-old studentsr
had looked. ’ - S A o
4 ~——
-.1% \
! g
;- . )
A 1958 = 1959 1960 1961 1962 1963 .
. /a9 s an ae 4 as) (a4 . .
. i , . o —
¢ « -~ Figure 18. Students who had looked for a part-time ’/,—”/—_‘__//,
S ~ Jjob by date of birth (approximate ages o :
- .~ .shown in brackets) . '
IC.. ’ . LT s
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_Have You Ever Had a Part—time Job While Going to School? e,
‘of the 29,281 students who replled to this question, as.28 0

| ‘answereq "Yes When analyzed by sex, for which 29, 126 responses were avaal-,

able, we found that considerably more men (proportionatelys had had part-

time jobs t¥é~/women ---50.5% of the men answered "Yes" compared with .

-

39.4% of the women (see Flgure 19).

VAR

Al /

. .
. . ] > . C » . . . - ‘
' Al . B . ’ o .
C, . R . .

. S ~ TOTAL
B - c . (N =29,281)

e . : . - " WOMEN - ) .

A ) W=1sl1es) : . (N = 13,961) o K

i : : Figure}lQ.' Students who had had a part-time job'while v}
. : going to school by sek. - )

.

Students studying at levels 4, § and 6 were more llkely to have

had part-time jobs while going to school than students studyzng at levels 1,

RN

2 and 3 The proportions fo} each level are shown in Figure 20 based on.

a

309 students at’ level 1, 712 students at level 2; 3 180 students at 1eve1 3;

. .7,596lstudents at 1eVe1 4; l6,811.student$ at level 5, and 158.students at

.

wwrs. 0,80




hy
-

students ages and the llkelihood of thelr having had a part-time JOb wh;le |

S e2s -

24.9%

.. Figure 20.

2

‘Students who have had a part—tlme Job
while gozng-to school EY level

B

-

' FigureAZIiShons that thera-is‘a-direot relaxionShinbetween the:

' going. to: school._)ﬁgr example, nlneteen and eighteen—year—olds ‘were about

»

//three tlmes as llkely as fourteen-year-olds to. have had a part-tzme job

;‘ Data fOr this analysis werg\available for 28 319, students-'

. in 1962 and 4, 432 born 1n 1963

\

. 68.5% 68.3%

Af;.,;s;

+

'-&

1958 . 1959 . 960 1961" 1962 1963 :

.. (19). (18) (171 (16) (15) (14) »
‘Figure 21. Students who have had a part-time job '
.. while ‘going; to school by date of birth
+'.0,  (approximate ages shown in brackets).

1, 128 born in
N

1958 3 735 born in 1959, 5,995 born ln 1960 6 335 born ln 1961, 6 694 born .
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Have Ydu Ever Looked for a Partétime.Job‘at Which You Could Work While
~ «Gaing to School? Have You Ever Had a-Part-time Job- While Going to School?
i T L . N T T DR . o
The  responses to these two questions were also combined in four

. S S o . AN
: wayé (yes—yesi yes-no7 no-no; and no—yes) in order® to examine in more detail
A . Vv
- 1]
'the students' deszres for and experlences wlth part—tlme Jobs wh11e attendzng

s '» bR

'school Of. the 29 170 students for whom data were avallable, 11, 170
A . <

¢ K

v (38 3%) sa1d they ‘had looked for and had had a part—tlme job; 6, 653 (22 8&)

v o~ .

(/

sazd they had looked for but had uot ‘had a part-time job; 9,376 (32 1%) saad
they had notflooked for and had not had a part-tlme job and 1 971 (6.8&)‘
- gaid they had-not looked for a part-time job but had had aepart-tlme job..

° 'These percentages are showw/;n Fzgure 22.

* ~

L | . Men weré more euccessful than women in findinq‘part—timefjobs -
"3,477 (25%) Of the women reported that they had looked for a'part-time'job,
and had not had one as coﬁpared with 3,137 (21%) of the men. In addition,

42% of the men reported'that they had iooked for and:had had a part-timé

job as ccmpared with 3 % of the women, 29% of the men reported that they

had not looked for 7nd had not had a part-time job as compared with 36% of

the women and 8% of the men reported that they had not looked for but haf )
)

had a part—tlme Job as compared with 5% ‘of the womén (see Flgure 22)
- ./ . : ~
“ ,'/ o "4 - '




, l- 3
0. B . - 2
LT /, < . ookfoln', h
didn't look for, Had :
didn't have R ’
gn , .
. ’., -
_ - TOTAL - b
B (N = 29,170) '
looked for; had .
. ' "oy, . .
. }a , didn’t look for OF7 ha
didn't MVQ_' —
_ . WOMEN _ . o y
- (N = 15,098) ’ . (N = 15,098) : _ ' s
Figure. 22 Students"part-time job status by . sex.
. . * . B (.
Another way to look at’ the figures for men and women is .to say ': _' . .\ )
'_ that of 9, 517 men who reported that they had' looked for a. part-tzme jOb, . 71_ K -
.3, 137 (33%) had not had one, while dE the 8 209 women who had looked for '7
a part-time job, 42% had not had one. - ’ _ =
The data for all the.students who answered the questlonnalre ’ -y
show that of the 17,823 students who had logked for a part-tlme job at
. ' wh;ch they could work while going to school 6, 653 or’ 37% had 'not had one.
., The four combinatLOns of answers to these two questicns ("Have
you ev?r looked for a part-time job at which you could wg;k while oxng to
- . ¥
school?” and “Have you eve) v had a Qart-time job while gozng to sohool?"),
/ o
were examlned according to. the students' level of study and acqérding to )-1
Q tha students date of birth R _]'f“ _:;z;'~ . B ;{_
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~ For the breakdodn accordzng to levels of study, data were avall-

able for 28 771 students- 307 at fevel 1; 709 at level 2 3, I77 at level 3;

.&02 at level 4 16 817 at level S and *159- at level 6. The results of

these analyses are gzven in Fzgures 23, 24, 25 and 26. Figures 23 and 24

. f':
~

- ?v‘show that the h1ghest proportzons of students who had Iopked for and had had

a part-tzme ]Ob were studyzng at levels 4, 5 and 6 while the h1ghest proport;ons
of,students who had looked for and had not had a part-time job were studying

at levels 2 and 3 Figure 25 shows that the h1ghest proport;ons of’ students

who had not looked for and had not had a part-txme ]Ob were study1ng at’ levels

[ ©

1.2 5and 6. , _ : o o

e , ’ ¥

4 - | . o
In'combining‘the data in Figures 23 and 24, it ds possible to

¢

- calculate the percentages of students by level of study who had looked for
a part-time ]Ob and had. not had one.‘ The results"are{shown in the last column
. ,‘.” of Table 3. The percentages who had looked for but had not had a part-time

job range from,59% at«levél 2 to 22% at- level 6.

y " Level

Figure 23. Students who had looked for and had
' had a part-time job by level of study
Qpercentage of respondents at each _'_ $
level) : v ’




°

- 59 - o = . ' g

Students who had looked for and had . « o
" not had a part-time job by level of - :

StUdY (pércentage 4f all respondents ST

v

at each level) - - - ; : . .

Rigure 25.

Students who had not looked, For and

had not had a part-tzme job by level . o f'[
of study (percentage of respondents

at each level)

‘ tevei'

Figure 26.

Students who had«not locked for: but-
had had a part~time - job by legel of’
study’ (percentagq of respondents at

. each level)

o 35 "”




..Numbgf of St'ud'ents |
- Who R‘gplied =

STUDENTS WHO lHAD LOOKED POR AND HAD NO'l‘ HAD PART-TIHE JOBS AT RHICH THEY COULD.
o ' WORK HHILE GOING 0. SCHOOI. BY l{VEL 0P STUDY

14

- "rAaLr. 3 .

* Nusber of Students.
- Who Had Looked for a

Part-Time Job

- Percentage of Students
Who Had Looked for a
Part-Time Job -

Number of Students Percentage of Students
Who Had Looked for
& Who Had Not Had
a Part-'l‘ime Job

Who- Had Not Had a
Part-'l‘me "Job of
| Those o Had'Looked

S’

307

SN

1,602

16,817

15

o 5,000

. '

B
‘2,113'

ey 9,781

s

-~

W

T
568
o
o
5

52%

69 -
™
1,080

1,978,

3,23

18°

g

564 E
598
4%

%%
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g
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o : Vﬁ o, For the breakdbwn by dates of’birth (ages), data were avail-
able for 28, 321 students, 1 123 born in»1958 3, 723 born in 1959 5,995

born iP 1960, 6 332- Sorn in 1961, 6 704 borm in 1962, 4, 444 born in 1963.

ihe results of‘thesb analyses are shown in Figures 27 28, '29 ‘and 30.

Figure 27 indicates that the older the student, the more likely he was |

to have'lgoked'for and had a part-time job (students who were nineteen
. 3 . . ‘ :
years old were almost.fodi times a¥.like1y as students who were:fourteen

>
Y o

" years old).

€ t

¢ _
Figure 28 ghows that students who were fifteen and aixteen years

- a

< old were most likely to have loqked for a part-time ]Ob and not had Qne. -

E Figure'29 shows that the younger the student, the more likely that he had

'4l' not looked for a part-time job and had not had one., Figure 30 indicates that

»

-students who had not looked for but had had a part-time Job were slightly
more likely to be’/fourteen years old.

By combining the data in Figures 27 and 28, it v'is possible to
':ealculate the'percentages of students.bQ-date.of birth who had ledked fo£
'ahd'ngt_h?d a part-time job at which they co 4 work while going to‘sphooim
»fhe pefeentages range‘frém 55% qf .those students.born in 1963 (age 14) to

- 20% of thase students born in 1959 (age_le).

Tk
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~ o X
1958 1959 1960 . 1961 -1962 1963
. '(19)J- (18) (17 (16) - (%) (14) .
. Figure 27, Students who had looked for and had had
s o A4 part-time job by date of birth (ages
S ‘ - . are shown in brackets) (percentage of
- ' respondents at each level) . ~
(UL -
i } - L
.o -
). v * i
/ ¢
16.2% 15-53. .
o | 1358 1959 190~ 1961 1962 1963 .
. - . (19) - (18) (17)' (16) (g (14)
: . ' Figure 28 Studenta who had looked for and had not
\ had a part-time job by date of birth
) . (ages are shown in brackets)' (percentage
g of Yespondents at each level). -
¥ ///: a . [ . S .
. 'a‘ ".‘ 39 | '
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setste

(19)

(18)

‘| -~1958 -1959 1980 /
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1961

"1962

Figure 29. Students who had not looked for and
*had not had a partrtime job by date
of birth (ages ape shown in brackets)
(percentage 'of respondents at each
v level) .

6.4%  6,9% 6.7% g3y, 6,5
''''''''''' weed  feenl | il [
1958 1959 1960 1961 /1962 1963
(19) (18) (1) (16)  -(15) . (14)
Figure 30 _St']hdents;ﬁ{o had not looked for but
had -had a part-time job by date of
birth (ages are shown in brackets)
(percentage of respondents at each
level). . :
t. e
- ¢
/ Y




; : S‘I'UDENTS WHO HAD LOOKED FOR AND H ‘ HAD PART—‘I'IME JOBS AT WHICH THEY COULD
PR, WMWMWGMMTOWW%BYMWOFMMH‘
e (APPROXIMATE AGES ARE suowu@l BRACKETS)
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| About three-flfths (61;1%) of.Toronto'sebondarylstudents had.
Lo looked‘forua'part-time job at'wthh they/pould work while golng'to school.
‘ Of those who-had looked, 37% had not/had/one. |
| Students who had looked for a patt-time job were proportlonately '
more llkely to be men, to be older and to be studying at levels 3 and 4. ‘ ‘ .
| Students who had looked. for and had ha:'a part-tlme job were3
proportlowately more l;kely to be men, to be older and tq be studylng at " ) 'ﬁk_.'

» . T

levels 4 5 and. 6

.

~ Which Students Were Earning More Than I
" Ten Dollars a Week in the Fall of 1977?_ '

~ T

Do You NQEL!hNE a Part-tlme Job at Whlch You Make More Then Ten Dollars
- ,Evegx week ' . ' :
Responses to this question were avallable for 29,280 Toronto '

L3 o

secohdary school students.~ of these, 9,147, or 31% answered "Yes" to. thls

questlon. Sex was also Known for 29»124 of these students --;34.7% of -
, e e « , : .

"the men answered "Yes" while 27.5% of'the women answered "Yes." Figure 31

shows these per ntages for the total number of students and for each sex. :

Rep -to thls question were avallable for 311 students at level l,
J. :
7lgﬂstudents at level 23 / 186 Students at level 3 7 602 students at level 4;
<

el 5, and 159 students at level 6 -- a total of 28, 767

'16 799 students at 1
.students. The perce tages shown 1n Flgure 32 1nd1cate thatsstudents study- ot

' ) 4
1ng at levels 3 4 .5 and 6 were most llkely to be earnlng more. than ten o =

[

S dollars a week

4




L.
- y - _ TOTAL
o | o (N = 29,280)
N
. MEN o _ WOMEN
(N-= 15,164) = -  (N'= 13,960)
Figure 31; Students ﬁho were earni g more than ten
. dollars a week during the Fall of 1977
o by sex. (') . o
| . - 3'4.3%%3» I e
R £ ‘ IR eed” 31,6% 6% :
. : . ' o 27.1% S ?9 é% .
' Eigure'32.- Stddehts4who #Qre'earning more than
. ten dollars a week durxnb the Fall

. '.0f 1977 by level of study (percentage
.‘of respondents at each level)

y -




o o m = 375 o .
©  Figure 33 indibates that there is a cirect relationsKin hetwecn

- : LI % . ; . P - : ot

the;ages of,the students and whether or,hot_they were earning. ten dollars a

. - . R

‘week. There were 48.1% of the 1,130 students born in 1958; 49.9% of the 3,741
students born in 1959; 43.2% of the 5,990 students born in 1960; 30.8% of the
- . N

6,325 students‘born in 1961; 19.4% of the 6,699 students born in 1962, and

12.7% of the 4,433 students born in 1963 who were earning more than ten

',gollars a week. - . A} R .
43.2%,
A T
1958 1959 '_1960 1961 1962 1963 . -
. v (19) - (18)  (17) _ (16)  (15) (14)
. Figure 33. Students who were earnihg more than
., . ten dollars a week during’ the Fall-
. -of 1977 by date of pirth (approximate .
b 7 age shown in bracKets). .
) . RS
- Summary

- ¢

students who replled) who sald they had a part-tzme job durlng the Fall of

1977 at Whlch they were making more than ten dollars every week . These
t 'J_‘»
‘ students were more llkely to be men, to be older and to be studylng at ~

‘levels 3, 4 5 and 6. . _ 5

There was a total oﬁ—9 147 studenfs (31% of the Toronto secondary .
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Would Students Like to Combine Part-time Schooling with Work?

»

« . “+

Would You Like to’ Combine Part-time Schooling with Wo;k?

Responses were avaiiable for'this queStiontfor 28,391 students.
Of these, 12,590 or 44. 3% said they would 11ke to comblne part-tzme schoollng
with work. Data for sex were available for 28 241 students ~-- 46 6% of the g

men and 41 8% of ‘the women answered "yes" (see Fzgure 31).

r ‘ )

of .\
o —
Jo . Toman
Sy , (N = 28,391)
’ ; )
)
. -~ "MEN ’ " womeN
AN = 14,685) | . (N-= 13,556)
Figure 34. Students who. would like to combine part-l ,
. time schoollng'w1th work by sex. _ : ?
" .

The hlghest proportlon of students by'level to- answer posltlveiy
to th;s questlon was studying at level 3 --a total of 1 821 or 58 8%.
K Over half.of the students at levels 2 and 4 6see Flgure 35) also sa1d they
: 2 would like to ccmhine part-time schoollng thh work . These percenta;es'
wbre based on answers from 302 students at level 1, 698 students at 1e¥e1 2;

3097- students at level 3; 7 390 students at . level 4; i6,262 students at level 55

o and 155 students at 1eve1 6 -— a total of 27,90444§udents. -' c




55.4%

Figure 35;' Students who would: like to comblne .
¢ 7 . part-time schooling w1th work by
# "level of study.

,”Figure 36 breaks down tl students who'ﬁould like to cbmbine'partf‘ ‘
time schoolzng with® work by date of'blrth The desire to do so. increases

d1rect1y with the age of the student 7— 32. 2% of those who were fourtéen :

b

years old said "yes" while 57. 6% of those who were n1neteen years old sa1d ,

~

.."yes." Data were ava11ab1e for 27 467 students -1, 090 born in 19%#4: 4 513
L

born in 19S9§ 5,823 born in 1960: 6 141 born 1n 1961; 6,495 born in 1962

'and 4,305 born ‘in. 1963. N o o ,' g

L
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¢ Y
57.6%
i
\
K 1958 1959 ° 1960 1961 1962 1963
(19) (18) (17) (16) . (15) (14)
Figure 36.° Students who would like to combine
‘ part-time schoollng with work by
’ ‘ year of birth' (approximate ages in
L brackets) :
There ‘was a total of 12,590 studean (44.3% df-the Toronto secondary
students who replzed) who reported %hey would like to combzne part-tlme
L schoollng w1th work. These stgdents were mo;e hlkely to be.men, to be
older and to be studying at levels 2, 3, and 4. - : '
' ‘What Did the Students Estimate to be the Percentage - _ 7
of Young Peogle Unemglozed '
. : . v
'AIn'Your inion. What Percentage of Young People Under the A e of 25
in Canada are Unemployed? ’
B y S : The,choice of answers was:. 4 to 7 per cent .
» . yoa + * 7 to 10 per cent* " - " e
! ' ' - ' . o 10 to 13eper;cent‘
., ... .+ ¢ % 13 to 16 per cent |
v f'_ . - ‘ 4.; ) !,}b 0ver 16 per cent ‘
’_... :‘ - ..: ) . . . N . ’ ] R . . .. -9°n t Krlow I . ——
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Data were available for 28,857 students (the remaining students

gave no answer or two answers). 70f_these,'1,8%~estima%ed 4 to 7 per cent, _ .

6.0% estimated 7 to 10 per cent, 8.0% estimated 10 to 13 per cent, 9.8% BN
. ) . / -~ " ] ‘

estimated 13 to 16 per cent, 38.5% estimated over 16'per‘cent, and 35.8%
. . . b ' . . . . . ./

said they didn't know.m,These”percenta?es ane shown in Figqure 37. ’'Data

for sex were also available for 28,705 students. -5 can be seen from

Flgure 37, the estimates which men and women gave did 1ot vary greatly from

- :

those given by the total populatlon. However, the women said they didn't -
] ~ know more often than‘the men (39.8% of the'women saidithey didn't know as

- . : L
. compared with 32.3%) and the men chose the three lowest estilates more

\

. \
often (18.8% of the men Cthe the three lowest est1mates as compared w1th

12. 5% of the women)

>

The correct answer for November, 1977 was 13 to 16 per cent (see

. _ 11teratu;e review, paoe 2) . Approximately one-tenth»of the students chosé' ' o
" this answer. S ' - . : |
. The studentsﬁ estimates of youth employmentvrate were broken down R
by ;evel'of study. The:percentages of students at each'level who chose each
- _answerfarefgiven rn-Tabie 5 ;-_data were available for 28)375 students (the
- numbers of students at eachtlevel are shown in'the 1aStfcolen{of the table) .
.There are,two.obvious trends: (1) the higher the students"levei of.study,'
;the more 11ke1y they were to say that the rate of youth unemployment was
o /ﬁ\ﬂ'over 16 per cent, (?) the }ower the students' level of study, the more
, '11ke1y they were to say/th;t they dldn\g know what the .rate of youth unemploy-‘z _
fment was. In addltzon,-students studying at level Sawerei&ightly mo;e 11ke1y o

4

to choose the correct answer, whlle students studylng at levels 1, 2, and 6- ‘4

were least likely to ‘choose the correc‘ ansverx-.




vw

(N = .14,941), ..
Figure 37. Students' estimates
- by sex.
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TOTAL . ’
28,857)

A

- WOMEN .
‘(N = 13,764)\ .

'df'youth‘hnépployﬁent,rate

4
, .
' .

—



- TABLE 5

STUDENTS! ESTIMATES OF YOUTH UNEMPLOYMENT RATE BY ‘LEVEL OF STUDY

%. : — .. , ‘ ‘:=: —— , ‘

‘ Estima‘te - { ' o
R : Total Number.
level - 7-10 - 10 - 13 13 - 16 Over 16 bon't
~ Ber Cent Per Cent  ° Per Cent Per Cent =~ Per Cent Know 0 _{’\
1 | 4,64 5,04 .98 5.6 32,54 44,44 302
o : | oy | - |
2 | 1.8 3.9 158 6.9% 33,98 45,9 666
o am LA 6 SN 1,09
4w 6,64 M am o ko BN 750
N ¥ T ST 0.5 05 16,657
| . ' ) 'l l' ‘f . St (‘ | !
6 268 B N 5.8 5L.6% B2 15
oo o 28,375
' ) '
- ' '
',
¢ \ )
[ 4 .
' ‘ 4 \

ST EY —
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’ , T
The students' estimates of youth unemployment rate were also

broken down by students' year of birth. The percentages are shown in Table 6,

‘the last column of the table showlng the number of students who responded .o
S

for éach year of birth. In this case the trends are not so strong. However,

there are two siight tendencies: ) ' T ' ~

(1) th. older the students, the 'more likely they were

¢

to choose the three lowest estimates of unemploy— .
ment (4-7% 7-10% and 10 =13%); ’

'
-

(2) the younger the students,,the more likely they
¥ were to say they didn't know the rate of youth /)}/ v
unemployment. , : L S L S

Summary v . . ' ~

v

Very few of the students (approx;mately 10%) knew that the’ reported |

b )

rate of youth unemployment in Canada for people under the age of 25 was between

v

u

13 and 16 per cent in November,¢1977 while 39% thought it was over 16 per

-cent, and 36 per cent said they didn' t know. -

.

' ,The higher the students' level of study, the more likeiy they

were to say that the rate was over 16 per cent and the less likely they Qere_.

» .
’

to ‘say they d1dn't know. » . . » ’ _ o

'The.blder the students the more 11ke1y ‘they were to choose the

three lowest estimates and the less. likely they were to say they didn t know.

. The wodep tended to say they didn't know more, often than the, men

and the men tended to choose the tﬁree lowest estimates more often than the -. L

'women.- . N ;o i ; o v-,l - : ._. . ///f-f

. : .
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P _ , . . Db S
. What Were Returning Students‘ Desires R - fv -

T and Experiences Concerning Work?
L ( .v‘, .

e

‘}s sectrpn wilr lookk:t the responses of the return—

returning students.f ™

" in students (altho‘ h-not in as much detail .as has been done for all
o g ug ween dor N

L students) to. the questions about jdbs, work and schoo \&;. Table 7. column Q,‘

-showb the number of: returning students who gave certain answers to .the-

question _ The proportions qf all students and of the returning students j

L L. ) e
who aave these certain answers are. indicated in. columns 2 and 4 -~ the ‘-#‘ ..
. - e ’
. differences between these proportions were tested for statistical significance.v

‘ //“\5’
Cblumn 4 indicates that 84% of the returning students wahted ‘a summer job,
. '-‘ { ¢ . -
» 65% had a- summer gob, 82%~ had looked for a part—time job, 64% had had a T A
. . < . . .
4‘e_part-time job 42% had a job at which they were earning more than ten .'-”

dollars a, week (in November, 1977) and 64% wanted to combine part-time
N

schooling'with work.—-~the proportions of returning students who

ered

[3

of all students who answered "yes." Column 4 also shows that ret' id

= Tt

B significantly more likely to choose the'two lowest estimates.

Table 8 shows the breakdown of the responses to the questaonnaire
w,

be'sex; As was the. case for all students, returning men were slightly more B R

- likely to have wanted a summer job and to have looked for a part—time job '

d u‘-} [
than were the returning women, and, the proportions of returniﬁg men* '

who had hadga summer job and/a part—time jobxherg quite a bit. larger than

The reader should recall that the totals vary since/not all students
answered all questions.. _ . o : ._:3 ; Ny




.

the proportlons of returnzng women (lndlcatang that women could ot obtaln 4'
.. ¢ .

\jobs as easily as the men).‘ The returning men were also con51derably more

3

- likéh(to have a part-tzme jOb at whzch they made more than ten dollats a i; *
.

e "week than were the returnlng women.i

> - v
L 4

Finally. returning women were more llkBIY to want to comblne
fe .

partJtime schooling with work than -wer eturnzngéhen (67% of the returning

women said "yes" as co?gazéd with 63% of the retérning men). Th;s finding
. 2 ‘

‘( is different frcm that for all students where more men than women answered

i
1

. s
. f L]
- 4 - '
N :
P

"yes;" 4 _a

s - . - .» N o, . . L . - \T\'_t‘v"\" v ) | - B ‘ : . - V o }
- ) - : i -0, : . L. . . -

More Of;LE£ returning students were interested than other

students in a°summer job. aDpart-time job wh11e g01ng to school, and B _ *h

e ', . : ;i" . R
cL part-tlme schoollng comblned w1th work.; Returnlng students were also ot .

more 11ke1y to have had a summer job" and part-time job - than were: all

\ Ky
\

: . '4 . ) . . v - ) . . e “
: the students. L T o - . ' RV

The treno by sex for returnxng students were- much the same as

for a11 the students (the proportzons of men who answered "Yes" to the

I/fQUEstaons were larger than the proportzons of women) except that a larger

- @

proportlon of returnlng women sa1d they would like to combine part—time !'

schoolzng with work ‘than did the returnlng men (thlS was not the case

for a11 students) . o A ¢ o »,.. LT
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 RETURING STUDEMIS" RESPONSES COMPARED WITH ALL swm?rs _"‘ ‘RESPONSES_'TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE

- B8P -

et O wercete | Naberf Pflent of
T R All Students  Returning Students ° Returning Students:
Did'Yod vant a job Iast sumer? (yes) - BT L8 ,:, 9% oy
Did you Habe a ]ob last sumer? (yes) ,. ‘ : 5 | ‘; 47t | 39 | %, - 654+
Have you evet- looked for a part-time job at which you e 61%-?' e oo Bt
could work vhile g going to ‘school? (yes) ' ; . L o ' |
:Have you ever had had & part-time job while going to o s | 726. | T
school? (yes) - , i \ . - o
Do you now haVe a part-time job at which you make . xf - - /,- _' . o ‘* -
~ more than ten dollars every week? (yes) L | i | 4?9'! , o i
_ ‘ ! . . .~ , .‘ . ‘l B N
,Nbuld you like to comb1ne part time schooling with o \‘4% ) C 0 | T
work? des) , ) S Voo D o
In your oplnlon, what percentage of Yyoung people ' X ‘._ h o | !
under the age of 25 in Canada are unemployed? L ' . | .
‘ ST to Tperemt w0 g
- o Ttol0percent - 6 - o B
B ‘v .. 10toldpercent By %8 | Cogg \
T 13 to 16 per cent - 104 i 4, o
| S Over 16‘per,cgnt - 39% | 81 | 408
AT , Don't xn'ow e, v B e
4‘* ”: U TR & i
— . + : "_‘r*-"\r

. Proportion of téturnlng stuaents is significantly different from the proportion of all stﬁaents‘(using a chi-square
one-sample test' ad the 05 level of 51gnif1cance) e : v '




, « . TABIEF ,
, -~ RETURNING STUDENTS' RESPONSES 70 THE QUESTIONNAIRE BY SEX.

Qﬁestion : B . : o . Per Cent of . " Per Cent of . Yotal Who
R . _ . ' - Returning Men Returning Women . Answered Question
I : _ . ' : . . ~
Did yéu want 4 ]ob last kﬁmmner't’ (yes) Lo 8w B '1,124 |
Did you have a Job last sumr? (yes) - 71%, o N 568 ’ 1,135 .
Have you ever looked for a part-time job at o o I T
-which you could work while g’oing to 82 R (O 1,132
sdfxool? (ycs) L e . y S | .
Have you ever had a part-tlme job’ while R ' ! . o 4 S '
» oing to school? (Yes) . .' PR 6\8}; o 984 ) 1'12'6
Do you now_have part-tme job at which ¢ ' | R R
you make more than ten dollars every 488t © M 1,126 -
‘week? (yes) ' ) Y '
Would you like to comblne part-time schooling Coem e 1,084
wlth work? (yes) : o S : . I \
- _ Il '
b. , . . \ \
‘ / ¢ / . ' , A
. o )
. ;o ' Q
’ ‘ b ..
[ g \l
I \ | | - | - v
, 60 ’ |
. . ’ | .l" -
- . m ‘! » l‘
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- = _ SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION _ ? :

-

Durin‘g November 1977, a’ll 'i‘oronto -secondary students were-

“

asked to respond ‘to seven quest:.ons wh:.ch asked about the:.r desires

and exper:.ences concerm.ng work‘ Responses were rece:.ved from 29, 499
* v

or 86% of the total number of students enrolled at t‘hat tme.

' 'I'his ‘report shows {r.hat large mmbers of Toronto secomlary school L

-

students are interested in work - 'I‘able 9 gz.ves the percentages for the o

-

T
three questions which a.sked about a summer ]Ob, part-t:une work wh:.le //
af;étendlng school and part-tme school:.ng combmed w:.th work . Wh:.le students_ ‘
. . . [}
were modt ':m,tezbested imr a summer job, '61% also reported that they had looked
for a part-time job at which they could work 'while going to school and
- 44% reported that they would like ‘to combine partftime' sohooiing with work. .
. | R - ) ‘ . ‘ . T . . ' . | -. | . . -" v»
. ) L. - I'd i - E . ' . B . ‘. /w
LI . STUDENTS' INTEREST IN WORK B
| ' | ~ Per C £ ALl Stude
Kind of Work R - . . Per Cent o tudents
* 9 : Who Answered "Yes"
Those who wanted a ]Ob during the’ summer : ) .‘78 o ",' - -
: . of 1977 e , ' . | % .
. . . . s .
'rhose who had looked for a part-time job ‘at 61% :
"which rthey could ‘work .wh'ile going to school. L S o
Those who would like to con?m.ne part-time school- o Cdas ¢ = "
ing w:.th work '_ . .- . cy aaRt Q '
', _ i ' ]
% ) ; | / ' > ’ ‘i S0
., . / . i ¢
. o ~ o
{




///,/, . Although large nuimbers of stndents had wa

The responses _ these,threebguestions'tere brokenldown by ': ,4j
sex, levels. of/stﬁé;/;nd dates of birth. The trends were almost 1dentical\‘ O
for the three questlons. L - - o ’ _ I
. (1) slightly more men than:women answered "yes"; 2~ t :' .

(2) students studying at levels 3- and 4 were most llkely
to answer "yes" -= although level 2 students/w
“ also interested in combinlng part—t;me schoo 1ng ith -
' . work; and, = - % ' . ‘&

(31 the older the students the more l

ly they were t <
answer “yes. o "i{?

d and’lookgd\@or Jobs,

4

s e

they d;% not neé!ssarily f1nd them. Of. the students who said they wanted a .

surmer job, 46% had not had one and of the students who safd tﬁ?} had

z
3

loo d for a part-time job, 37% had not had one. When the T responses were

. .

L3

lyzed according to sex, level of study and year of blrth, the trends were- \
w . . . “ . -

3 »

again very simiIar for ;lth kinds of work.. o .53 o - .,"‘. | O

t

(l),considerabiyf hen than women hag had jobs; - .
(2) students study at Aevels 4, ¢5 and 6 were ‘

more likely to Hdve haa jobs than students o
v studylng at levels 1, 2. and- 3; and, ' , 3
(3) the older the students, the‘more 11kqu theyﬁ o i
‘were to have had Jobs . C » :
:'Approximately 31s of the students had afpart-time job in November,

-

E

‘.41977 at which they were making more than ten dollars a week _ These students

were more llkely to be men, to be older ahd to be studytng at levels 3, 4

%

S and 6. o o
. Very few students (about 10%) knew the rate of youth unemployment )
in Canada during ' November 1977 - l3 to 16 per cent was the correct answer:;

39% sald,:hey belleved the rate to'be over 16% and 36% said—they dldnlt know.

The responses for a subset of returnlng students ‘were analyzed ' L

’;.separately. Re&nrn1ng students were statrstrcally more 11kely to answer

Y

- ° !
) )‘ . At



rY ‘ -
g
@
."\
i
[€)

= . T = 852 - : ) o -

éyes' to the'six.questions than\were all-the studentsi The trends for

sex for returning students were-the sane as for all students with one o

L]

,exception - returning women were more likely'to say that they would like )

o A : /o

J
to combine part—time schLoling with work than were the returning men. )
A final comment should~be made about the confounding Qf the
variable age Wlth the two variables Evel of study and sex. That is, manyy
- of ‘the results which have been discussed ‘in the report have dealt with the ;_
relationships assdciated with sex and level of study, however, since boys
tend to remain 1n{school longer_than girls and since the students studying '
R | : { ‘ 3 .
at the higher'levels are more'épt to remain in schooj'longer than those
%
studying at the lower levels, ‘the- fidﬁihgs for- sex and level of study may
be partly explained by students' ages. o , . '
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) . - -‘. B . ). Yo . u. b i .
students who have’dropped out 8§ school and retuaned, aid the othen is a.bou.tﬂum
of -stullents towand work and unempligment. 1In oxder to begin the studies, we are asking each

- rmsmmw,ammmqum. szewwymmm
e e _ cthE ANSWERS
_ vl._'fmat leyel (prograni) are MOST of your courses in? eeeen '~1. 2 3 45
2. Did you kant a job-last sumer? ..........ieieeen.. (YES o
3. "D'ld‘ou have a job last summer? ~...*..;.v.’"’.....' ....... “eerencas LYES _ oNO
' . 4., Have jou ever looked for a part-time job at which you . e ¢
. ..could work wh'l'le going to school? .......... cescesesssase cees ~ 1YES 7 oNO ,
\ 5. Hage you ever had a part-t'lme Job wh'lle go'lng to: school? cees 1YES - oNO '
6. Do you now have a part lne job at wh'lch you make mordk 0 T - . -
. than ten doljars Javery geek? ..... pssesrssecass poecschocssces 1YES - eNO°
7. Hould you like to combine. part-t'lme schooHng w'lth work? vees 1YES l/yNO ,
8. In your opiniof, what percentage of young people under o AN
. the aae of 25 in Canada are unemployed? cesiesessesses FRIRTREE (4 to 7 per cent -
' .y 7tolOpercentz A
\ | . . T, " 10-to 1_3 pe?szent; .
. ] . 13.'to 16 per cent,
X ‘ * Over 16 per cent /
. | Don't know /s’
, - ’ : , a
9, -~Have you- ever ‘dropped out' of school‘ ............ eeq.. 1YES - eNO
- . _ | G- . , \/. R . . ,
: -
I‘ yau answered VES 20 Quuuan 9, please answer qmwmo:als
v 1§ you answered No 20 Ouuaon -9 pl.we return dw. 5o/un 20 youn. tmcﬁm
. ‘ A ‘ : N R
s - B 7
10. ~How many times have you dp;gged out? » 1 2 3 4
) ceepeenreaeaaas RREEEEE e 1
11. Have you ever been in the/Leaving School Early program? ... .... . 1YES oNO

P_zmc answer the following ‘queia'oms_' 50{:.' ﬂte LAST ‘time you d(z._oppédmut. -

v

What grade were you in when you last dropped out? ..%...07 08

What level.(program) were MOST of your coubses in? . . .z 1

¥

09" 10 11 12 13

2 3 4. s
17 718 19. 20 21
' .

How .0l1d were you? «cceceeveccccccns teeseceenes 14 15 16
Mhat: school did you leave?” [.... NaMES__
o ’ BOARD____

- b

Ity v

_ PROVINCE (or Country, if the school 15. not in Canada)

el h - 4 . . .

\) .-| . I — T S { ., {\ ’:.»»
EMC _ x Hould you please- give us your phone number -= d few of you wﬂ be-, - T
A ety M . 'nhnn-d Sav Wama Al usd —(\‘A aé shaué sahanl snd wamb o RS o7 .




