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ABSTRACT

This study"fis one of four research projects which examined‘the
National Urban LiowsIncome Family Evaluation Study (NULIFE). - Under
the auspices of the Canada Welfare Council, NULIFE exam\ihedkpover’ty ~

in three urban areas of Canada.

The purpbse éf ‘ch’is palk-ticﬁlal;‘stady‘was to e’xafnine the many
- factors which cohtrii)uteto ‘genér'ationalylini{s in the i)overtyfcy'cle ink
; ”metrop"olitan areas acrkoss, Canada‘."_Th‘e‘re is kabvast’ Ifa‘ngek of literature
and research reports availéble from the Unifed States on the poverty
cyclé and its etiology but examination of the fa'c"tors which 'fol‘lov‘/e,d a
familiar pattern seem to occupy a secondary position. It is to be hoped,
therefore, that this study will stimul‘ate further enquiries in this area,'

as well as contribute to knowledge of poverty in Canada. -

Examination of the NULIFE data for generational links did not
produce any radical conclusions. The research indicated that the

-selected variables education, occupation and welfare were pertinent to
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the inexotable procesé of'poverty. They wete ’examined in separate

~ sections of the report from the point of view that léw edhcation, Jack
of job ‘skills', and’depe‘ndenc‘e io’n welfar’e,ar’e selfagenerating,. and
~present the poor: with b»yaifriers to economic betterment. This study
theorized that these cr.iti'ckaly variables WereréloSely ‘intekrrelated. 'Fovr

example, education was related to lack of occupationalskills, et cetera.

Althéﬁgh 1t was foUnd 'tlllat" the ks elyekc’ted 'variable’s werké
ckoni‘:’ri'b’uto:kcs"to gener‘atio‘nal‘linksfirfl fthke ckycl‘e o:f'po‘ve'lfty, : sﬁch
conclus;ions céuld only be made fentatiyely, "askthekanalkysis lacked
: strenkg"th., It was fherefore'n‘otkpo’ssible to indicate (rzaus,ality as many
C‘)ther’ cultu’réi d:eteﬁrmi‘n’ants o;f p‘overfy, silc’:h:as ai;‘t‘itﬁd‘eks’,, .values; |

expectations et C‘etera, were not‘,ava'ilable to be tested.
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"PREFACE TO THE NULIFE STUDY: (54)-

The NULIFE pi?ojeét is an attempt to study the:nature,

'con’cent‘andyftconfribu’ci‘ng factors of urban poverty‘in" Canada, a problem

of great 'impo’rta‘.ncé to social planners today. The study was
sponsored by the Canadian Welfaré Council and funded by the Laidlaw

¥ oﬁundatioyn..

- It is an attempt to supplement previous research.on. .

pkov’erty_'wkhichkwya\s based on small Sa’mples of case aﬁalysirs in specific

geographic areas. A random sample of economic households was :
drawn from loweincome areas in Vancouver, Winnipeg and Halifax.

The sample unit, ‘an economic houseihold, is defined as a group of

_persons dependent on a common or pooled income for major items of

‘expense, and living in the same;dwellingv. ,

The sampies for the 2,“,6(')0 cases were dr’a'wn as follows:

TABLE 2. SIZE AND LOCATION OF SAMPLES

 Sample Vancouver Winnipeg ~ Halifax
Low~income area ‘N = 450 - , N =450 N = 270
Loweincome area - N = 450 , N = 450 | : N =270

Middle class
"comparison't group B ‘ S
10% of city sample N =100 . N =100 N = 60

TOTALS N = 1,000 N = 1,000 N = 600




The stud'yf cohsidere,d; simultaneously several dimensions.

of poverty such as the economic and employment system,; health,

welfare, education, housing and social involvement. From the analysis

. of the data it is hoped that it will be 'possibie to measure current social

and economic needs, to evaluate current services in terms of effectives

ness, to formulate and implement new policy which is found to be

‘necessary and to suggest areas for further intensive research.

The focus of this study is eXclusively urban rather than

rural; although both constitute componen’cs of the total problem: of

" poverty in Canada, however a great deal of comprehensive research has

taken place, supported through the Agricultural Rehabilitation and

“Development Ac’c', in the rural areas.

Methods of Coilecting’ Data:

To obtain the necessary data for the NULIFE study, data
was collected using a personal interview cOnducted by trained interw
viewers. The data instrument included a struc‘cur’ed'schedule and an

attitude questidhnaire. In order to encompass a large number of

‘dimensions in sufficient depth to facilitate a comprehensive analysis

of factors which characterize the lifewstyle of the urban po'or, it was

necessary to use a lengthy queétionnaire. This represents the strength

~as well as the weakness of the study. The length of the interview varied

from 45 minutes to 2 ~1/2 hours, depending upon the size of the




household, with a median length of approximately 1 hour and 30 minutes .

: (:I:atérviewee fatigue undoubtedly affected the quality of response.).

However, the’ size of the sample, its breadth and the
fact that it is a ‘national ksurvey, ‘ en‘hahce its utilii:y. E NUL’IFE provides
a knowledgeable base upon which sbcial policy can be-formulated ona

national level, taking into account regional differ ences.




CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

I PURPOSE OF STUDY Er

This report examines the NULIFE data ‘fo’r characteristics
that could lead to an enhancement of‘k-nbwledgek‘o‘f the generational
links in the cycle of poverty. Atténtion was focused on the 1i"fe
s'tyl'ey of eco‘nomic:‘households (the respondehtsﬂs’ituated in the lowe
; yin,c'ome areas. - This :stﬁ.dy ‘aﬁal‘yséd the pertinent charaétefristiés
which were fheoriz"ed as 'being flmdar;lental, contributors to the
‘ perpetuation of poverty. 'Children raised in such households
perpetuate’pove’rty when they gi‘ow up ahd pass along to their own
offspring a similar style of 1ife which was’ familiar to tilem as
"chil’dre’n. - Inthis way, characteristics which identify poverty

conditions are passed on from generation to generation.

From a preliminary examination of the literature on the
k fpoverty' cycle and a test run of the NULIFE data, attention was

focusé,d on education, occupation and welfare from which three

concepts were formulated providing a framework for this analysis.
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Fror these cohcepts,'»'null hypotheses were conceived which‘ar‘e'

examined in separate stages of the study. = Education, occupation |

‘and welfare were defined as independent variables and their interw

relatedness was tested in each stage.

This study analysed the total sample gi‘oup of economic

- ‘hous ehoids drawn from the low=income areas. It did not purpo‘rt

to have analysed a poverty group as designated by some arbitrary

position such as level of income, standard of housing, et cetera.

 GENERAL LIMITATIONS

While it héd been briginally inte‘ﬁded to define a pﬁo?erty

group ‘frk’om‘the low=income sample areas, such a refinement would
have severely restricted the aﬂlready liri;i’ce‘d quan’city of availé,ble
data. Additi"onally, statistical p‘rokceduresfwere‘ Chbsen fof their
suitability of analysing this study"s parti’cular déta wh1ch were at

the nominal level. Had a poverty group been factored out 'by, for

' example, some 1~ev'e1 of income, the statistical procedures that

‘were applied would possibly have become invalid. Subsequently,

several ﬁndings were tested and this was found to be true.

This study did not take into account regional differences.

Instead, a basic assﬂumption was made that the sample group from




the Z‘L(jkOOkCé.usés would be représenfative"of the living conditions of the
individuals and families in Canada 11V1ng in a»pove:‘:ty akre"ar.1 Such

- an a'Ls"su‘mptio'n was not made k‘wiithoﬁt an awareness bfkits’ 1imita,t10ns.
~ Withiknka low=income area dwell many peokplefmwho .do nokt« réﬂégt

fhke kchka'rac/:teristkic norms of the poor in terms of incbmé attitude

~ outlook et cetera. Séme, of thkese‘ 'v"vill be picked up in the sampling

. process.

Nﬁi’ri‘iero’ufsl rye,spo"hs es k{x/erkery félinyd under the cat‘ego'frby of
'nDon't know. ‘HH\’ Their,ﬁﬁmbers ’xkrkaried;‘frkom\ question to ‘q'kuyestio‘n
but:‘v‘/e‘re gehe'i‘allyk‘hi?gher 111 re"spcili‘l‘s e‘s’ by fh‘e ki‘e'sp’onde‘ntx
o peftéining to his pa'r‘éﬁts.‘ ’ In alkkl"'ca;ses’, T ‘the: "”DOn'f kﬁbw”

responses were totaily diéregayrded. :

‘The' 10 per cent S‘ample group from Vaﬁcbuver‘ showed
30 per cent had some collége educa’cion and 18 per cent had five
years of c"okll’eg’e. The 1961 Canada “‘Census‘ ﬁgﬁreks‘sh’ow that‘ in
thke’City of'kV’ancovaer,, of the fbpulation'who are ‘15 yéars of é;ge’
and‘ov‘eyr and not aﬁ:eﬁding s chool, .4kp:e14k cent have university
d‘eg:‘r’ee"s and 5 5 ﬁér vceIkkityhyévé sonie university edﬁca’cioﬁ. (55)
:Thus, ‘a;lfhough the ,S‘ami)le gr’oﬁp/‘Wa/s hof repre‘s entative of the
totalﬁ_popuklkation, it was nevertheléss ’usef‘ﬁl for comparkativye

purposes..




| RELIABILITY

| The c;alibre of the data Was seriously affected by the
accuracy of ‘r’ecall of the féspondents to quéétioné kpertaini’ng to their
parents. Res’po%ls es to Questioynk 4‘2k('citied bel‘ow)yyjéhand‘othelé's’ led to

serious doubts as to their reliability:

QALIDITYV

Analiréis of the computer data re'{reé,led nume‘rbu»é coding
errors. For exa;n"npl,e, kresp‘ons‘esfwere indicated wﬁere nd question
‘was asked. = One véry rudimentary. ques‘cionkr’egarding,the respone
dents' océupé,tion re¢eivéd «nearyly 25 pei‘ cent respon’ées of k”Don't
‘know" whichk was 'obviQus'ly a kcod'in,g error. For the pﬁrposes of this |
report, however; it'waé kkas'suxk’ned;that’ coding errors would‘ not

invalidate the findihgs.

- Uncovering generational links neces’si‘ta’ced exémining
qﬁestions that revealed similar ihforina‘tion pertaining to conditions
; ’ofy both respondents and parents. Tt was found; however,’ that such
questibns were lin‘cﬁtred in number and many wére not of a similar
natlire, ‘thﬁs presenting a dilezﬁma as to the validity of directly

comparing the responses. For"example:




’Question'42.:k - To respondent regarding his
 parents education:e - ~

"How many years: did he attend school?™
Question 9 . To respondent r‘ega'rdingk his education:=

“Highest school grade attended? "

These questions have different implr'ic‘ati‘ons. " Length of time at

- school is not ne‘cessarily comparable with school grade attended

because of’th‘e,kpossib:ility' of failure and repeating grades.




GHAPTER II

METHODOLOGY

sTATIS'ifICAL PROCEDURES
| The data ‘,,ga‘ther’ed by ‘theNU‘LIFE‘ survey wereyylargeiy
| qualitativé and categorical f(‘norr‘lin'a‘l)l.’ These factors pl‘acfed limie
tations on the type of statis"tical‘ analysis; that c’0u1d be vé,iidly per=
fkor‘med.' In essence ’1’:he purpose of the hst‘udy was to either support
‘or refute assumptions thaf relafionships exiéted betw’een a series of
variablye‘s. Therefore it was felt that the chi—-square procedure, as
: ' 2 ; ("e' a-»o)2 |
calculated by ﬁhe formula. X = = o s was the 1fnostz ;;
suitable for the purposes of the ’stu'dy and for the level of data that
: were available. The level of ‘significan‘ce was arbitrarily estéblished

at alpha =, 05.  This level was consistently used throughout the study.

The chi-square, however, did not indicate the direction of
the relationship = if it was direct or inverse. When it was. felt
essential to illustrate this aspect, a per centage distribution was

calculated to demonstrate the direction. In addition to not showing




|
:% ;

the direction of the relationshi’p,y the chié-square did not indicate the
étrength'of‘the relatiohship. - When it was deemed necessary to

illustrate the stréngth of a relati"onship, the contirigency coefficient

was calculated by the formula G 2.8 + - The theoretical

maximum of this coefficient approachesNuiifzr only when ’che:numb‘e:r
of cells in the contingency té,ble approach infinity. Thus fhe cal~
kculated valué of C rﬁu'st'always be considered in relation to the
theokr.etical maximum. - In some cases the theok‘retical maximum of -
C Waks’ calculated’on the basis of sound statistical techniques; in

other cases it was derived by interpolation.
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CHAPTER III

BACKGROUND TO STUDY

LITERATURE ON THE POOR

A génerétional transmission of mﬁlﬁple pro‘blems‘ in-
social functioniﬁg amongk the poor is a concept prevalent today in kk
the literature on poverty.  One co‘nsye’quen"c'e of prolonged poverty

is the breeding of a distinctive lifewstyle or culture shared by the

impoverished and transmitted by them from generation to generation

through the family's acculturation of its childl_'en for 'kthe, purpose

of survival., . . or’,%povertyf,k‘it is purported, breeds poverty. Fo‘r

those ensnared in the selfeperpetuating poverty cycle, it is virtué.lly

impossible td attain the standards and goals of the middle=class

community - goals albeit shared by the poverty group. Martin ’Reih (44)

criticizes the poverty cycle or Hcylture of poverty'! thesis which

stresses the ,apathy of the poor and their inability to respond to

koppkor’cunifiesy in that, he states, it neglects to recognize that the

1evé1 of living contributes to the development of character.




PrépOnénts of the ,”cultu"re; of ppvétty” hypothesis, ‘Rein implies,
<atte’m1i;trto treat the pathology of the poor rather than to provide the |
necessa'ry‘ soci’al‘u’cilitikes.’ Further, Rein maintains that pathblo gical
sdéiety withho’lds th’e;utilities Which ‘Wou’_kl'd break the ,povért"y cycle
bebaliSe, 1n ,faéf, society deéi,rgs to r‘et’éin\é poverty: grOup. . This
provocative the‘ory'nested W‘i"'chi‘n’Mr.. Réih's exé,mination, Criti‘cisms
and research on poverty provided this study‘ With a yvery hecessary -
; balanced view of the problem ass‘ocia’t’ed’ with eﬁamining poverty

conditions.

A good berception of the child‘urealv'ing pa‘r‘cte‘rns of the po’\or
is preSeh’céd by Catheriné Chilmétn in hér book "'Gr‘QW‘ing"kUp Poox! (3)
She re’fers to the compelling rekl‘k'a”t‘ions‘hipnbkfetween the childwr éaring
paLtfé’i"n,sk of 'the poor and the perpetuation of poverty. For a
kc‘khilkd ”"; k. to escape effectively from the many facetéd frustrgations
that beset the very poor, he must escape és a wholej:p'erson,’ not
just as an effi‘cient‘- and eniployed,cog 1n the eponomic co‘rn'plex. "(3, p. Z)x
Thé aimskofkthis study were to uncover the many fac’cor’s most

relevant to the escape process.

" Lola Irelan's book. k"k’Lkow-i-Income Life Styles” prdﬁdéd a
suckcinct discussion offa&nily patterns of the pkoor)proved to be an

invaluable guide and gave an indication of’many features of generational
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links which were relevant to the analysis of the NULIFE data. (11)

- The writings of‘Oscari Lewis and his view of Poverty were

particularly applicable to the analjsis:, (12). " The kfol‘lowi‘:'ng statement

“6n the f’cixlture of poverty' very cogently summarizes the dilemma

that this report attempted to analyse. ''. . . it is a way of life

ren‘iarkably stable and persistent, passed down from generation to

; gene‘r'ation along family lines. - The cultﬁré of poverty has its own

Inod'alitieys and distinctive social and psychological consequences for

its members. " (12, p. 24)

, Literature and research papers pertaining to the three

independent variables of education, occupation and welfare varied in

 quantity. ,

A great deal has been written by social scientists and
educators in recent years regarding the fact that children from lowe
irk’lcom’e. families fail to k‘achie’ve as high s\tandards‘ras’; ‘childr,en from
middleaéla_ss familie's "in our- traditional educationa.l 'syé,’cem. '\I‘he’re’
is mUch iﬁ recent litera;’ture'to explain this Phenome’non; .and éome
authors ;su'gkg’est that because loweincome ~families have comple”cely
diff,erentf values and ‘expectations,y they fail to prepare their children

for school in the way that middlesclass families do. (11) (28)




11

"The ?arenfal p’é.fterﬁé‘ more‘cha‘i‘a‘;cterist‘ic of the very poor,

in ,refer'en'ce to education achieireme’nt, seein to be oriehted' toward
an anticipation of‘faillire; and a distrust of middleyuclass“institutioz}s

‘such ak's the schools. - ‘Constriction in eXperiehce, reliance on’a
phySicﬁl rather 7than a verbal style, a rigid rather than flexible

: app"ro‘ach,'.kpreferen\ce for c,okncré‘t'e rather than abstract thinking,

' reliance on personal attributes rather ~1:hai'1 on training or:’sk'ills], a
fendency toward ’magiéal rafher"thén scientiﬁé thinking: these
kvalues and attitudes provide poor pieﬁaration énd 'su'p’pko:‘rt‘ for many
of ﬁhe"chiyldr‘e?n of the vervy poor. as they "sfrug«gle to me‘et t"h‘e demands

of the middle class school. " (3, p -45‘)‘

- Previous reskejar‘ch has es’cak_;blishédk tha.t there i’s,ak direct
gekne’rka’cikonal 111'Jl<1n oc‘cuPatiqnal status. . Ro‘gkof’f's classical s’tudy
establishéd that, .régardleés of the ‘economic or social rewards,

''the most likely occupational destiny of all the soxyls’w\as the .
‘occupation of their ‘ifath'er‘s. ! (19,’ ps 10‘6);, | - She also ésfablished
kfithat even where sons do not follow the speciﬁg occupation of their |
fathers, ;theyk seleCt oécup’ations thaf are at rOughiy kthe ‘same social
~class level. These findings were substantiaté& by, studies- éarried
out by thé National Opinion Rekseai'ch Center~(53)v and by thg rés’eai‘ ch -

ofR. Centers. (25)
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2

k‘Povert'y,k, or a state of being poor, is frequentl‘y measured in

. economic terms and defined .as a subsistence level of income.

: Sidnéy E. Zimb,alist'in"'Drawing the Poverty Line'' defines the poor

as "those who have a sufficiently regular though bare income. ...

whose means may be sufficient but are barelygfs'ufficient for decent

K independent life. ! (52, 4p‘. -20)“ Since public. financial assistance is

similarly defined as subsistence living, the terms poverty and wele

fare are often inter-changed, by inference at least; in the

literature.  Moreover, since it is recognized in social work practice
-as well as in the literature that not all individuals on loweincome

~fall within the category of 'the poor'', recent research studies

designed to sepafate and examine the characteristics of those in -

receipt of public financial assistance from nonw=recipients of welfare,

provide a further step forward in the endeavours of those concerned
with developing effective measures to alleviate the poverty cycle.
Robert C. Stone and Frederic T. Schlamp in a preliminary paper

entitled "Characteristics Associated with Receipt or Ndnéreceipt

~of Financial Aid from Welfare Agencieé” attemp‘t to determine

whether families dependent on public financial assistance are
different from or similar to other low~income families in life

style; (50) ~ Leonard Schneiderman in "'Value Orientation Preferw

ences of Chronic Relief Recipients! similarly attempts to test
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- whether persons chronically impoverished share a distinctive pattern

of living. (48)

: EXPLANATIQN OF TERMS

It was believed fhat the many variables associated with
“ poverty viz. low education, ecénomic insecurity, demoralization
et cetera would be well represented within the loweincoine areas.
“Thus it was felt thatjthis study 'éoﬁld prbfess to have examined

generational links in a poverty area.

- Poverty was thought of as "life conditions of the poor. "

; P They are many in numb'er.' Thé poor not ‘oniy suffer from economic!

~ hardship but conditions of their housing, health, education, job

skills et ,cketker‘a sely)arkate’ther’n from ’achieving the g’o'als of thé

Iria‘];ority:orf so,c4'1-kety.‘ ;y Concomitant factors are the attitudes and values
Cof the. poot from which hasg arisen 1n contempora‘ry' literature the '

concept 'iof,th’e’,”ckulhl‘re :of~ft11e pooi'. . _I-Ie’lpies sness, isolation,

ap’athy’ énd anomi»e illustrate the feelings of the pébr which serve

to enhance their alienation yfrom the more afﬂuent,membéré of

éocinety.

-~ Generational Links were interpreted as meaning common

charac’ceristics that are revealed from generation to generation.

One can ask (1) do characteristics exist within economic households
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of a poverty area which delineate poverty areas from other areas?
and (2) how are these characteristics passed along? - The ﬁrs‘t’
question is the purpose of this res earch.. The second can be partially

answered if it is as sumed that the common characteristics which

identify the poor give rise to a unique life«style. This life~style

is transmitted through the teaching and kk’craining of the child by the

parents. Attitudes, values, expectations, and outlook peculiar to tyh’e‘

poor‘are transmitted from parent to child thus ensuring fhaf the
Ueulture of the poor!! remains part of society. Additionally,
generational klinks'appli‘cable' to the perpetuation of poverty embodies

a demographic variable assuming that the child's development is

‘affected by the social groups, Iieighbourhood and locality where the

" child is raised.

Culture of the Poor is defined by Oscar Lewis as Y. . . a

design for living which is 'passed down from genera’cioﬁ to generation.
In ,ai)plying this ~c’:(’)nceptic’>fk culture 't‘o ,thé understanding of poverty I
want to ciraw attenﬁon to ;the fact that pbirerfy in modern nations is

not only a state of economi‘ckdei)rivatioii, of diSOrganiz"ation, oif’of
the a.bshénc'e of something. - It 1s also something positive in the sense
that it haé a structure, a rationaie, and defense me’ch‘aniksms Withoutk

which the poor could hardly carry on.' (12, p. 23)  This statement




on the ‘¢ulture of the poor” polnts to the survival value of their life

, style w1th the. generatwnal link between parent and ch11d aiding the
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preservation of the culture from extinction. ~ It can thus be seen as

a defense against a severe environment which calls for a completely

different mode of adjustment.
CONCEPTS

wel fare identified earlier, three concepts were d‘eveloped. They led

From. the independent variables of education, occupation and

| to the formulat1on of null hypothes os tested 1ndependent1y 1n the

follow1ng stages of this report.. The three concepts were thought of

‘a Ste

2).

~equipped to cope with middle~class oriented schools.

A Tow level of education is the norm for a lowe=income
area which tends to be transmitted longitudinally from"
parent to child. Child-rearing patterns contribute to
school failure as the children of the poor are not

Inevitably, school failure leads to employment prob-
lems and often an inability to find work in a society
demanding eversincreasing higher educational standards.

In Canadian societyf, ca . primary determinant of income.
is ,oCcuBation and thus, in studying the characteristics
of the low income gample, o'ccupati'o‘nal status of this
group was examined. Their occupational level is

~ centered in areas of semi~skilled and unskilled cate-

gories of jobs making them susceptible through
redundancy, lay off, and lack of jobs to frequent
unemployment. Concomitant income 1nsecur1ty is
perpetuated along family lines.
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Recipients of welfare, pu‘rportkedl'y deficient in educatibn '

and occupational skills, are least likely to achieve ot
maintain economic independence, and therefore are

‘most likely to require public financial assistance from

time to time or indefinitely. - Consequéntly, they must
adjust to a subsistence level yet try to cope or compete
with institutions geared to a middle~class modality.

Since it is an unrealistic, if not vi'rtuallyk impossible,

task for them to break the bonds of the poverty cycle
either latitudinally or longitudinally, the tendency is

for a generational transmission of life style to preva11

W1th1n the poverty cycle.

16




'CHAPTER IV

- EDUCATION AS A GENERATIONAL FACTOR
IN THE LOW«INCOME LIFE STYLE

Elizabeth Herzog states that education is one of the

most crucial factor s in the problem of poverty. “So’metiri’;e"s it

almost Se‘ems as if ail the other 'diffe‘rence's flowed from that one,
g0 overwhelming are 1‘ts apparént résults in the lives and thoughts
and féelings of fhe poor. ”'{(;32, p 382). - And she further states
that educatién is st’illy the’most usk’éful single i’ndikcat’or of sociow .

economic ‘status.

: Although?ipar'e‘hts in low=income areas app,eai' to 'have‘
; high expectations regarding their ch'il(yirke’n's education, énd express
the desire that their children kc'onti’nujekkin s'chdol, tiley are urnablgyto
put these Wishefsk into ai.;c’ci"on because of their ’1ixhited knbwled’ge of

the qualities needed to compete in the school system.

17
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VLOW;iincome yfamilieé ‘are unable t’ok give their childr en
the necessary ’s"cimulatiOn and Y'a‘chievemen’t motivation'' that is
almost automatically a part of the middle~class childerearing
patterﬁ. (47) (35) (41)‘.? " The Chiidreh are unable to compete in our

schools, which are‘primar‘ily middle~class institutions (‘18)x‘

" Patricia Sexton found that in low=income areas, schools and teaéhing

staff are of the poorest standards and the dropeout rate is markedly

higher.- (22)

Failure at school leads to inability to compéte for employ-
ment'in our highly competitive and specialized economic system,

and this fixes the individual irreVocably in low income. status.

It was eX‘pye‘cted,; therefore, that in anaiyéing the data

there would be found to be a direct relation between education of

respondents and ’cheir"par'ents, Thatis, if 'theparents attained only

a . low education; ktheir children would tend to attain a low level also.

It was further anticipated that there would be a relationship between

low level of education and other indicators of low socioeeconomic

status, such as occupation in unskilled and semieskilled jobs,
frequent dependence on public assistance and the necessi‘ty:for
respondents to leave school for financial reasons. In other words,

those with little education themselves would tend to have children
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following the familial pattern of low achievement. This, thén, would

be linked to other characteristics of the ‘low-in‘come, group, such as,

relatively lower paid jobs, more frequent need for social assistance,
and the fiecessity for ‘education to be discontinued because of lack of

funds.

Ornati quotes the Univer sity of Michigan Survey. Re sear ch

‘Center as having found that the lack of "education of the father was

the most powerful predictor of low income for the son. " (14, p: 67) -

As the categories for edU«é‘étion of respondentf"a'nd
respondent's parent were not equivalent on the questionnaire, in’
drawing up the tables, it was neceséary,to anialgamate these into
four g'eneral h‘e'adiiigs,:' ”Nohe, w ”Eleméntéry, " ‘“I‘-Iki‘ghy'School, H
aﬁd "College. ' This made for gréatér ease of comparison, but

undoubtedly some of the finer shades of difference were lost.

~It had oi‘iginally been planned to analyse the relationship

between education of respondent and other items on the Qquestionnaire,

“such a s race; l'anguage, spoken in the home and attitudes toward
the s chool. However, it was decided that, although this would
give a fuller picture of the general characteristics and life styles of

k persons-in a low=income area,. it would not greatly add to our
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knowledge of characteristics which are passed on from one

generation to another.

In future studies, it would prove interesting to have
‘material on attitudes and values for both respondent and parent
so that these factors could be related to performance in the schools..

‘This would give greater depth to the study.

- Although it would have Been helpfui to compare levels
of education between sample grouP and ckon‘:‘tpariyson group, as has
been,hoted ink‘cheintroductio‘n, the discrepancy Waé s0 ~gréat o
b’etween level of education of the comi‘)arison group and the stati’stics
given in the 1961 Canada Censﬁs figures thatit kv‘vak.s decided not to:

include this. (55)

The first table to be examined is a kc’omparisokn betw‘een
the educational level of respondent and parent and,. in view of the
foregang analysis of the liteérature on this subject, it was expected

that there would be a positive relationship between these two variables.

k,H0wever, a null hYpothesiis was formulated, that is, that there

~would be no relationship between educational level of respondent

and parent.
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é TABLE 2 -~ Per centage comparison betweenk educational level of -
g : respondent and the educational level of the respondent's
£ parent, low=income sample.* '
B N = 1187
| EDUCATION (PARENT)
EDUCATION |
(RESPONDENT)
None 'Elemehtary' High School College
- None o 11.809 1.84% 1.57%  0.00%
g; S (26 (12 (4 ( 0)
i . Elementary 67.75%  56.30% 130.59%  30.65%
R : (149); (366) ( 78) o (19)
High School ~  19.09% 38.78%  61.96%  43.389
: ( 42) (252)  (158). - 30)
 College  1.36%  3.08% 5.88%  20.97%
' ' 3 (20 R O &) 1) (13)
Total ~  100.00%  100.009% 100.00% 100.00% -

(220): ~(650) (255), (62)

‘*Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

-

The chi-square for this table is 212. 124, which is
considerably beyond the critical chi&sciuare value of 16.919, at the

established level of significance. The contingency co~efficient for
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this table is 0. 39, c’om};:_)ar‘ed to the maxirﬁum possible G value

,fdlﬂ a 4 x 4 table, which is 0.866. This shows that the relationship

~is of moderate strength.

 The null ‘Vhy‘po‘chesis can therefore be rejected and

the altérnate hypothesis - that there is a relatiohship between the

~ level of education of parents and children - can be accepted.

This table clearly illusytra‘tes tha‘ck the 10Wer the

' education of parehts, the lower the education of children and con~

versely, the higher the education of parents, the hig'her‘-the education

of éhildrén.

It shows yytha”c 79.55 per cent of the children of pa{fents |
with no education attended elemenfary school or W'ekre“ not edﬁéé‘ced |
and that 58. 14 per é,ent éf the childkr‘en who attended e’lemen’c’ary
school fell into the same fcategory; while only' 31 k16‘per cent ’of
those ¢hi1dfen whose parenté é,ttended:high school achieved less

education than their parents. ’

On the other hand, 61.96 per cent of the children of
parenfs with high school education (considered rnihimum requirew
ment for many jobs) achieved this level themselves. . In contrast,

38.78 per cent of the children whose parents had attended elementary




school only achieved this level, while of those whose parents were.

‘ uneducated,‘k 19.09 per cent.achieved a high school 'edu‘cation.

I appears ‘to have been established that those
respondents whose parents had little education will have little

education themsélves and, thus, lack of achievement in education

“will be transmitted from one generation to another.

To have made this connection is not in any way to
have offeréd any/ekxplanati’on’ of Why thisf rnight ‘bek sé. The
litei'ature in thke iskokcika\l sciencejs ih&icateé >tha’t many complex
factors may be in operation hei‘e, but it is ’n‘otk‘kNi'tklklin fhe scope of

this study to explore thesé in any depth.

Traditional educationalists have often assumed that

- the poor performance of children in low~income areas was the

result of poor intellectual endowment; but there has been much

" recent qliestiOning of this idea. Irelan quotes a study of children
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in Harlem, which indicated that the I. Q. ratings for these children

dropped after a period of elementary education, which may mean
that the educational system itself is more at fault than had

previously beeh supposed. (11, p ‘35)'1
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The close connection between education and occu~

“pational status in our 'competitive society is a ,generally accepted

idea. Ina highly developed economic system such as ours, most

- jobs require a certain basic education and some specialized skills.

Therefore, it was anticipated that a relationship would be found

- between educational level of the respondent and his occupational

status.

Using the null hypothesis, it was theorized that there

- would be no relationship between these two variables.




Per centage comparison between educational level of
respondent and occupational class of respondent, lowe

OCGUPATION (RESPONDENT)

~ TABLE 3
income sample.*®
N = 1389
 EDUCATION
(RESPONDENT)
Liabourer
. None. L 72,409,
(21):
Elementary 55.10%
(402).
High School 132.08%
| : (187)
College : 12. 50%
( 6)

' Blue
Collar

17.20%

(. 5)

38. 40%
(280)

45.28%

(264)

25.00

( 12).

White
‘Collar

10.40%

¢ 3

6. 50%

22, 64%
(132)

62.50%
( 30)

~ *Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

Totals

100.00%

( 29)

100.00%

(729)

100.00%
(583)

100.00%
( 48)

The calculated chiesquare value of 193. 66 is very much

beyond the critical value of 12.59. . Thus it Was"estabiish,ed that

~there was a significant relationship between these variables. The

_contingency co-efficient is 0.35, compared to an interpolated

theoretical maximum of 0. 837, which shows the relationship is of
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moderate strength. .

The null hypothesis can be rejécted and the alternate
hypothesis canbe a'cCépted = that there is a relationship between

level of occupation and education.

It can be élearly seen from the table that there is a
high correlation between the respondent's low education and the

tendency to have labouring jobs. . Of those respondents with no

‘education, 72.4 per cent had 1abouring jobs; of those with

‘ ‘elementary school, 55.1 per' cent héd 1abouring jobs; ahd of those

with high school, only 32.08 per cent had labouring jobs.

: OBvioﬁ'sijr, those who have fa'iled;to acquire a basic
educ’aﬁon were niore likely to be eﬁpldyed in less skilled, lowers=
fpaid jo‘bs‘. : "It is a 'ks?in’iple staﬁstical fact that low éducational
attainment is ’cvlyo"ks ely asSociéfed with low income. - Available
figures, for instance, r‘eveal that every school yeartr compléted

bringsmearsurable dividends. " (14, p.: 62)‘1

In the first table, it was found that low education of
parents tends to be related to low education of children. It has
now been shown that there is a connection between low educational

achievement in respondents and low occupational status, which is
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'usufallyyk associated with low income. Thus,. one could infer that

low occupation, which is associated with low education, rnight'also
follow a generational pattern.

In the next table, education of respondent is compared

to dependency on social welfare, another indicator of low socio=

: ’écoﬁomi'c status. It was expected that there would be a relationship

between these va:i‘iables:. It is usufa,lly those with little education
and special training 'Who are -most r’eadilyk laid off 1n times of
‘Vrecession and economic hardship ,a,nd Who suffer from chronic
insecurity regarding jobs. 1 is’ these unskilled\w‘ork:ers who make

up the majyokri‘cjr of the public assistance Cas~eloadSQ

The null hypothesis was used:r that there would be no
relationship between level of education and the frequen’cy of

résponden’cé' dependéncy'on social welfare.



TABLE 4 Per centage comparison between educational level of
‘ respondent and frequency of dependency on welfare
‘of respondent, low-income sample. ¥ :

N =1305

- WELFARE (RESPONDENT)

EDUCATION | o
(RESPONDENT) Never

None | 69.23%
( 54)
Elementary . 60.75%
L (26)
High School 68.12%
(562}
College 72.73%
' I ( 56)

‘Onceé

24.35%
(19)

- 21.42%

(256)

19.75%

(163)

20.78%
- ( 16)

Two +

6.429%

( 5)

17.83%

( 43)

12.13%

(100)

- 6.49%

- 5)

*Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

The chiesquare for this table was 25.05, which is well

Total

100.00%
( 78)

100.00%

(325)

100. 00%
(825),

100.00%

()

in excess of 12.592, which is the critical chi~square value at the

predetermined level of significance. The contingency co=efficient,
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showing the strength of the relationship, was calculated to be 0. 106.

The interpolated theoretical maximum for a table of this size Waksk

found to be 0. 837. Thus, the relationship can be said to be

‘ relativély weak.
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The null hypothesis is therefore rej‘ected and the

‘alternate accepted.

‘Examination of the tables reveals that of the respondents
who had elemen’tary school only, 21.42 per cent had been on social

assistance once, and 17.83 per cent had been on social assistance

-more than once, a total of 39.25 per cent.

This was in contrast to the high school group, 19.75

- per cent of whom had been on social assistance once, and 12.13

per cent of whom had been on social assistance more than once,

a total of 31.88 pef cent.:

We can conclude that the lower the education, the
more frequently on socilal assistance; and conversely, the higher

the level of educati‘on, the less frequently on social assistance.

For further discussion regarding the validity of the
questions on respondent's and parent's dependency on,ksocial

assistance, reference is made to Chapter 6.

In Table 5, .education of r'eSpondentis compared to thek
question on the questionnaire regarding respondent's reasons for

lea.ving ‘school.
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Several studies have pointed out that there is a much
higher drop=out i'afe in schools ‘i‘n“low-,-i‘ncome‘ areas ’(22')‘; k One
estimate drawn from cenéus data in :the‘ Unite‘d States indicatesk
that 70 per cent of thfé‘drop-outs comé from families with

incomes under $5, 000 per year. (13, p.-12)

. For this reason, it waé assumed that there would be
a high correlation between‘, education ,(Which has now been shown

to be closely associated with socio=économic status) and the

ffréquency' of leaving school for financial reasons.

The null hypbthesis was formed; that thel;le would )
be no relationship be’tween education and financial réasons for

leaving' school.

~."The caﬁegoriesk "None'' and '""Elementary' were
amalgamated for this table, in order to obtain a valid chimsquare

value.
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TABLE 5 Per centage comparison between educational level of
' respondent and respondent's reasons for leaving
school, low income sample. ¥ ‘

N = 1915

REASONS FOR LEAVING SCHOOL (RESPONDENT)

EDUCATION
(RESPONDENT)
Financial Pe’i’formance Other =~ 'Total
Elementary -  55.12%  12.55%  32.34%  100.00%
. ; (a1 (146) (376 (1163)
High School 43.759% 14.73% 41.52%  100.00%
| (312)  (105)  (296)  (713),
College - 25.64% 10.24%  64.12% - 100.00%

( 10) 4 - (25) {39

*Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

The chi=square for tkhiks‘ table is 3‘6. 631; which is well
above the critical value of 9.488, at this study's level of significance.
9 Although the relationship ’i«s significai‘l’c',:f the contingency co-efficient
value of O 204 (the theoretical rﬁaXimum C value is 0. 816)Iyindicatés

that the relationship is relatively Weak.
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Thus, the null hypothesi'sk can berejéct«ed, and the alternate,

that there is a relationship between level of‘educa.tion and reasons

for léaving's‘chool, can be accepted.

The tables show that of those who left school at the

elementary 1evé1, 55; 12 per cent did so for financial reasons.

-Of those who left at the high school level, 43. 75 per cent did so

for financial reasons.

It does appear from these tables that there is a slight

relationship between education and financial reasons for leaving

“school. At the lower levels of,the educational scale; a,gréater,

per centage of those leaving school did so for financial reasons.

The number of rTespondents who left school before

completing elementary school is 641, which represents 26.79 per

“cent of the total sample group. . This appears to be qui’cek high.

- Perhaps the most important element in the problem of
sichool drop-youts' is the incidence, rather than the pai‘ticu'lar time

when a givén child leaves the school system.

In this section, in examining the data on education, it
has'been found that there is quite a strong indication that the lower

the education of the parents, the lower the education of the children.
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This was in 1in’ek with what had be’en’ anticipated from
ou;' review of the literature. ’I‘haf 'i’s, the parents who theméelves
are disadvantaged are less likely tb be ‘able to’provide the necessary |
stimulation and encourkagement’fd‘rk their children to succeed in

‘the school system and tend to leave school early.

As education is the key to so many other aspects Qf, life
in North A:rrierican society, this would appear to be a most strong

determining factor in the lives of these individuals.

Education was then compared to occupation, ‘to fre'quéncsr" J
'of depéndency on social welfare, andk to fihancial ‘reasons for
‘1eéving schOo’l..Alfhough*theré was only a.[modera’,teV relationship
between the level of educétion k»and' these ,other variables, there was
én indication ’thaﬁ: all kt'he'se, characteristics cowexisted in the lowe

income group.
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CHAPTER V

OCCUPATIONAL STATUS AS A GENERATIONAL FACTOR
IN THE LOW-INCOME LIFE STYLE

Occupation was selected for examination for two reasons.

First: from an anthrbpologic‘al point of view, occupation forms an

‘important aspect of the concept of sub~cultures. - Different value

systems are assdcia.’cedwith different levels of social stratification
and conversly different stratas are associated with different value
systems. . Occupational levels are one of the key indicators of

individuals' position in the social system and therefore they are

associated with their own value'orientations. Second: different

occupations, b'écauée of their ‘perceivedearying worth to so?iety,
’ar’e ascribed differeﬁt monetary rewé,rds. Those occupations that
are percéived to be of lesser value receive little;pecunia‘ry,rewar‘d,
thus creating the"ﬁnancial facet okf the phenorr’;en"on of poverty.

N0£ onl'); does the r’nonetary’ reward vary in amoun’c but élsé' it

differs in its nature. - Low income tends to be sporadic while high
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income is received on'a more regular, predictable basis.

The NULIFE survey analysed occup‘at’ion’al‘ status by
establishing three main occupation groups:v "White Collar, "

"Blue Collar, ' and "abourer.' The distinction between these

groups was made on the basis of the nature of the gainful employ-

mént. The survey anticipated that not ta.kll fhe re_épondents ‘Would |
be gainfully' empléyed énd th‘k"erkeforé four "ahciliary caik:ego'rik'éks ’
”Hoﬂsewife, 1 ”St’udent, 1 Student and Wori%ing,, M and “Iinder k:five
years of age’; - ‘we’re‘ established to cylasksify tﬁé bailan"ce of the
éarﬁlﬁle,. ; Those respopd’en’cs 'Whé ‘hayd‘retii'ed weré cla’s'.sified by

the nature of their major employment prior to retirement. The

primar‘y interest of this study was those respondents who wefe,

at the time of the survey, or who had been, prior to the survey,
involved in the labour market on a full time basis. Thus, for

the most part, those respondents in the four auxilliary categ‘ori'es

" were not considered by this ‘study. In the one instance that they

were considered, they were amalgamated andy dealt With under

the category "Other. "

An early assumption of this study was that the three ,
main occupational categories were hierarchically arranged by

income; that "White Collar’ respondents would receive more




inqo:me thank those in the '"Blue Collar" clasé kandk that the "Blue
Collar" class would"r‘eckeive more than the "L’abt)urers. "o If this
contention were true, it was expected that there would be a marked
difference between the distribution of occupations in the 1ow-‘-income
sample and in the comparison sample. It-was expected'that in

the comparison sample well over one~third of the ;pépulation would
come from the ""White Co‘llar” group,kk, approximately oné&third
‘ Woﬁld come from the "Blue ’Cokllkar‘”’ group ahd 1efksrs 'than kone‘uthird
,v;/oul‘dkbe in the "‘Labo‘urér” group\. ~The converse Waska’n’ckicipa’ted:
in the loweincome sample.  The follbwing taBle' séts forth the per

centage- distribution.

' TABLE 6 Per centage compariSOn of samples for selected
. occupational classes.*

N = 1663 ‘ ar :
R 'OCCUPATION (RESPONDENTY):
SAMPLES White = Blue ‘Labourer - Total
~ Collar Collar :
Comparison : ; o
Sample 72.82% = 24.27% 2.91% 100.00%
(150)- ( 50): ( 6) (206).
Low=Income e - S :
Sample 15.17% 40.08% 44.,75% 100.00%
(221) (584) (652) " (1457)

*¥Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.
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In a very cursory and rudimentary way, this distribution
sub stanti’ates the as sumption that thefe is a monetary hierarchy;
that‘ "White Collar!" workers do receive more incoxﬁe than "Blue
Collar® workers and that "Blue Ckéllai‘”’ workers receii}e moi'e

‘than-"Labourers. !

~ Following an initial perﬁ'sal of the data it was noted
’ that, | 1n therlow-:in‘come sami)l'e, there appeared to be a dispro=
‘portionakte, number of respondents in the four ancillary categor’ies.
It was decided t(; calcul ate a per ceﬁtage distribution inkcyludinkg these
,rye'sjpo,ndent‘s.: ‘For this ané,iysis kth’e four categories were amalga~
mated ﬁnder the title ""Other. " A similar per cehtage distribution
waé calculated for the comparisoh group and the folloWing table’

presents the two distributions.
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TABLE 7 - Per centage comparison of sémples for all occupational
‘classes.¥ ‘

N = 2642

OCCUPATION (RESPONDENT)

SAMPLES White Blue  Labourer Other Total
- Gollar Collar , o
Comparison . ‘ ‘ : : : - : ,
Sample 60.24% 20..08% 2.41% 17.27% 100.00%
o (i50) ( 89) (e  (43) (249
LoweIncome : : o : : | ‘
Sample : 9.249% 24.40% - 27.25% 39.11% 100, 00%

(221) (584) o (652)  (936) (2393)1

*Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

; if,is noted in’this table that in ‘fhé ”Otk’hkér”‘ 'categ‘ory; “
the 'pei‘f cenffagé Qf respondents in thel 1ow§inc:dmek ‘gkro’u’}k;)_isk, rﬁore
than double thé pércceﬁtaée in thé comi)ariSOn group (39 ll’pker’
cként and 17. 27'per cent resPectiﬁeljr). This groﬁ? éf‘people, .
ma1n1y hous ewives aﬁ"d ’students, | was: begrond the scépe éf this‘
study but its relative size indicates that it could be Wofthy of

further exarmnination in a future study.

~Having established that a monetary hierarchy' existed,

(it was decided to analyse the low~income sample to determine the

nature of the income. As stated previously, it is commonly
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assumed that individuals in the lowest socio=economic class have:
a more-irregular ihcome‘tha;ndo their .counterparts in the higher

classes. The NULIFE survey asked respondents’ whether they had-

‘been unemployed "Oéca’sionally, i "V'Frequently, Moo ""Never, " in

the past ten years. These terms, however, were not specifically

defihed by the survey = their interpretation was left ’tq the
r'esipondent‘. This lack of definition left the validit‘y and reliability
of the findings opeﬁ to question but it was as surﬁed that individl‘lal‘
disci*epaﬁcies in“interpreta’tion counter—-balanc’ekd-s‘dk:thét, thé end
product o’f thek survey was a uniform definition of the terms. | It
was thought that the inCidéricé é"f unemﬁloymen’c would indicate

the nature of the ihcome; :that ""Never 'ﬁnerhployed” would indicaté

a regular income, that '"Occasionally unemployed' would indicate.

‘a somewhat sporadic income, and that ”Frequently unemployed!
“would indicate a very sporadic income.  If the above assumptions

were true, it was expected that the "Tabourer! class would have

a greater incidence of unemployment than the other two classes
and that the "White Collar' class would have a higher incidence of

being never unemployed than the other two classesy.
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TABLE 8 Incidence of unemployment by occupatlonal class, :

1ow-1ncome .sample.®
N = 1370

INCIDENCE OF UNEMPLOYMENT
(RESPONDENT)

. OCCUPATION : : B
- (RESPONDENT) Never  ‘Occasionally  Frequently

White Collar 60.89%  36.63% 2,489

(123) ( 74) ( 3)
Blue Collar L 46.07% 46, 439% 7.50% |
: - (252) - (254) o 41)
Labourer 36,079 54.11%  9.827%
« o (224) (336) (61):

*Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

Total

100.00%
(202)

100.00%
(547)

100.00%

(621)

“The p~r,ec§eding table bore out the expectations that

were previously stated. - It was therefore assumed that the

”Labourer‘” class; with 9.82 per cent of i‘cs‘memb'er'ship stating

- frequent unemployment, would have had a far ‘more irregular

inco’me,than either the "Blue Collar' or ”White Collar" classes.,

It was also assumed that the "Blue Collar" class, with 7.50 per

cent of its membership stating frequent unemployment, had a

more irregular income than the ""White Collar' class, which had

~only 2.48 per cent of its membership in this category.
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‘Having in part kestablished that a hierarchical arrange~

ment of occupational classes existed, this study prdceede‘d td

-analyse some of the’ generational features of occupational classes.

As indicated in the introduction, previous research in the United

‘States had established that occupations and occupational classes

were directlyrtransmitted from parents to children. Tt Was
therefbre one of the purp‘oks'es of this study to discover if the same

relationship existed in data gathered from Canadian soques.

In *a’cfenﬁpting to compare the 0cc1ipaft‘iona1 ievel of |
respondents and their parents it was di‘scover‘edt that the data
gathered by the. NULIFE éurvey"were 1ot obtained in-identical
ca‘cegori’:és. | As Was p’re‘vio‘uslyk stated, the dafa pertaining to the
respondents were in “White Collar, '' "Blue Collar'' and "Labourer'
categories. . In~fhis portion of the study the 'auXilliaercate"gé‘rkies
were eiiminated. The parental occupational data gathei"ed by

the survey had been categorized in the same form as was used in

the 1961 Canada:Census figures. These categories were

1)’.;~”Manageria1, . Professional, and ‘Technical;” 2) "Clerical and
Sales;!! ~3)-=”Serfvice,s and Recreation;'" 4) "Transport and

Comniunication;”; 5) ”Crayftsmen, Production process. and related

workers;!! 6) "Labourers;' 7).'Farmers;! and 8) ""Student. !
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It was assumed that categories 1 and 2 could be amalgamated to

form the rough equivalent of the "White Collar" class; that

ca’tegorie‘s 3, 4 and 5 would approxirhately equate with the "Blue

C'oyllar”"ciasks; and that ca;t’egor'ie’sjé‘:and 7 were of" thé same level
as the ”Lab‘ourin‘g'y’ ’classb.‘ The "Studént” *ca;tegorky was di“sr'egarded.
It Was' realized thaf soine oﬁreriapping‘would oécur but it was ‘thought

that this would tend to cross ~cancel so that the total prod’u’ct would

be equatible. . This 'errokrk, however,. 'serioﬁsly ‘jeopardized the

validity ofany findings.

g Althoﬁgh the initial assumption was that there woﬁld'be
a'\strk)ng’ generational link between thek respondents' and’ the |
respondents parents' occupational levels, the hYp’bthé"s'is was
fc;rmulated that there was no g.enerational relat’i’on"ship between these
two variablesv.ky The formulating of this hypothesis automatically
established the ‘alterfn‘ative hypothesis; that a generatiqnal link
éx:fs‘ted in occupations. If the original hypbthésis was trué, then
the distr‘i’butio’ri of the"popula;tion in the vé.ribué categories would
be due to the general occupational distribution of the popul‘ati’on,
or it could be due to a’chan'ceskéWedn'ess of the sample. The fact‘o‘r
of chance skéwedness ywas controlled by the establishment of the

level of significance.




An examination ’ofthe data produced the following

table .

"TABLE 9 Numerical relationship between the occupational
classes of the respondent's parent and the
occupational classes of the respondent;, low~income

sample.
N5
'occUPAEmJN(PARENTﬁ
OCCUPATION | | _
(’RESPONDENT) © . White Blue Labourer Total
: ; - Collar Collar ‘

White Collar 46 81 4 169
Blue Collar.k, 60 214 145 ' : 419
Labourer 45 237 187 469

Total 149 532 374 1087

The ‘Calculated chi-square"v‘elue’ for these Variables Was 35..298..
This was sign:tfican’tly in excess of the critical value of '9.:’4‘88 end
; thus the original hYpothesis was rejected with a 95 per cent surety
that the distrfibution was not due to chance. In rejecting the :

original hypothesis the alternative hypothesis, that there was a
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relationship between the two variables, was autqmatically accepted..
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The chi-square did not reveal whether the relationship
was direct or inverse. : To determine this, a total per centage

distribution of the variables was calculated.

TABLE 10 ’Per"cen"ca/ge relationship between the occupational

classes of the respondent's parent and the ;
occupational classes of the respondent; loww=income -

sample.
OCCUPATION (PARENT)
OCCUPATION | .
(RESP\ONDENT‘); ’ ‘Whitekb o Blue . Laboure;r
White Collar 4359 7.66% 3.97%
‘Blue Gollar : 5.68%  20.259 13.72%
Labourer o 4.26% 22.42%  17.69%

TOTAL = 100. 00%

This table indicated that there was a direct relation~-

ship only for parents who were designated as labourers. - In the

other two parental categories there appeared to be inverse

relationship.

Since the relationship was not universally direct and

since the chiwsquare does not indicate the strength of any relation=-

| ship, it was felt that it would be useful to determine the degree

of the relatlonship. The contingency coefficient was therefore .




determined to indicate the s,trehgth of the relationship. The C

value was found to be O.-‘ 180, The theoretical maximura obtainable -

value for Cin a con’cingency table of this size is 0.816; thus, it

can be ;r‘eadily seen that the relationship is relatively weak.

Table 5 also showed that there was considerable

vertical mobility in the lowwincome sample. . A total of 57. 7l'per

cent of the respondents had moved to occupations that were in a

different socio=economic class from those occupations of their

-~ parents == only 42.29 per cent had remained in thé same socio=

économic class as their parents. k Of the total sample 32.36

per cent showed downward vertical mobility whereas only 25.35

-per cent showed upward mobility.

k It wask decided that this c’on~'clept of vé’rtical niobility

was worthy of further invéstiga’tioh and it was decided to probe

‘mobility from the Viewpoiht of the OCCupational level of the

réspondents. . Thus ‘a per'centage distribution of each respondent

occupational class was calculated.
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TABLE 11 Per centage comparison of the occupational classes
of the respondent's parent and the occupational class
- of the respondent, lowwincome sample.
'OCCUPATION (PARENT):

OCCUPATION

(RESPONDENT) White Blue Labourer Total

: Collar - Collar L '
White Collar ~ 27.22%  47.93%  24.85%  100.00%
Blue Collar 14.32%  51.07%  34.61%  100.00%
Labourer = - 9.60%  50.53%  39.87% 100.00%

- This table showed that 60.13 per cent oef‘ the respondents
who were in the “Labourer” class had parents who were ei‘the:f from
the ;'f'W,‘hite Collar'! or the”Blue Cellar»“ cla‘,’sses. Since "Labourer!"

was the lowest class in the occupational hier;ar‘ckhy, all of this

' 60.13 per cent of the class were downwardly mobile. The table

further shOwked‘that, of the ""Blue Colla.r”,kr'esponkdents, 14. 32 per
c’:‘ent/ came ‘fro‘fn"’White ‘,Co‘llar"' backgr‘ouhds and were therefore
downwardly mobile while 34. 61 per cent had ”Labotyn'er‘”k byack-‘
grounds and were thus upwardly mobile.k Of the "White Collar!

respondents 72.78 per cent had come from lowerw~class backgrounds k

~and were therefore upwardly mobile. It was most sﬁriking that the

greatest mobility occurred at the two opposite ends of the

occupational continuum.




47

It was an assumption of thié studykthat diffefent
o‘ccupatiOns require different :a’rnbtin’ts of'educatiéii; | Thus, ‘since
oCcupation‘is a significant determinant o’f socio~economic status,:
education is a prominent factor in the piéceSs of vertical social
mobility. I;E,t}kle previous as s’timption was true, thén it was

ekxpect,ed that there would be a statistical relationship between

- these variables. This would be expected even when there was a

high level of generalization, When oécupa‘cions were a‘ma;lgamated
info 'bﬁroad c’lassés and’ when edﬁéatiéhal achievément was‘ also
a%nalg‘amated into broad categories. . In ,ariother section éf this
study it ~waks“established‘that the engcted relationship existed.

A further analysis of these variables was carried out to discover

the direction of the relationship. A per centage distribution of each

occﬁpationai class "was‘ calculated. The following table illustrates

this distribution.



the respondent and the occupational class of the ;;
respondent, . low~income sample. o

'EDUCATION (RESPONDENT).

OCCUPATION

(RESPONDENT)' ~ None Elementary Secoﬁdary College
White Collar o l.429%  22.179% 62.26%  14.15%
Blue Collar ~ 0.89%  49.91%  47.06% 2. 149%
~Labourer 3.419% = 65.269% 30.36% 0.97%
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TABLE 12 Per centage comparison of the educational level of

Total

100. 00%
100, 00%

100. 00%

The most striking aspect of this table was the readily

apparent direct relationship between these two variables. . Whereas

a staggering 65.26 per cent of the "Liabourer" class had only

elementary schooling, only‘ZZ.'17 per cent of the "White Collar"

class had the same level of education.  The rel&’cionship is even

more striking at the opposite end of the educational continuum.

Of the MWhite Collar! class 14.15 per cent had a college level

education whereas in the ""Labourer' class only 0.97 per cent had

a cdllege education. These selected figures realistically portray

the nature of this distribution.
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Tt is a commonly held assumption of Canadian society

" that education is free and é,vailable't(:) all, however, it is well

documented that different social classes, because of different
‘child réar’ing ’pra.étices, kdi:f;vferent valil'e orienfations, and different
financial capacities, “have unke'qual access to educatibn (9)1(34).
These studies indicate fhat access fo education iskdirkec,tly 'rela’;ed’
tO'the’poksiﬁon in the social hierarchy. It was established by this

study that the education of an individual is directly related to the

"educatidnal level of his parent. It has falsb been established that '

there was a direct :relationship between occupation.levels and

levels of education. - Since these were established, it was aésumed

that there would be a ge’neratidnal link between the occupational

level of the respondents and their ‘pa’rent'sk level of education.

. To test this as surription the hypothesis was formulated

that there would be no relationship between the two variables.

- The following table illuétrates the coincidence of the v,a.r,ikables.
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TABLE 13 Numerical relat‘io.nshipbetween the educational level
- of the respondent's parent and the occupational class
of the respondent, low~income sample.

N = 740
- EDUCATION (PARENT)
B OGCUPATION . | | R e
8 ' (RESPONDENT) _~None Elementary  Secondary ~ College
White Collar 14 58 43 11
i 'Blue Collar 46 167 6516
| - Liabourer | 63‘ : 193 56 8

The chissquare value for this table was determined
tobe 22. 370, The critical chi#square value in this instance was
12. 592 and thus the hypothesis was rejected. - In rejecting this

hypothesis the corollary that there is a relati,oilShip was accepted.

To illust‘r’ate‘ the direction of relationship the per
centage distribution in each occupationa.l class was calculated.

The following table presents these findings.
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TABLE 14  Per centage compar1son of the educational level of
the respondent's parent and the occupational class
of the respondent, low~income sample. ‘

EDUCATION (PARENT)

OCCUPATION | S f
(RESPONDENT) - None Elementary Secondary College Tota.ly
White qulfée | 1,1‘11% k46.o3‘% 34‘.‘1’3% ~ 8.7’3% 100.00%
‘ Bitu;e Collar  15.65%  56.80% | 224 119 5. 449 160.‘00%
Labourer i K 19.69% 60.’31%’ ~17.5o%~' | 2’.50%4'100.90%

It is readlly apparent from this table that the relatlonshlp is dlrect'

that people of hlgh socio~economic status had better educated ’ |

parents than did people of ylower sociow~economic status.

To determine the strength of relatioriship the
contingen(;jr coefficient was calculated for this table. The C value
was determinked to be 0.174. The ‘theoretical mammum ‘co"ntingency

coefficient foi a table of this size was interpolated. to be 0.:837.

- Thus it can be seen that the 'relia;tionsyhip is very weak.

It has thus been established that there is a direct but -
relatively weak hierar chical relationship between occupational

levels and the parental educational level.
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CHAPTER VI

RECEIPT OF PUBLIC FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
AS A GENERATIONAL FACTOR IN THE
LOW-%INCOME LIFE STYLE

; The dépendent variable, wel‘fare‘kstatu‘s, of Parenj:s, Swas
tested againét education, occupaﬁon and welfare ’s;tatu«s of rAesp‘o‘ndents
. 1n an attempt to demonstrate a generational Iinkvin thé pc’>vkér’ty cycle.
Althouin welf‘a':t"e"status in its narrow sense, and as uséd in this study,
i‘efé‘rs'kt‘o’ receipt o’fkpubli‘c financial as sistance, the éoﬁéepts involved:
‘1n a broadker deflmtlon aré 11'np11c1t aﬁd should be considéred throughout
| the ,analys1s. - In Funk and Wagnalls Standard chtlonary Welfare is.
Varioust ’def1’ned as "'l. the condition of farmg well; <. . (or).1
p"krospe‘rkity; 2. ¢ o . organized éffor‘tsy by a ,cbminu_nity or organizatipn
to irﬁprove the soéial and ecohokmic conditiﬁh, of a group or class. !l .
Inktllle' North Ameri“‘can‘ Cquufe' the grantiﬁg ofkfpublick’frinancial’

' afs sistahce is intended to enable pekty)ple‘ to 'irhprox}e tlryleir’ so’ci'al and

- economic standard, to su’bysist if not to prdsper.
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* The essential issue explored here is "Do the offspring of
welfare 'recipient‘s‘ achieve less édequa«t’ely in terms of education,

occupation and financial independence than the offspring of parents

‘never in receipt of welfare?!" Stone and Schlamp (50) support the

theory of inferior achievement among welfare recipient's, e'specially

as related to edu‘caﬁ:ioh, occupatioﬁ and mofivation ,fo'r'c‘hanrge.k‘ If, 1n
fact, the life style of those in receipt of welfare differs from that‘ of
ndnurecipients, it is importantto determine whe‘thef or not the pattern.

of welfare dependence is transmitted from generation to generation in

~order to develop effective rehabilitative and/or coping inethods.

For the purpose of this analysis and report of the NULIFE

~data the independent variable, welfare status of parents, was tested

against the welfare status of the respondents by formulating the null
hypothesis that there is no significant relationship between respondents
having beén in receipt of welfare and the,i’r‘parents having been in

receipt of welfare. In the NULIFE study the categories for parents

on welfare include "Never, " "Once, ! "T'wo to three tirmes' and "Often;

in the f’oll‘o'wing tabie th’e latter two' cétegories have been amalgamated
a”s HTWicé plus. The” NULIIZ*"‘E c’af‘tegories for respondents' welfare
st‘atu"s includek "Never, ' "Once, ’f "Two to three‘k tikmeé,‘” tFour to fivé
’ci‘mes"’ and "'Six or moi'e times;'" in ’kchi’s study the latter thfi'ée' Cate- '

gbries have again been amal’gamated as "Twice plus.!  The table

below depicts the welfare pattern of 1850 respondents in the low=income
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sample area in relation to parental welfare pattern. It is important
to kéep in mind, however, tha’c"th‘e NULIFE data does nof provide

information as to the current welfar‘e status of respondents and/or

‘parents..
TABLE 15 Per centage comparison of receipt of welfare
B between respondent and respondent’s parent,
low-—lncome sample.*
N = 1850
WELFARE (RESPONDENT)
WELFARE ! ' ek : ‘ :
, ‘}(-PARENT)M " Never One ~Twice Plus Total
Never . 67.95%  20.21%  11.84% 100.00%
‘ (1113} i( 331y ( 194) - (1638}
Once 50.98%  32.35% 16.67%  100.00%
( 52} o33 (0 17) ¢ 102)
Twice 32.73% 25.45%  41.82% ©100.00%
o 36} - & 28). o 46y o 110)
%

Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.

For this table the calculated chiwsquare value was 64.100.

The critical value of chissquaré at the preedetermined level of

"si"gniﬁc‘a.hnce ‘was 9.488. Thus, as the calculated chiasquare value
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exceeded the critical chiwsquare falue, the null hypothesis was rejected
and the ’al’l:e‘i'natix;*e hypothesis was aégepted, : ti'lat is’, that there isa
significant relatiohshipbet‘x’;véén responder%tsk'hav'ing been in receipt of
Weifare and 'their pa,rents,hav'ing beken :Ln reycei{ptk of welfare, " The
contingency cowefficient was’ found to Be 0.183, ,‘Thkefktheokreticial maximum
forfthis size table was 0.816. This iﬁdica‘ces ’that although a relati‘o:kn.ship'

was established, the degree was weak. ’

The figures in this table tend to support the hypothesis of

a generational link in that approximately 68 per cent of the respondents ;

-~

whose parents were never on welfare were themselves never on welfare

and k‘approxiirnately 42 perjceknt of respondents "whose parents were oh

il - ; welfare two or more times ;Nere themselVes on welfére two. or more
tirries; As ‘might be antici‘éate’d' in support of the generational link, |

- kalmosjt 95 per ’centkof those ta"bkula’,te’id 1n the cOmpaﬁsoﬂ area {233 out of
260) w"hos’e '_parents were never ‘on,w‘,e;lyfar‘e were themfs:elves never on

welfare,

- Although the application of the chinsquare‘provés the
’mathern‘ayttical relatibnéh\ip' of ﬁguife‘s in this table, certain ’otlkle,r
qu:e‘skti'dns' cqncefning validity of findings must be raised. What doe‘s the
term ”Welfare” include i‘nv't’h‘e NULIFE data?  What doés k"on welfare

once' mean « one cheque issued or one period of ten years? Did
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structured welfare exist in the era of parental need? How aware

were respondents of parental welfare benefits?  Were respo:nd‘.ent‘si

- answers coloured by shame or guilt?

In the next table the independent vai'iable, welfare status
of parents, is te sted,against the educational achievement of 1841

respondents in the low~income sample area with a view to exploring

a generational pat‘cern; The null hypothesis was formula,ted that there

is no significant relationship between the level of education of respondents

and parents having been in receipt of public financial a’,sysistance. Some

ad'jukstrnyents have been made from the NULIFE data concerning the

various categories of education of respondents as follows: elementary

grades one to four and five to eight have beenucombinedj .hi‘gh school ™

: years one, two to t‘hree;a‘nd four ‘to five have been combined; college‘

years one to two, three to four and five or ‘more have been combined.
Similarly, the categories pertaining tio'frekquyencjr of parents receiving

welfare»("Once,, " M Two to three!' and ”Often”):have'b’een amalgamated

as '""Once plus. "

E Foi‘ this table thef calculated chinsquare value was 16'. 539.
l The critical {ralue of chinsquare at the pre~determined level of
e : ‘ )
?

'significance waé 7. '81 5. Thus, on the basis that the calculated chi=

square value exceeded the critical chiwsquare value, the null hypothesis

was‘rkeje'cted and the alternative hypothesis was accepyted, that is, that
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TABLE 16 Per centage comparison of educational achievement
_of respondent with receipt of welfare by respondent’
parent, loweincome sample. *

N-='1841

 EDUCATION (RESPONDENT)

WELFARE Ry . ' ;

(PARENT). None Elementary High School - College Total

Never - 3.69%  55.65%  36.91 3.75% 100.00%
( 60) (906} ( 601). (61}  (1628) -

Once | 0.47% 53.529% 45,549 0.47% 100.00%

Plus 1y 114) (97 (1) ( 213)

“*Pigures in brackets indicate numerical values.

there is a significant relationship between respondents’ level of -

education and parents having been in receipt of wélfare. The contingency :

~cow~efficient was found to be 0,-09,4. 3 'The interpolate,/d theoretical

maximum:C' value for this ,si'zejtable.was 0.811. ‘I—Ience, although

this indicates a relationship Was established, the degree was weak.

Ina study entitied "School Perfo’rmance’ of Chil’dfeh in
Families Receiving Public ,Assistan’ce in Ca.nada, "(39) Dr. ,Mul;h’tar,
A, ,Malik proposes the theofjr, suppo-r‘cejdvby ’data,, that schobl,i)e’rfofrrnance '
and receipt of ﬂnancial assistance are related and that childr‘en,who;'se |

families are in receipt of assistance have a poorer school performance
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record ’chan other children. Further, ;hi’s‘paper shows evidence that
- the educational achievenien’t of parents-is f\ol'lowed,by their Children

' d‘éspite the fact that parents' aspirations for their children may be

higher', Thus Dr. Malik supports the c‘:yonqtenti«on that goals and values

of parents are transmitted to their children.

In keeping with the hypothesis of a generational link

between welfare status of parents and educational achievement of

respondents based on the ‘N‘ULI:FE data, it could be expected that
respondents whose parents were never in receipt of welfare would

h‘ave,a'chieved a higher educational level. This is, in fact, supported

by the per centage of those respondents who attained years four to five

in high school in relation to parental welfare status. Hokwever,' in view

-of the fact that there is a minimum schoolwleaving age and that '"'social

passes” carry a number of students into high school, .the most sige

nificant area for observation concerned those who continued their

educétion‘beyond the legal school-leaving age. In the ,following‘table,k

therefore, the drop~out rate is considered by examining the number
who left high school prior to graduation. For the purpose of this study,

it was assumed that respondents who achieved the level of four to five

‘ yéars in high school were graduates. In this table, the category of one

year in high school has been amalgamated with two to three years in

high school.
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TABLE 17 o Per centage comparison of respohden’ts who  did and
» ) did not complete high school in relation to recelpt
of welfare by respondents’ parents, low-income

sample
EDUCATION (RESPONDENT)

WELFARE Pl
(PARENT) ‘ - High School

1 .‘. 3 years ' R ‘5’years_
Never 28,029, | 10. 349
Once - o o : (D
Plus . 38,189 | 7.07%

There is a significant drop in per centage ‘(3‘1.. 61)‘in regard

- to respondents whose parents have been in r'eceipt of welfare b‘e,tween

those entering high school and those completing high school in contrast

to the 17.68 per cent drop~out rate among respondents whose parents

have never been on welfare.  How can the economic factor affecting
school dropw=outs be alleviated?  Robert Lampman states that "Few

child‘reh, even those below average ability, 'Whof were not born and

~raised in poverty actually end up 1n poverty as adul‘ts” and suggests

that "If poor chlldren had the same opporturntles, 1nc1ud1ng pre-—-school

‘training. . . as the non~poor . . . the rate of es‘cape from poverty‘; .

would be higher. " (37, p. 237):
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Omne inference from the foregoing discussion on education

Would seem obvious, thatis; if the educational achievement of the po'or ~

is inferi’or’then the level of occupational achievemenf w’i'llkalrso’ be
inferior. Occupationally, those With 1im’ited’ éducatikon are most often
"res’trkicte'd’ to simpier, manﬁai kinds of Work. , R. A. Jenness in
: ”Povertj iﬁ a Growing Economy" (33) makes the furth‘er{ important pdint
; that the real income of thé unskilled worker willk not change muéh'frpm

the time he enters the labour force until the time he leaves.forty y‘ears .

S latér',‘ yet his needks will \Vary ’consi‘deraﬁly especially inkkr‘ela’cion to the

j: R ‘gr‘itical life ,i)eriodé - j:he’firskt twezityk yéarsz af’cér marriage (greatest

;’ kfamily responsibility) and the twilight years (lowest income)“.k | If
edﬁcat:ionél achievemeﬁt and occupatioﬁal status are rela’kcfed and
educaﬁon‘al acﬁievement reﬂecﬁ:s é generati‘onai flink:, then it is rea,éénable

to consider the factor ofa generational link in the occupational area.

In this study, however, the null hypothesis was formulated

that there is no significaﬂt relationship between occupational level of

résponden’cs ‘and patrents having been on welfare; The \categories listed
unde‘r"oécupation in the NULIFE data which have been elinﬁih‘ated in the
folléwing table are; ”Unde;;' five years,!! ”‘Student, r ”Housev&ifke, Tand
Hsi;ude‘n‘t and \%Ioi‘king; " Jeaving 1144 respondents ki'nkthe 1ow-—inco’me s‘ample
- ak‘r’eka.’ Again, the frequenéy of par’enwts on welfare has been amalgémated”

| to ""Twice plus. "
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[/ TABLE 18 Per centage comparison of occupatlonal status of respondent
? ; ‘ with receipt of welfare by respondent‘s parent low~income
sample ; :
i
z : N.=1144
i OCCUPATION (RESPONDENT).
WELFARE , , :
: (RESPONDENT) . White - Blue :
f ' ) Collar - Collar . I.,abourer Total
Never 0 14.929%  40.919% 44.17% ~ 100.00%
: ( 151} ( 414) - { 447) (1012)
Once O 10.96%  39.73% 49.31% 100. 00%
‘ ( 8): ( 29) { 36): ( 73).
Twice - 16.95% 22.03%  61.02%  100.00%
Plus - ( 10 . 13) ( 36) ( 59)

*Figures in brackets indicate numerical value

For this table, the caléula‘ced Vc’:‘hiuysquare value was 9. 636.

The criti’calkvalue _Of kchi»squarek at the pré-edetek;‘mineckl level of
significanée‘ was 9. 488. VThus, siﬁce the calculated c;hi'nsquare'value

: exceeded the critical chiésqﬁare value, th’e‘null hypothesis was
;rej‘eCted and i:healternative hypokthe’sisk was aééepted, that is, that

k fhere is a significan“t relatioﬁship ‘between the koccﬁpa’cional statué of
respondents and parents having been 1n receipt of welfare. The
contingency co-efficient ‘wa‘s found to be 0. 091. The théorvetical‘"rnaximum |
for this size of table was 0. 816. This indicat‘es‘that although a iela’cion—- |

ship was established, the degfee was weak.
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In terms of per ceﬁtage distribution, the table demonstrates
the éxpected result that there is a generational link or influence between
reSpondehts’ oc‘cupétiohal status and parents' welfare statﬁs in that the
highést concentratiOnk(él.kOZ per c’en’c)’of résponden‘cs in ,th,e low ;
status (1’abo‘ul"ing)‘ empidyment categdry ér‘e ’o‘f’fs’p,;fing of:pare'nts who
have been’in ’rkece’ipt df welfare two or ‘more.times. To kstr:erklgthen the
significance of the hypothe’:‘sisz, it could b‘e _expected that the hi’ghes’t’
jcyoncen’cr;a_tion of tho sé in h1gh stétus (white colyllar) einployment wdﬁld:
have had parents ‘whd had nﬂe{rer beeryi in: rece’iptkof pulyaliyc welfare. Hows=
evér, such is nok‘,t fhe ’(V:’ase since a higher pe‘rr’:entakg’e of respondents
(16. 95)}‘Whose ‘pa,r’ént's"werek, in recejpt 'ofv~ welfar‘e two or more times
had White, collar employment thén ”had‘respc‘Jnden’c‘s (14.‘92 per Cent)’
wh’osé pa]i'entskhad never -been on welfare. ‘Co'nclu'sions ‘are further
dilutedkby ’ghek fact that ’approximatelyy75 ’per"cént of parents 1n the
sample area and approximétely 75 per cent of parents in the kco'mpari’son'
area were never on welfare so thé,t in both the samp‘le and comparison
~areas, the high per 'kcen’c‘age of labourers whose parenté were in
- receipt of welfafe ﬁwo or fnore times repyr‘e"sents' a very small numbe’r

of persons.

Walter Miller ‘(4‘2)1has develoj;)ed a thésis of occupational
enculturation whereby heﬁ)roffers,thatkas long as society continues to

require labouring and low=~skilled jébs', ‘a child-rearing pattern will
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develop that is suited to training individuals t6 hold these ,jobs'. The
female=based child rearing unit, Miller maintains, is a prime source

of low -skille a llab ourers.

~Although nko’t;itself dépiéting a geﬁeraﬁonal l‘ihk,‘ an |
examiﬁatidn of.a table considéring sex of'fhe respo\m’ie’n’c’ (heéd of
hous eh’old)‘.- in relation tdreéeip’c of fiknancialha;s: éistaﬁée by the respondeh’t
c'onta‘in‘ks‘, an interesting T eference «té the pr eks ent household rnakeuup

in both the sample and comparison areas as well as imp’orkt:ant portends

" of the future.

In the following table, the NULIFE categories for resp‘o“ndent's'
welfare s’catué(”Once, t ”kTwQ' or three timés,,” "Four or five times, "
and "Six or more't'imes”) :h,ave been ‘amalgamated as Once plus.
TABLE 19 Per centage comparison of sex of respondent with receipt
‘ of welfare by respondent, low=income sample and middlew
income comparison sample.

N.= 2256, '1ow~incorrié sample
N = 244, middle~income sample

 SEX (RESPONDENT)

WELFARE | o~ !
(RESPONDENT) .Loww~income Sample Middle~Income Sample
R Male ~Female = Male "~ Female
Never - 69.42% 46.64% 94.71% - 88.897,
(1219) ( 239) ( 197) ( 32)
Once ‘ 30.58% 53,149 5.29% 11.11%
Plus : - 537) ( 261) ( 11). ( 4)
Total 100.00%  100.00% . 100.00% 100. 00%
~ (1756)- ( 500) (208) ( 36)

*Figures in brackets indicate numerical values.
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The foregoing table illustrates fha.t almo‘sf dne-quakrte,kr (22.94
per cent)‘.of the economic units in the low«income sample area arek’
female~centered as compared to appro‘ximatelyblﬁe»seventh (14.75 B
- per ”c‘ent);in the middlek’i'ncome comparison area. This finding is in line
With "ElizabethHerzo'g's observation that ", . . the family structure and
sex pa‘cte’rns‘ of the‘ kpo’or differ from those -of the ‘nonupodr. Therke is
e‘Vide’nc-e that not iny separaiio’n and divorce vary in frequency in
inverse p‘r‘opo’rtion to income but that fafnily size also varies ’inversely
kwith incomé.- There 1s evidence, tdQ, that families headed by women

are far more freqﬁentamong the poor. . . . (32, p. 396)

The t’abkle above also shows that only 11. 11 per cent éf the
:Eémal‘e respondents (hous ehold heads)giih the comparison érea have been
in receipt of fihancialﬂa’s sistka/,nc’e Where"as 53. 14 per cent \’o;f female:
‘respoknydent‘s in thefsample area have bkeen in receipt of wélfare. It
might be presumed that the ’females in the cbmparison ’ar‘e,a: have better
education 'a.ndtrai‘ning and are thus ‘befter equipped k’co b‘e‘":financially
independent. Another ‘suppyo‘siti(k)n’ could be kthat the f,emalye heads of
k households in the comparison aré’ more likeiy to bek‘in receipﬁ of
financial supp;)rit from‘ah absent spouSe than thosek in the iOWmin'come

s ample area.

In many instances, the NULIFE data, and hence the conclusions,

~ may be qﬁestibned in terms of the ambiguity and broadness of some of
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- the questions, the lack of uniformitjr between questions applied to the

;r,esp’onder‘it's and those applied to ’thé parénté, and the number of ”Do'n't’“
know!'! responses (especially in regard to respondents'’ knowledge of
parental Wel‘fa;:e ,s’cahls); Too, the lack of completeness of the dafa -
providédkhas made it difficult to g‘ive unreserved support to a hy'pothes"is, .
of the generational'link in the poverty cycle in the;,r’ea of’re‘;ce»ipt of

welfare;

Findings in this report indicated a generational trend which

would support a fu\\rthér hypb’chesis that a multiplicity or combination

“ of certain variables (education, occupation and financial assistance

as examined in this ségmen’c of the study) tends to breed a culture of
poverty which is transmitted from generation to generation. - As Stone

and Schlamp point out ! .k .. social, ' economic, pathological and health

factors coalese in the life style of the long—-térm assistance families. « .~
these handicpappihg characteristics are associated with welfare depehdence

not as separate individual factors but in some interrelated fashion. ! (50.p.7)

Although it is acknowledged'tha’t poverty affects many more

_ people than those who receive help from welfare agencies, the focus

in this study was directed to some of the characteristics concérhing

respondents whose parents may or may not have been in receipt of

welfare in an effort to examine the validity of the claims in the

literature and in current research that one concommitant of economic
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poverty (in this case, designated by receipt of welfare by parents) is
an inherited poverty of opportunity by respondents, thus perpetuating

the poverty cycle.
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CHAPTER VII
CONCLUSIONS

‘The overall purpose of this sfudy was to substantiate or refute

the contention that"some generational links existed in the "culture of ’

- poverty'' as exemplified by the study of a low-income samplé. It was

- felt that, while the sample did not provide a true representation of the

!rculture, ,“’ it, yin"part, illukstra’tted some Q'f, the Characterisfics of that
zivcultui‘e, ff The maih variableys that were seiected ,fqr study were
education, occupation, and receipt of public a‘sfsistan(:e"(‘welfaré)’.‘
These Were'examihed fr,om the kviewpo‘i:‘nt: of the ifespkox’ldkent's cir cuﬁl- ‘

stances and from the standpoint of the responde’nt's‘parent"s circume

< .stances.

It was found that a relatively strong generational link existed

between thek;level of educational achievemént of both r‘esponden’cs and.

' their parents «- high education by the parents seemed to coincide with

high academic achievement by the Lresk‘p'o'nden”cs.f Conﬁer‘s ely, low parental
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educational achievement appeared to be closely connected with low

educational achievement by the respondent. There was not the same

degree of coincidence between the occupational levels of the respondents

and their parents. High foccup‘é,tional status, to some degree, coincided

with high occupational status; likewise, low occupational status coincided

with low occupational status. There a;ppeared to be more vertical

: oCcupatibn’alt/moibil‘ity than vertical educational mobility. - Although

the coincidence of parents receiving public assistance and respondents
receiving assistance was statistically signifiéaht, the relationship
between these two variables, like.the genekr'ational relationship of

occupational levels, was weak.

Seve’r‘al’kko/ther indirect genkeratioha’kl relatioknshtips were
examined by this study. Each respondent’kks edu?cati‘onal 1e¥7¢1 Wkas':‘
compared with his pa’.rent’fs occupational s%:ﬁa;tus.: This 'rélatiénship was
found to be moderately ‘stf:ong. : Likewi’s e, a mOdera?"c'ely“sktrokng ,feié,tibn..,
ship was found to exist when each fespo.ndent's level of éduéafion was

compared with his occupa‘ci‘ona'l status.  As it is commonly believed,

-~ the extent of the responden’c"sy education was found to,bé directly related

to the incidence of the respondent's having received public assis‘tkancek.
However, this relatidhship\was found to be weak. The incidence of the )
‘respondent's parent having received public assistance was related to

the extent of the respondent's education as well as to the respondeh’c’s
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occupational status. In both cases, the relationship was statistically
‘ significant; Vhoweirer‘, in the kla’cter case the critical and calculated
| : chi~square values were so close that the statistical‘ signi‘fica}nce,of the

: association was questionable.  In both cases, the degree of relationship

was weak:

; o | S In addition to theé above variablec, this study é.lso examined
| tkh're\ek incidental variables; the incidence of unemployment améng the
o résponden’ts, the réa’scns that thé i'espondents left school and the sex
cf the r;espondents.; These were related respectively to the. reSponden’c'é

~occup‘atic5na1 status, the respondent's level of education and the incidence

of receipt of public assistance among the respondents. In the first
L , ' comparison, a direct relationship was found to exist between occupational
y  status and incidence of unemployrnent.y In the second comparison, it was

found that over 50 per cent of those who left school in the elementary

grades did so for financial reasons. In the third instance, a comparison

was made between the 1ow-inc0rne sample k:;nd the 'compafiSOn' sample.

It was found that there Waé a highei“ pei‘centage of fyem‘ale-‘ucent‘ered, house~
holds in the latter ’s“ample but it was fals’o discovered that in these’housen
holds, there Was a far higher incidence of public assistance in the Tow~

income sample than in the comparison sample.

In summary, the vai'i‘ables‘ that were selected showed a

statistically significant i‘ela’c‘ionship. However, this relationship was
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not strong. TFuture stu‘dies should'bear 1n mind that parehfal attitudes,

values, child-rearing practices, and general !'life~style!' are instru~

mental‘ in the tranérnis sion of characteristic's from one ’genﬁera‘cion to-
ané‘qhex. Thus, future efforts should concenfrate on obtaining more
Variéd d’a.1;fa from bo‘t’h‘ _parten:t;sdvand rgspond‘éii‘t‘s, ’ A c’a’r;‘ef‘qlr analy‘s‘is of
the gaujsa;l'gene‘rational ':Eact:fors;k’iﬁthke cYclep of poverty could provide
more akdeiqura’kce 1nfor:mat10n ’fdi' the deV§lC‘k>PI‘infek‘nt‘and: 1Vimplem‘e’nvtat:‘iybozﬂ1; o"kkf

plans to interrupt the cycleof po{f‘é'iity. i
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