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Poverty in Canadian Cities
Toronto CMA and
Scarborough

2015 Census data: Neighbourhood Change CURA
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Low-Income Rates (LIM) After-Tax, 1976-2015
Montréal, Toronto, Calgary, & Vancouver CMAs
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Low income measures (LIMs) are relative measures of low income, set at 50% of adjusted median household income. These
measures are categorized according to the number of persons present in the household, reflecting the economies of scale
inherent in household size.
i ; Neighbourhood Change Research Partnership Source: Statistics Canada,
CHA G E | g_gg%aen'lgsr'hlp‘ University of Toronto. May 2017 CANSIM Table 206-0041
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Low-Income Population After-Tax, Toronto Census Metropolitan Area, 2015
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The Low-Income Measure After-Tax (LIM-AT) refers

to a fixed percentage (50%) of Canada's median-adjusted
after-tax income of private households. The household
after-tax income is adjusted by an equivalence scale to
take economies of scale into account. This adjustment for
different household sizes reflects the fact that a household's
needs increase, but at a decreasing rate, as the number of
members increases.

Source: Statistics Canada,
Census Profile Series, 2016
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Municipality
Markham (2011)
Former
North Tork  Municipality
(1996)
________ Former City
: i of Toronto
F (1996)
Municipalities
(2016)

Highways
(2016)

Subway
(2016)

Percentage of the Census Tract
Population Below the Low-Income
Measure After-Tax (LIM-AT), 2015

Very High - 40% to 66%
(21 CTs, 2% of the region)

High - 30% to 39.9%
(76 CTs, 7% of the region)

Medium - 20% to 29.9%
(184 CTs, 16% of the region)

Low - 10% to 19.9%
(495 CTs, 43% of the region)

Very Low - 3% to 9.9%
(368 CTs, 32% of the region)

Not Available

September 2017

" #WorkingPoor
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Low-Income Population After-Tax, City of Toronto, 2015

Steeles Ave

r

Percentage of the Census Tract
Population Below the Low-Income
Measure After-Tax (LIM-AT), 2015

R Ver Hioh - 40% to 6%
(21 CTs, 4% of the City)

High - 30% to 39.9%
(70 CTs, 12% of the City)

Medium - 20% to 29.9%
(131 CTs, 23% of the City)

Low - 10% to 19.9%
(256 CTs, 45% of the City)

- City of Toronto
543,400; 20%

North York Former Municipality (1996)

|:_—| Former City of Toronto (1996) The Low-Income Measure After-Tax (LIM-AT)

JEnn

—
refers to a fixed percentage (50%) of Canada’s
Source: Statistics Canada, mmwmss Bloor-Danforth subway (2016) median-adjusted after-tax income of private Very Low - 3% to 9-9%
Census Profile Series, 2016 households. The household after-tax income is (90 CTs, 16% of the City)
mmrmm Sheppard East subway (2016)  5gjusted by an equivalence scale to take )
E=== Scarborough RT (2016) economies of scale into account. This adjustment Not Available
. ) i for different household sizes reflects the fact
EEIIEHNBGDE' R_thqn e Yonge-University-Spadina that a household's needs increase, but at a
ol subway (2016) decreasing rate, as the number of members
www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca ——— Highways (2016) Increases. September 2017
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59%

of residents are
foreign-bom*

25.4%

of children are living in
low income families™

Almost 1/2
of the Neighbourhood Improvement Areas in Toronto (6/13)
|dentrr ed by the City of Toronto are located in Scarbarough™*
The population is aging
in Scarborough and across the province. The number of
seniors is projected to almost double in the next 22 years***
0
7%
of the population identify themselves as Christians, Hindus, Muslims,
Buddhists, Sikhs, Jewish and Traditional {Aboriginal) Spirituality
| with respect to religious affiliation within Scarborough®

K A THE GLOBAL COMMUNITY
k” OF SCARBOROUGH
17.2% The Scarborough Hospital serves a diverse and vulnerable population

of families are headed by 2
female lone parent, considered

More than

50%

speak a primary language
other than English
or French™****

14.2%

are without Canadian
citizenship, more than double
the Ontario average”

8.8%

are recent immigrants to
Canada”, coming from
various countries, including
China, the Philippines, India,
Sri Lanka, Bangladesh
and Pakistan™

1in7
people in Ontario
(1.85 million) have a disability*

* City of Tofonto Commemity Councl Profiles: 2011 NHS: Area D Sarbafough
to be among the most '
0 . ** City of Tfonta, 2005 Friadity Aleas
"
0 /0 economically vulnerable =+ inisty ofFanc, ptng 2012 el
*** Tofonta Public Health, 2001
of the gEI'IEIBl pupulatlon is *++** [ty of Tofomito Community Councl Frafiles 2011 Census Afea [ Scafbofough

M Seatistics Canada, 2011 Census

estimated to be lesbian, gay, A Statisies Caaea, 3006 Coms

bisexual or transgendered"" Ontmnlerlit'IyufEmnnmll I]ewlnpment Employment and Inffastiuctule www.mcss. gov.on @/
finfographicText.aspx

#WorkingPoor
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Tourism Toronto Attractions, City of Toronto, 2014
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Scarborough Sahara
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Low-Income Population, After-Tax Income, Scarborough, 2015

Victoria Park Ave

Finch Ave

Percentage of the Census
Tract Population Below the
Low-Income Measure
After-Tax (LIM-AT), 2015

- Very High - 40% to 66%
(7 CTs, 6% of Scarborough)

- High - 30% to 39 9%
(17 CTs, 14% of Scarborough)

Medium - 20% to 29.9%
(34 CTs, 27% of Scarborough)

P Low - 10% to 19 9%
/’2 - (53 CTs, 42% of Scarborough)
e M
| ) WVery Low - 5% to 9 9%
Q‘ I:l (14 CTs, 11% of Scarborough)
e

133,700; 21% of Scarborough's population
25% of the city's low-income population

The Low-Income Measure After-Tax (LIM-AT) refers to a fixed

percentage (50%) of Canada's median-adjusted after-tax Source: Statistics Canada,
income of private households. The household after-tax income Gensus Profile Series, 2016.
is adjusted by an equivalence scale to take economies of scale September 2017.

into account. This adjustment for different household sizes
reflects the fact that a household's needs increase, but at a Resesrel
decreasing rate, as the number of members increases. CHANGE ' &0

NEIGHBOURHOOD

www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca
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Low-Income Population, After-Tax Income,

Finch Ave

Victoria Park Ave

I/.
|

Port Urion Rd .|

N

Social Housing

20% to 51% of all housing

*
in a census tract

18,111 social housing units
in 1999; 8% of all
Scarborough housing 2016

Scarborough, 2015

Percentage of the Census
Tract Population Below the
Low-Income Measure
After-Tax (LIM-AT), 2015

- Very High - 40% to 66%
(7 CTs, 6% of Scarborough)

- High - 30% to 39.9%
(17 CTs, 14% of Scarborough)

- Medium - 20% to 29 9%
(34 CTs, 27% of Scarborough)

- Low - 10% to 19.9%
(53 CTs, 42% of Scarborough)

I:l Very Low - 5% to 9 9%
(14 CTs, 11% of Scarborough)

Low-Income Population

133,700 persons in 2015

21% of Scarborough's population
25% of the city's low-income
population

The Low-Income Measure After-Tax
(LIM-AT) refers to a fixed percentage
(60%) of Canada's median-adjusted
after-tax income of private households.

Source: City of Toronto,
Social Policy Analysis &
Research, and Statistics
Canada, Census 2016
September 2017.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

CHANGE &,

www.NeighbourhoodChange ca
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Low-Income Population, After-Tax Income, Scarborough, 2015

Finch Ave

Meadowvale Rd //

Victoria Park Ave

Highly Disadvantaged
Rental Housing

RHDI (0 51 or More) and
¢ rental housing is 25% or
more of all census tract
housing as of 2006
The index is a rating of overall
renter income, monthly rents,
household crowding and dwelling
condition in each census fract.

Percentage of the Census
Tract Population Below the
Low-Income Measure
After-Tax (LIM-AT), 2015

- Very High - 40% to 66%
(7 CTs, 6% of Scarborough)

- High - 30% to 39.9%
(17 CTs, 14% of Scarborough)

- Medium - 20% to 29.9%
(34 CTs, 27% of Scarborough)

- Low - 10% to 19.9%
(53 CTs, 42% of Scarborough)

|:| Very Low - 5% to 9.9%
(14 CTs, 11% of Scarborough)

Low-Income Population

133,700 persons in 2015

21% of Scarborough's population
25% of the city's low-income
population

The Low-Income Measure After-Tax
(LIM-AT) refers to a fixed percentage
(50%) of Canada's median-adjusted
after-tax income of private households.

Source: Statistics Canada,
Census Custom Tabulation
EO1790 for 2006 and
Census Profile Series 2016
September 2017.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

CHANGE ' &5,
www_MNeighbourhoodChange.ca
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Working Poverty In the
Toronto Region, the City of
Toronto and Scarborough

The Toronto Census Metropolitan Area (CMA



Working Poor Definition

» A person is a member of the working poor if he or she:

> has an after-tax income below the Low Income Measure (LIM),

o

has earnings of at least $3,000 a yeatr,

o

Is between the ages of 18 and 64,

o

IS not a student, and

[e]

lives independently.

#WorkingPoor 19



Vancouver & Toronto are the
two richest and poorest cities in Canada

Percentage of Working Poor Individuals Among the Working-
Age Population, Canada and Ten CMAs, 2006 and 2012

0% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9% 10%
1 1 I 1 1 T 1 6.4%
e e 012006
[+)
Halifax 6.4% W 2012

6.4%

Québec City

Montréal

Ottawa

Toronto 9.1%

Hamilton

Winnipeg

8.4%
Vancouver “ 8.7%

Note: Working age population defined as individuals who are between 18 and 64, non-students and living on their own. Working status refers to
persons having earnings no less than $3,000. Poor status refers to individuals with census family income below the Low Income Measure {50% of adjusted
after-tax median income of all Canadians). Working poor status 2006 and 2012 determined from taxfiler data (T1FF).

#WorkingPoor 20



City of Toronto has most
working poor in Ontario

Percentage of Working Poor Individuals Among the Working-
Age Population, Ten Ontario CMAs, 2006 and 2012

0% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9% 10%
. 1 1 1 1 1 1 .8%
Ontario 239 | 02006
i 5.5 W 2012
Hamilton 6.0%

o e
e RN -

ey
ey

Ottawa

Sudbury

Thunder Bay

Toronto 9.1%

Windsor

Note: Working age population defined as individuals who are between 18 and 64, non-students and living on their own. Working status refers to
persons having earnings no less than $3,000. Poor status refers to individuals with census family income below the Low Income Measure (50% of adjusted
after-tax median income of all Canadians). Working poor status 2006 and 2012 determined from taxfiler data (T1FF).

#WorkingPoor 21



City of Toronto has most
working poor in Toronto Region

Percentage of Working Poor Individuals Among the Working-Age
Population, Ten Largest Cities in Toronto CMA, 2006 and 2012

0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12%

6.4%
Ny o 72006
: 6.8%
Ly OO 2012
8.2%
ey "

City of Toronto 10.7%
Mississauga — 8.4%
Brampton =
Markham ————————_ 81% 10.2%

6.0%
Ly

Richmond Hill

8.8%

Oakville

Ajax

4.7%

Pickering

4.8%
ek

Note: Working age population defined as individuals who are between 18 and 64, non-students and living on their own. Working status refers to
persons having earnings no less than $3,000. Poor status refers to individuals with census family income below the Low Income Measure (50% of
adjusted after-tax median income of all Canadians). Working poor status 2006 and 2012 determined from taxfiler data (T1FF).
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Inner Toronto suburbs have most working
poor: North York & Scarborough lead

Percentage of Working Poor Individuals Among the Working-Age
Population, City of Toronto Former Cities, 2006 and 2012

0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 14%
| ] | ]

| ] 6.4%

Canada ) 6 65 02006

Ontario . | 7 w2012
B.2%
Toronte O A P o

Outer Suburbs H 7.8%

City of Toronto - 10.7%
Former Cities
Scarborough

North York

9L 7%

st o
8.8%

oot R : 7~

York 9.5%

- 8.3%
ey

Mote: Working age population defined as individuals who are between 18 and &4, non-students and living on their own. Working status refers to
persons having eamings no less than 53,000, Poor status refers to indniduals with census family income below the Low Income Measure (50% of
adjusted after-tax median income of all Canadians). Working poor status 2006 and 2012 determined from taxfiler data (T1FF).

2017

13.1%

10.6%
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Change in the Percentage of working poor individuals among the working-age

population after-tax, City of Toronto, 2006-2012

Steeles Ave

1
Garjineﬂﬂy__:t—/ﬁ:__\

Kilometers

North York Former Municipality (1996)
e

i ! Former City of Toronto (1996)

mmrommm Bloor-Danforth subway (2011)

mmcmmm Sheppard East subway (2011)

mmomms - Scarborough RT (2011)

=== Yonge-University-Spadina subway (2011)

——— Highways (2011)

Source: Statistics Canada, custom
tabulation, T1FF tax filer data, 20086, 2012

NEIGHBOURHOOD
CHANGE | &%,

www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca

Not Available

Change in the Percentage
by Census Tracts
(Percentage 2012 minus Percentage 2006)

- Decrease of more than

2.0 percentage points
Increase or Decrease of no more
than 2.0 percentage points

- Increase of more than
2.0 percentage points

Note: Data are mapped to 2006 boundaries.

Working age population defined as individuals

who are between 18 and 64, non-students and living
on their own. Working status refers to persons having
earnings no less than $3,000. Poor status refers to
individuals with census family income below the Low
Income Measure (50% of adjusted after-tax median
income of all Canadians) determined from taxfiler
data (T1FF).

January 2015

#WorkingPoor
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Change in the Percentage of working poor individuals among the working-age
population after-tax, Toronto census metropolltan area 2006-2012
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\\ S [ Municipality
\ \ z Richmond /< Markham (2006)
T ! ; Former
\ \ A i
‘ 3 | | 3 ‘D 1* North York Municipality
| - o} N (1996)
\ Hwy 407 —
Vaughan r M | — R Former City
S aridengl /1 H i of Toronto
- M Namneant (1996)
¢ ('\ :I Municipalities
\ 2006
‘\ %1 (200e)
— ' J} "/_L) G Highways
%) VR v <N (2011)
N ‘ ) — Subway
/ \ N/ Pickering - Ajax (2011)
> Halton Hills
Not Available
4
iy B0 .
T 0 Change in the Percentage
»”V\/// by Census Tracts
\ N ot .
// " mifen (Percentage 2012 minus Percentage 2006)
S
P o Decrease of more than
Mississauga - 2.0 percentage points
Note: Working age population defined as individuals
who are between 18 and 64, non-students and living I:] Increase or Decrease of no more
on their own. Working status refers to persons having than 2.0 percentage points
- earnings no less than $3,000. Poor status refers to
Source: Statistics Canada, individuals with census family income below the Low - Increase of more than
custom tabulation, T1FF Income Measure (50% of adjusted after-tax median 2.0 percentage points
tax filer data, 2006, 2012 income of all Canadians) determined from taxfiler
data (T1FF). Note: Data are mapped to 2006 boundaries
NEIGHBOURHOOD
CHANGE | Research |
Partnership
www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca January 2015

#WorkingPoor
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THE LABOUR MARKET - DIFFERENT WORK
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Change in Share of Employment,

Canada
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City of Toronto

» ‘Manhattanizing’ — working poor finding Toronto less
affordable place to live

» Turning into a giant ‘Downton Abbey’ — High paid
Creative/knowledge class of doctors, lawyers, bankers,
professors, engineers, other professionals require a
cadre of working poor to:

o Pour coffee

- Serve food

o Care for children

o Clean offices

> Do the gardening

> Relay documents etc.

#WorkingPoor 27



Labour Market in Toronto over past 25 years
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John Stapleton
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Additional slides

Neighbourhood Change
Prepared by the Neighbourhood Change CURA



Neighbourhood Income Distribution
Toronto's "905 Region" 1970-2015

100% Low & very low incame
neighbourhoods are

. 87% those census tracts
which had an average

90%

individual icome more
80% than 20% below the
Toronte CMA average
income. Middle income
70% status is within 20%
above or below the
CMA average. High &
60% 55% s

very high income status
Point Change in Share of Census Tracts is more than 20% above
the CMA average.

50% |~ o= low& Very Low Income (+28% since 1970; +15% since 2000)

Middle Income (-31% since 1970; -12% since 2000) _I"j‘DtESZtThE?OE' ’I'?fi“" is the
o, | aronto metropolitan aréa
40% @ High Income (+3% since 1970; -2% since 2000) outside the City of Toronto.

Calculated from census tract
2894 average individual income
from all sources, before-tax.
Income 1970-2000 and 2015
is from the Census. Income
for 2010 is Canada Revenue
Agency T1FF taxfiler data.

30%

20%

Percentage of Total Census Tracts in the region

Meighbourhood Change
Research Partnership
University of Toronto
October 2017

EIGHBOURHOOD
CHANGE | &2,
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Percentage of Total Census Tracts in the region

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

Neighbourhood Income Distribution
City of Toronto, 1970-2015

Point Change in Share of Census Tracts

o Low & Very Low Income (+22% since 1970; -1% since 2000)
Middle Income (-29% since 1970; -3% since 2000)

o High Income (+7% since 1970; +4% since 2000)

58%

49%

Low & very low income
neighbourhoods are
those census tracts
which had an average
individual icome more
than 20% below the
Toronto CMA average
income. Middle income
status is within 20%
above or below the
CMA average. High &
very high income status
is more than 20% above
the CMA average.

Notes: Calculated from
census tract average
individual income from all
sources, before-tax.
Income 1970—2000 and
2015 is from the Census.
Income for 2010 is Canada
Revenue Agency T1FF
taxfiler data.

Neighbourhood Change
Research Partnership
University of Toronto
October 2017




100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

Percentage of Total Census Tracts in the region

Neighbourhood Income Distribution
Former City of Toronto, 1970-2015

Point Change in Share of Census Tracts

—— e |ow & Very Low Income (-40% since 1970; -15% since 2000)
Middle Income (+10% since 1970; +5% since 2000)
—emmm High & Very High Income (+30% since 1970; +10% since 2000)

57%

45%

17% |

Low & very low income
neighbourhoods are
those census tracts
which had an average
individual icome more
than 20% below the
Toronto CMA average
income. Middle income
status is within 20%
above or below the
CMA average. High &
very high income status
is more than 20% above
the CMA average.

Motes: Calculated from
census tract average
individual income from all
sources, before-tax,
Income 1970—-2000 and
2015 is from the Census.
Income for 2010 is Canada
Revenue Agency T1FF
taxfiler data.

Meighbourhood Change
Research Partnership
University of Toronto
October 2017

CHANGE | st
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Neighbourhood Income Distribution
Scarborough, 1970-2015

100%
96%
0
90% 86%

c
2
o0 80%
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2
= 70%
= Point Change in Share of Census Tracts
v
E 60% (= Low & Very Low Income (+84% since 1970;
= +12% since 2000)
W
= i - i .
a 50% .Mldd|E Income (-84% since 1970; -11%
E since 2000)
o
= 0 mme» High & Very High Income (0% since 1970;
S 40% 0% since 2000)
Q
I_
©
°© 30%
o
]
=
w 20%
%]
B
oh]
o

Low & very low income
neighbourhoods are
those census tracts
which had an average
individual icome more
than 20% below the
Toronto CMA average
income. Middle income
status is within 20%
above or below the
CMA average. High &
very high income status
is more than 20% above
the CMA average.

Motes: Calculated from
census tract average
individual income from all
sources, before-tax.
Income 19702000 and
2015 is from the Census.
Income for 2010 is Canada
Revenue Agency TLFF
taxfiler data.

Meighbourhood Change
Research Partnership
University of Toronto
October 2017
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CHANGE | ¥,

#WorkingPoor




Average Individual Income, Toronto Census Metropolitan Area, 2015

Bradford
West (:Twil limbury,

Mono

ie\"-.r Tecumseth \

Qrangeville v’

/ ‘iﬁ"' "
akville
-

October 2017

Source: Statistics Canada,
Census Profile Series, 2016

NEIGHBOURHOOD
CHANGE | &5

Bartnership
www._NeighbourhoodChange.ca

Notes: (1)Census fract and
municipal boundarnes
are for 2016.

2015

(2) Average Individual Income
includes income from all sources,
before-tax.

Ezlla; Gwilli;hl:—ury %

5 25 0 5

| | |
Kilometers

WV hitchurch-
Stouffille Municipality
(2016)

Former
Noreh Tork Municipality
(1996)
Former City
of Toronte
(1996)
Municipalities
(2016}

Markham

————————

Highways
(2018}

Subway
(2016)

Census Tract Average
Individual Income compared to
the Toronto Census Metropolitan
Area Average of $50,479

Very High - 140% to 831%
(139 CTs, 12% of the region)

High - 120% to 140%
(81 CTs, 7% of the City)

Middle Income - 80% to 120%
(483 CTs, 42% of the region)

Low - 60% to 80%
(335 CTs, 29% of the City)

Very Low - 37% to 60%
(107 CTs, 9% of the region)

Not Available

#WorkingPoor




Average Individual Income, City of Toronto, 2015

. T
/

&N
o

N

2015
East York | 3
foe = 5

I —

Census Tract Average
Individual Income compared to
the Toronto Census Metropolitan
Area Average of $50,479

- Very High - 140% to 831%
(94 CTs, 17% of the City)

) - High - 120% to 140%

N
\

& (32 CTs, 6% of the City)
Middle Income - 80% to 120%
(165 CTs, 29% of the City)
October 2017 Average individual income from all
Source: Statistics Canada, sources, before-tax. Low - 60% to 80%

(190 CTs, 33% of the City)

- Very Low - 37% to 60%
(88 CTs, 15% of the City)

CHANGE | &5, Not Available

www.NeighbourhoodChange.ca

Census Profile Series, 2016

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Census tract boundaries are for 2016.

#WorkingPoor



Scarborough, Average Individual Income, 2000 and 2015

2000 2015

Steeles Ave

Steeles Ave

1

Victoria Park Ave /|

Census Tract Average Income
compared to the Toronto Census
Metropolitan Area Average

- Very High - More than 140%
(0% of CTs in 2000; 1% in 2015)
High - 120% to 140%
(2% of CTs in 2000; 1% in 2015) A individual i
Middle Income - 80% to 120% e e Dot
(24% of CTs in 2000; 12% in 2015) ' )
Census fract boundanes are

Low - 60% to 80% _ for Census 2001 and 2016.
(67% of CTs in 2000; 56% in 2015) CHANGE Research

Very Low - Below 60%
(8% of CTs in 2000; 30% in 2015) www.NeighbourhoodChange .ca

October 2017
Source: Statistics Canada,
Census 2001 and 2016

NEIGHBOURHOQD

Not Available
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