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The study Poverty in Nunavik-Status Heport and other studies completed
under the Nunivaat Program may be obtained from the following website:
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www.nunivaat.org/publications.aspx
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These are the main findings of the study Poverty
In Nunavik - State of Knowledge completed by
the Université Laval under Nunivaat - Nunavik
Statistics Program. The study Is a first step
towards the development of an anti-poverty
strategy for the region.
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Single-Parent Families Hit Hardest

Among different household categories, single-parent
families were the hardest hit. More than 35% of those
with low Incomes were single-parents: of the 1680
individuals 1dentifled as having low Incomes, 970

belonged to the category of single-parent families.

Families with three or more children were also severely

affected by poverty: among the 1680 individuals with

low Incomes, 430 were living In families with three or
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Poverty On the Rise Between 2000 and 2005

The proportion of low-iIncome families rose between
2000 and 2005. In 2005, there were more low-iIncome
families, more Individuals, more tamilies with three
children or more, and more single-parent families had
low Incomes.

Notwithstanding, both increases and decreases were
noted between the two years. The data was therefore

not very aCcu rate.
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Figure 1 : Proportion of low-income households, Persons in families comprising couples 720 840 780 750 710 Nunavik maintained minimum-comfort budgets in 2005.
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