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Qutll ne

 Broad Canada- US compari son: I nf ant
mortdity, life expect ancy

e Resutsfroma“naturd experiment”:

Canada-USinequaity-mortdity
co nparison

« Tempora and spatid trendsin
hedthinequditiesinCanada




Canada — USInfant Mortdity
Co mparison
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Canada- US Life Expectancy
Co mparison

 Infewer than 20 | ele
years, thelife
expect ancy gap
mor e t han doubl ed

Source: Duchesne D, Nault F, Glmur H WIKins
R Vital Statistics

Conmpendi um 1996. Cat al ogue 84-214- XPE. Ot awa:
Statistics Canada,
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Working-Aged Male (25-64) Mortality by Median Share
U.S. States and Canadian Provinces

U.S. States with weighted linear fit (from Kaplan et al., 1996)

Canadian Provinces with weighted linear fit (slope not significant)

Mortality Rates Standardized to the Canadian Population in 1991
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Working Age (25-64) Mortality by Median Share
U.S. and Canadian Metropolitan Areas

U.S. cities (n=282) with weighted linear fit (from Lynch et al. 1998)
Canadian cities with weighted linear fit (n=53) (slope not significant)
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Thi nki ng About the Dfference

e |t's Canada s unversd healthinsurance

. It sthat | nequality has been trend ng

Total (post-transfer, pre-tax) income inequality

Adapted from Wolfson and Murphy, 2000

1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000




Howisthe U ban Environ ment Impli cat ed?

* Nel ghbour hood segregation and
concentrated povertyrestrict life and
“hedth chances”

Ur ban public goods (e g, schod s)

| nprove life and heath chances

Ur ban gover nance struct ures can
exacer bateinequalities (eg., restrictive
zoni ng, crissinthe production o loca
public goods)




| ncrease Across All D nensi ons of
Segregation
|n Canadian Gties 1991-1996

{ Exposure } 72 percent showed
i | ncreased d usteri ng

98 percent o cities showed decline
| N exposure

/’[ Unevenness }

68 percent of cities showed {Centrdizati 0
MOr € unevenness

d ust eri ng}

Poor becanme mor e

Concentr ati on centrdizedin90 perce
of dties

73 percent o cities showed increased concentrati ons of




How Can Inequdity be Related to Mort dity?

e |t’s about our appraisal d pdaceinthe
socl d order - the psychosoci al
hypot hesi s.

e socl d position affords anincreased ‘ host

def ence’ (Witehal)

 hassl es and frustrations o dalylivng
mor e likd yto becone pat hdog cd when
assessed aga nst dhers nore envad e
Situati ons

e poverty feds worsein areas where o hers
around you have nore




How Can Inequdity be Related to Mort dity?

e |t’s about exposuretothe materi d
conditions wthin jurisd ctions: the neo-
mat eri al hypot hesi s.

e Systemati ¢ underi nvest nent I n human

capitd L | owspend ng on public
goods/infrastruct ure

e Poor soc d rd ationsh ps (weak soc 4
capitd) inareas o hghinequaity
(Kawach e d., 1997)




Children < 12 Reportedto Have Excdlent or
Very (ood Heath by Househd dIncome
G oup

Nati ond Popul ation Hedth Survey, 1996/ 7
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lnfant Mortdity
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Life Expectancy at Brth
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Q5/ Q1 Mortdity Ratios

1971-M

—&—1986-M

A—1991-M

——1996M

1971-F

- - -1986-F

- -4 -1991F

- % - 1996-F

1-14 1524 2534 3544 4554 5564 6574 7584 85+ Age(yrs)

Source: WIlkins et al.,




Lung Cancer,

ASMR x 100,000
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Lung Cancer, Femal es
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Ut erine Cancer

ASMR x 100,000
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Prostat e Cancer
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Br east Cancer, Fe mal es
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Patterns of DFLE
By Heal th Regi on
Canada, 1996
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D sahility-free life expect ancy, esti mat ed coeffiaents by heath
ind cator®, both sexes, Canada, 1996

Esti mat ed coeffia ent

Re not e -0.72 (<0.01)
Pr osper ous 0.33 (002
Cos nopaitan 0.87 (<0.01)

O sadvant aged -0.84 (<0.01)
Ad ust ed R? 0. 46

Dat a sources. 1996 census o Popu ation;, 1995 1997 Canad an Mtd 3 atistics Deat abase;

De mogr aphy DJ sion popu ati on esti nat es.

tSummariz ng 21 de nographi ¢ and soci o-econo m c vari al es.

Not e The esti mated vd ue of a coeffident i nd cates the degree of associati on bet ween t he

synt hetic variad eand therd evant hedthind cator. The sign o the coeffic ent i nd cat es

the drection o the assod ation bet ween t hose t wo variabl es. The nunbersin parent heses
represent the probability that the true va ue o the coeffident is g gnficantly dfferent from zero
(t wo-s ded test).




Self-perceived Health by Heath
Regi on, age-standar di zed, 2000-

Proporti on of the popul ation,
18+ years, wthfair or poor
heath age-standard zed

D fference from Nati onal
&, Average (percentage points)
1] <-5 (2
[] -5to-3 (4
[] -3to-1 (24)
e []-1to1 (54)
[] 1to3 (22
[l 3to5 (20)
[] >5 (10
[l Detanct avalabe (2



Self-perceived Heath by Health

Regi on, ad usted, 2000-01
Pr oportion of the popul ati on, ke
18+ years, wthfair or poor q??:c? &%’_‘f

health, ad usted for i ndivi dual A
risk factors '

o LT
e e st
- &!&_ﬂ“.‘!r 120f D fference from Nati onal
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What To Do

 Inequalitiesin hedth are conpl ex,
policy responses not obwvi ous

“I"severything dl dthetime.” (Bvans, 2002)




