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Abstract 

This paper introduces a range of microeconomic indicators which are used to measure 
development outcomes and the survey data which collects them.  In particular it relates these 
indicators to discussions of resilience and to whether they may be suitable ex-ante measures.  
Individual indicators discussed include household consumption, household assets, measures of 
human capital (health, education and nutrition), food security and measures of coping (insurance 
and social capital).  As well as individual indicators the paper presents some resilience indices 
which have been developed by other organizations. The paper finishes by giving an overview of the 
data sources available in ten case study countries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

About the Project 

The UK Department for International Development (DFID), the World Bank Group and the Global 
Facility for Disaster Reduction and Recovery (GFDRR) have partnered to improve evaluation and 
evidence for sovereign disaster risk financing and insurance (DRFI). The $3.2 million, 3-year (2013-
2016) project was launched in 2013, and will develop and test a quantitative impact appraisal 
framework for sovereign DRFI. The project aims to meet this need by developing a methodology to 
evaluate a range of DRFI programs and provide quantitative results based on five country-specific 
case studies, and seeks to understand whether forward-looking impact appraisals can help 
effectively target support for disaster risk activities.  The results will help better target and 
prioritize future investments from national governments and international donors in sovereign 
DRFI programs. This paper forms part of the background research underpinning the draft 
operational framework, to be pilot tested in the case studies in Phase 2 of the project. 



Microeconomic indicators of development 
impacts and available datasets in each 
potential case study country  

Introduction: 
 

The recent WDR on Risk and Opportunity argues that risk is everywhere and that some risks, 

including food price rises and natural disasters, have become more pronounced in recent decades.  

It highlights the importance of risk, and perceptions of risk, in driving and maintaining poverty. In 

particular health shocks, weather shocks and economic crises play an important role in pushing 

people into poverty and then keeping them there. Resilience is the ability not just to recover from a 

negative shock but also to retain, and even to improve, functioning.  Risk can therefore be an 

opportunity and not just a threat. 

At the household-level, one outcome measure of resilience is the reduced volatility of household 

consumption as well as income growth.  What however, could be plausible ex-ante measures of 

resilience at the micro-level?  Ex-ante risk management, or preparing for shocks, is an important 

component of building resilience.  The WDR discusses acquiring knowledge; obtaining protection 

and obtaining insurance as the three necessary components of preparation for a shock (see Table 1).   

Table 1: Increasing resilience to a shock ex-ante (preparation): 

 Objective Potential measures 

Acquire knowledge To gather information and 
make judgement about risk 

Better knowledge can inform decisions about 
investments in education and skills to make the 
most of positive shocks. 
Mobile phones, aerial and satellite imagery, 
social networks, online platforms can both 
inform people about risks and help to evaluate 
them. 

Obtain protection To influence the magnitude and 
likelihood of risk 

Can be self-provided, purchased from the 
market or provided publicly by the community 
or the state.  For malaria self-provided 
protection includes using a bed-net or wearing 
long-sleeved clothing; purchasing from the 
market could involve buying insect repelling 
paint while community protection draining 
stagnant water sources.  
 
Investing in health and education are important 
aspects of self-protection as are remittances 

Obtain insurance To transfer resources between 
good and bad periods 

Self-insurance through savings, selling durable 
assets in the event of a shock 
Informal community risk-sharing schemes 
Formal insurance contracts 
Loans and credit 
Hedging instruments 



 

This paper discusses a range of microeconomic indicators of development and their relevance as ex-

ante measures of resilience. It begins by introducing key sources of data, then discusses particular 

outcome indicators and composite indices of resilience and finally provides an overview of data 

sources in ten case study countries.  

An Overview of Sources of Household Data: 
 

There are a range of available data sources available which collect information on household welfare 

status (see Table 2).  Some of these are nationally-led while others, including the Demographic 

Health Surveys (DHS) and Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys (MICS).  Many of the surveys in Table 2 

are also nationally representative and are available through the International Household Survey 

Network. 

Table 2: Key sources of household data  

Source of Data Frequency Overview and Indicators of 
Interest 

National Household Income 
and Expenditure Survey 
(HIES)/ Household Budget 
Survey (HBS)/ Living 
Standards Measurement 
Survey (LSMS) 

Nationally representative surveys 
conducted at regular intervals 
(typically every 5 years) by the 
national bureau of statistics.   

Source of official poverty statistics 
Very broad questionnaire covering 
household income and 
expenditure as well as ownership 
of key assets, services (electricity, 
water, sanitation, housing 
materials) 
Sometimes incorporates special 
modules e.g. on women’s 
empowerment 
 

National Panel Survey Not currently widely available, 
frequency varies, often every year or 
other year.  Some HIES also have a 
panel/ rotating panel component. 

Also a very broad questionnaire 
covering both income and wider 
measures of welfare.  Often 
includes a module on shocks and 
coping strategies 

Welfare Monitoring Survey 
 
(one particular subset of 
these are Core Welfare 
Indicator Questionnaires, a 
short, fixed format designed 
by the World Bank) 

Usually annually or on years when 
national household income and 
expenditure surveys are not being 
conducted 
 
Very large sample sizes due to lower 
cost of not collecting 
income/expenditure data (HIES is 
often a subsample of this) 

Non-income measures of welfare 
including consumer durables, 
livestock, land, household services, 
education and health 

Population and Housing 
Census 

Generally conducted every five or 
ten years 

Education, mortality rates and 
housing materials 
Can also include community-level 
infrastructure 

Labor Force Survey Conducted quarterly, annually or 
less frequently (up to every five 
years) 

Issues of employment status, main 
occupation 
Sometimes includes migration 

http://www.ihsn.org/home/
http://www.ihsn.org/home/


Difficulties in capturing 
‘employment’ in countries with a 
large informal economy and where 
people have many jobs 

Agriculture (Sample) Census No set frequency Livestock ownership, land area 
cultivated and tenure, sometimes 
farming methods 

Demographic Health Surveys 
(DHS) 
 
Data available from DHS 
website 
 

Normally conducted every 5 years. 
 
Sample sizes of between 5000 and 
30,000 households.  Supported by 
USAID.  Provide internationally-
comparable indicators 

Nationally representative 
household surveys providing data 
on indicators in areas of 
population, health, HIV and 
nutrition. 
 
 

Multiple Indicator Cluster 
Surveys (MICS) 
 
Data available from UNICEF 
 

MICS1: 1995 (not publically 
available) 
MICS2: 2000 
MICS3: 2005/06 
MICS4: 2009/11 
MICS5: 2013/14 
 
Used to be every 5 years, now every 
3.   

Household survey giving 
internationally-comparable 
indicators on health, education, 
nutrition, child protection and 
HIV/AIDS 
 

Comprehensive Food 
Security and Vulnerability 
Analysis (CFSVA) 
 
Household data available from: 
WFP Data Survey Portal 

A baseline survey to give an in-depth 
picture of the food security and 
livelihoods situation and the 
vulnerability of households. It is 
conducted at normal times, (not 
during a crisis), in countries subject 
to vulnerabilities. 
 
Primary sampling units are normally 
livelihoods zones.  Results are 
statistically significant at the level of 
livelihoods zone and nationally. 

Collects information on 
demographics, displacements and 
current status, access to 
education, health status, housing 
and facilities, household and 
productive assets, access to credit, 
livelihoods and income, 
expenditure, food consumption 
and sources of food, disaster and 
coping mechanisms, assistance 
and needs. 

 

Measures of Household Economic Situation: 

Household consumption 
 

Household consumption is the total use of goods and services for household consumption purposes, 

regardless of the source and includes, own production; purchased; and received as gifts.  Household 

expenditure comprises just purchased goods.  

Consumption is used as a proxy for household income.  This is because (1) consumption is 

considered a better outcome variable for household welfare than income (since income is just one 

element of being able to acquire basic goods, others include access) (2) consumption is easier to 

measure than income which, particularly in rural areas, fluctuates significantly throughout the year.  

In some instances both income and expenditure data are collected and the results compared. 

http://www.measuredhs.com/data/available-datasets.cfm
http://www.measuredhs.com/data/available-datasets.cfm
http://www.childinfo.org/mics_available.html
http://nada.vam.wfp.org/index.php/catalog


Collecting reliable household consumption data is expensive and time-consuming.  One reason is 

because consumption modules are typically very long.  Meanwhile, household consumption patterns 

vary across districts, regions and seasons meaning multiple visits have to be made for the data to be 

reliable.  There are also challenges with under-reporting (poor people want to appear poorer in 

expectation of receiving future benefits while wealthy people want to appear poorer to avoid 

taxation) and it is common practice to adjust the data for under-reporting.  

Key sources of data:  National Household Income and Expenditure/ Household Budget Surveys and 

National Panel Surveys. 

What does this mean in terms of resilience? 

Household consumption/ expenditure is inherently variable over time.  A household can be better 

off at one time than another without any significant or lasting change in their underlying 

circumstances. A key critique of using household income/ expenditure is that it is essentially a 

measure of who was poor in the recent past and so does not address a more forward-looking 

question of who will be poor in the future (Carter and Barrett 2006).  However, in terms of the 

likelihood of living in poverty in the future, as the WDR highlights, households which live closer to 

the poverty line are more likely to be below it in the future (World Bank 2013). 

The diversity of household income sources is one indicator which can reflect the ability of a 

household to deal with shocks and stresses and so may give an indication of a household’s future 

situation (Ellis 1998).  However, in rural areas a range of income sources are often ultimately linked 

to agricultural production cycles and so income diversification may not ultimately mean greater 

resilience (Bourdeau 2013). Receiving remittance income is often important for coping in the 

aftermath of shocks. 

Key sources of data:  Population and Housing Census sometimes includes information on migration 

(though not necessarily on remittances) 

Asset-based poverty measures 
 
Asset-based measures are a response to (1) the difficulty and expense of collecting income and 

expenditure data, (2) the essentially ‘backwards-looking’ nature of income/ expenditure.  The DHS 

surveys do not collect income/ expenditure data but instead construct a wealth index (see Box 1) 

which they use to place households into wealth quintiles (though the original intention of collecting 

this information was not to assess wealth). 

 
Box 1:  The DHS Wealth Index 
 

The wealth index is calculated using easy-to-collect data on a household’s ownership of selected assets 
(radio, television, telephone, refrigerator, type of vehicle, ownership of land); housing quality (including 
flooring, roof and wall construction materials and persons sleeping per room); types of water access and 
sanitation facilities; electricity; whether a household has a domestic servant and other country-specific 
items. 
 
The index, or the majority of its component indicators, are not equivalised for household size.  Since many of 
the variables are categorical they are converted into sets of dichotomous variables.  Principal component 
analysis is used to assign indicator weights, which are summed to produce the final index value which is a 



standardised score. 
 
Rutstein and Johnson (2004) 

 
As well as constructing an asset index some asset variables are used on their own as indicators of an 

improved household situation.  This includes the value of consumer durables and value of jewellery 

which are a means of self-insurance and a proxy for savings in situations where the majority of 

people do not have access to mechanisms of formal savings.  

 

Other assets, including land, livestock (measured through tropical livestock units), agricultural assets 

and non-agricultural business assets can also provide a measure of protection when a shock hits (see 

Box 2).  Tenure of housing is another asset measure which is used to assess a household’s situation. 

 

Box 2: Livestock and resilience in the aftermath of drought 

 

This paper seeks to investigate the long-term impacts on household welfare of a three-year drought in the 
late 1990s in Ethiopia.  The data tracks 416 rural Ethiopian households over a seven-year period of pre-
drought (1996-1998), drought (1999-2000), and recovery (2001-2003).  
 
The analysis uses livestock as a measure of household wealth and highlights the different ways in which 
households in different wealth quintiles respond to the drought.  Households in the wealthiest wealth 
quintile sell livestock assets to smooth their consumption and draw on social capital (in the form of 
membership of community organisations) in the aftermath of the drought.  They were then able effectively 
to re-stock their livestock when the drought was over.  In contrast, households in the poorest wealth quintile 
hold onto their livestock, in a desperate attempt to defend their modest livestock holdings over the course of 
the drought.  They asset-smooth and instead cope through destabilising their consumption.  This has not only 
costs of immediate hunger but may also permanently reduce the growth and future capacity of young 
children.  Meanwhile, social capital does not seem to play an important role in protecting the poorest 
households from drought. 
 
The paper concludes that, in the context of rural Ethiopia, poorer households (as measured through livestock 
ownership) have relatively low resilience when compared to wealthier ones. 

 
Carter et al. (2006) 

 

Key sources of data: National HIES/HBS/LSMS, National Panel Surveys, DHS, Core Welfare Indicator 

Questionnaires (CWIQ), Agriculture (Sample) Census 

 

Employment Status 
 

Escaping poverty, and remaining out of it, is closely related to having salaried work (Baulch 2011), 

both because of the higher income which a salaried job is likely to have relative to unskilled day 

labour, but also because of the regularity of that income and the social insurance which normally 

accompanies a salaried job.   

Key sources of data: Labor force surveys 



Measures of Human Capital: 
 

Key Health Indicators: 
 
Health shocks are a key driver of poverty (Krishna 2010) with the illness of an income earner posing 

a double-blow to the household situation through out-of-pocket expenses to cover the costs of 

treatment as well as loss of earnings.  Investments in health, both at the level of individuals and also 

in national health care systems are seen as an important component of protection against shocks 

(World Bank 2013).  Indicators of access to, and satisfaction with, primary health care and 

immunisation rates can all be measures of resilience to health shocks. 

 

Outcome indicators of improved health status include reduced child and infant mortality and 

increased life expectancy. 

 

Key sources of data: DHS, HIES/HBS, WMS, MICS all have indicators on health outcomes at the 

household level.  Population and Housing Census have information on mortality. WMS can also 

include community-level modules which have questions on health services and perceptions of them.   

Key Education Indicators: 
 
Education is identified as a key ‘portable’ asset, one which (unlike many other assets) cannot be lost 

in the aftermath of shocks (Bird, Higgins and McKay 2010) and can be an important component of 

resilience (see Box 3).  Household escapes from poverty are closely linked to the household head 

having an education, especially post-primary education (Baulch 2011; and so with the formation of 

new households so the level of education of children is important).   

 
Box 3: Education and long-term resilience in the aftermath of the Indian Ocean tsunami  
 

Analysis of longitudinal survey data of adults who lived in areas that were severely damaged by the 
tsunami reveals that better educated males were more likely to survive the tsunami, but education is not 
predictive of survival among females. Education (as measured in terms of grade of school completed) 
meanwhile, is not associated with levels of post-traumatic stress among survivors 1 year after the tsunami, 
or with the likelihood of being displaced.  
 
Where education is important is in terms of coping with the disaster over the longer term. The better 
educated were far less likely than others to live in a camp or other temporary housing, moving, instead, to 
private homes, staying with family or friends, or renting a new home. The better educated were more able 
to minimize dips in spending levels following the tsunami, relative to the cuts made by those with little 
education. Five years after the tsunami, the better educated were in better psycho-social health than 
those with less education. In sum, education is associated with higher levels of resilience over the longer 
term. 
 
Frankenberg et al. (2013) 

 
 
 
Particular education indicators used to measure development outcomes include: 



 Access to primary and secondary school (measured in the CWIQ as being less than 30 minutes 

away from a school) 

 Primary and secondary school enrolment.  Can be measured as net enrolment (the ratio of 

children of school age currently enrolled at school to the population of children of school age). 

 Primary and secondary school attendance rates 

 Primary and secondary school completion 

 Satisfaction with primary and secondary school (measured in the CWIQ) 

 Level of literacy 

Many of the indicators commonly used to measure education are not strictly-speaking outcome 

indicators, but rather indirect indicators to measure improvements in human capital. 

 

Key sources of data: Most household surveys include questions on the highest level of education 

completed by household members including DHS, MICS, HIES, WMS, Population and Housing 

Census.  

 

Key Nutrition Indicators: 
 
There is a relationship between malnourishment, particularly during childhood, limited cognitive 

development and future productivity and earnings.  Child malnutrition also contributes to high 

mortality.  Malnourishment in childhood increases the chances of being poor as an adult (Box 4). 

 
Box 4: Child malnourishment and future poverty 
 

Analysis of data collected on individuals who participated in a nutrition supplementation trial between 
1969 and 1977 in rural Guatemala and who were subsequently re‐interviewed between 2002 and 2004 
shows that; 
 
Poor nutritional status at age 36m is linked to lower grade attainment and poorer cognitive skills in 
adulthood. Men earn lower wages and women are less likely to have independent sources of income from 
own business activities.  Being stunted at age 36m increases the likelihood of living in a poor household in 
adulthood by 31 percentage points. 
 
Hoddinott et al. (2013) 

 
Nutritional status can be measured directly through: 

 Anthropometry – childhood stunting (height-for-age – a measure of long-term, chronic, under 

nutrition), wasting (weight-for-age – a measure of short-term, acute, under nutrition) and 

underweight (weight-for-height – a combination of both chronic and acute under nutrition).  In 

adults BMI is the most suitable anthropometric indicator of nutritional status and is suitable for 

comparisons across ethnicities. 

 

 Measuring micronutrient deficiencies – including through prevalence of night blindness 

(Vitamin A deficiency) and nutritional anaemia (iron and/or folates) 

 
Key sources of data: DHS and MICS 
 
Nutritional status is determined by the underlying causes of (UNICEF): 



 Insufficient access to food  

 Inadequate maternal and child care 

 Poor environment and inadequate health services 

These three factors can lead to the immediate causes of malnourishment; inadequate dietary intake 

and disease.  Therefore, while nutritional status can be measured directly through the indicators 

above, indicators around food security (see later) and health care can be used indirectly (or as 

proxies) to assess nutritional status. 

 

Measures of Household Food Security: 

There is significant work investigating both household food security and vulnerability to future food 

insecurity.  The WFP defines food security as when all people, at all times, have physical, social and 

economic access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food to meet their dietary needs and food 

preferences for an active and healthy life.  Indicators of food security include: 

 Dietary diversity - the number of foods or nutritionally significant food groups acquired by a 
household over the reference period.  The dietary diversity score is simply a count of the 
food groups eaten. 

 Food frequency – the amount of different food groups consumed over the reference period 

 Percentage of household expenditure going on food 

 Daily food energy consumption per capita 

Key sources of data: HIES (see Smith and Subandoro 2007 for using HIES to calculate food security), 

CFSVA; WMS 

Access to Information: 
 

The WDR is clear that access to information, on its own, is insufficient to prepare for shocks, because 

households need to be able also to assess that information and then also have the resources to 

respond.  Currently only very few household surveys systematically collect data on access to 

information (they may contain information on ownership of a mobile phone or television, but not 

say on reception).   

Measures of Shocks and Coping Strategies: 
 

Some surveys (particularly panel surveys, but also HIES) explicitly measure the resilience (or 

vulnerability) of households, in terms of their past exposure to shocks and how they have coped 

with them (Box 5).  WFP’s Comprehensive Food Security and Vulnerability Analysis (CFSVA) also 

includes a module on shocks and coping and, in addition, the WFP maps vulnerability by livelihoods 

zone as part of its Vulnerability Analysis and Mapping (VAM) project. 

Box 5: A description of the shocks module in Bangladesh’s 2010 HIES: 



This module incorporates details on 17 specific shocks (including in the areas of drought/ irregular rains, 
floods, landslides/erosion, serious illness/accident, death, theft, conflict and unusually high prices).   It 
has questions on whether the household experienced the shock, when the shock occurred, how long it 
lasted and whether the household saw a decline in income, assets, food production or food purchase as a 
result of the shock. 
 
There is scope to enter up to three coping strategies used in response to each shock.  These strategies 
include unconditional help by family/ relatives, unconditional help from government, migrate, rely on 
savings, take credit, sold assets or land, sought more work, involuntary change of dietary patterns. 

 

Other indicators which can give an insight into how households would cope with shocks include 

those around social capital (particularly membership of local institutions including NGO groups, 

credit groups, farmer’s groups) as well as whether or not a household has formal insurance or 

receives government social protection.   

Social capital though, may be less effective to call upon situations of large-scale, covariant shocks 

where other households within a group or network have also been impacted and there is mixed 

evidence on the effectiveness of social capital in mitigating the effects of shocks. For instance, in 

China social capital (as measured through mutual help, civic participation and trust) did not help 

households to insure their consumption after natural disaster (Lu et al. XXXX).  Other evidence 

though highlights the importance of social capital in post-disaster recovery, with households with 

better social capital using their connections to share tools, learn about new bureaucratic 

requirements and to organise community watch organisations (Aldrich 2012). 

Key sources of data:  National Panel Surveys, CFSVA 

Composite Measures of Resilience: 
 

There is not therefore one indicator of resilience, for is a combination of a household’s ability to 

manage ex-ante in terms of acquiring knowledge, obtaining protection and obtaining insurance and 

then ex-post being able to cope with the shock (World Bank 2013).  In order to capture the complex 

nature of what makes a household, community or even nation resilient a number of organisations 

have developed composite indices. 

At the national level, the WDR makes use of a Preparation Index, which could also be applied at the 

household level. This comprises measures of; 

 Human capital – schooling and immunization rate 

 Physical and financial assets – access to finance and value of net assets 

 Social support – pension and measure of trust 

 State support – levels of sanitation and public debt 

FAO has developed a ‘resilience tool’; a composite index to measure the resilience of households (to 

food security shocks and stresses).  This index makes use of existing available data from household 

surveys and has six components, each of which incorporates a specific set of indicators which are 

combined and weighted to come-up with a ‘resilience score’ (Table 3). 



Table 3:  The components and indicators which comprise FAO’s ‘resilience tool’ 

Component Specific indicators 
Income and food access Average per person daily income 

Average per person daily expenditure 
Household food insecurity access score 
Dietary diversity and food frequency score 
Dietary energy consumption 

Access to basic services Physical access to health services (ordinal 1 to 3) 
Quality score of health services 
Quality of education system (ordinal 1 to 6) 
Perception of security (ordinal 1 to 4) 
Mobility and transport constraints (ordinal 1 to 3) 
Water, electricity and phone networks (count) 

Social safety nets Amount of cash and in-kind assistance (local currency pc per day) 
Quality evaluation of assistance (ordinal 1 to 4) 
Job assistance (yes/no) 
Frequency of assistance 
Overall opinion of targeting 

Household assets Housing (number of rooms) 
Durable Index (Principal Component Analysis on a list of items) 
Tropical Livestock Units 
Land owned 

Adaptive capacity Diversity of income sources (count) 
Educational level (household average) 
Employment ratio 
Available coping strategies 
Food consumption ratio (share of food expenditure divided by 
total expenditure) 

Stability Number of household members that have lost their job 
Income change (ordinal – increased or decreased) 
Capacity to maintain stability in the future (ordinal 1 to 5) 
Safety net dependency (share of transfers to total income) 
Education system stability (ordinal quality increased or 
decreased) 

 

Work by Oxfam also attempts to measure resilience, which it conceptualises as having 5 dimensions 

which are weighted (slightly arbitrarily) and combined to construct a ‘Basic Resilience Index’: 

 Livelihoods viability (weighted at 30% - includes indicators of wealth, assets, access to early 

warning, diversification, dietary diversity) 

 Innovation potential (weighted at 20% - incorporates indicators of attitudes to new practices, 

access to credit and markets) 

 Contingency resources and support access (weighted at 20% - includes indicators of group 

participation, social connectivity, savings, remittances and formal earnings, perceptions of 

local government emergency support) 

 Integrity of natural and built environment (weighted at 15% - includes extent of soil erosion, 

access to land, access to irrigation) 

 Social and institutional capability (weighted at 15% - awareness of early warning plans, 

perceptions of effectiveness of local institutions) 



Indicators (which will vary according to context) under each dimension are weighted equally.  

Households are considered to be ‘resilient’ if they are deprived on more than 2/3rds of the weighted 

indicators.  Interestingly this index (as illustrated in reference to rural Ethiopia) does not include 

measures of access to, and quality of education and health services while, certainly the data on 

attitudes, may not be available in existing household surveys. 

 



Specific Datasets Available in the Case Study Countries: 
 

The table below (Table 4) gives the years of the major datasets which are available in each of the case study countries.  More details of these are given 

below (with the exception of Household Income and Expenditure Surveys). 

Table 4:  An overview of the main datasets available 

 Household Income 
and Expenditure 
Surveys 

Welfare Monitoring 
Surveys 

Population and 
Housing Census 

Labor Force 
Surveys 

DHS MICS 

Bangladesh 2000 
2005 
2010 

2009 1991 
2001 
2011 

1999/2000 
2005/06 
2010 

1993/94 
1996/97 
1999/00 
2004 
2007 
2011 
All publically available 
No GPS datasets 
(though 2011 may in 
future) 

MICS1 
MICS3 
MICS5 
 
MICS1 dataset not 
available 
MICS3 available online 
MICS5 currently 
undertaken 

Ethiopia Household Income and 
Consumption 
Expenditure Survey 
(HICES): 
1999/2000 
2004/05 
2011 

1996 
1998 
2000 
2004 
2011/12 

1984 
1994 
2007 

1999/2000 
2005 

2000 
2005 
2011 
All publically available, 
including GPS data 

None 

Haiti Household Budget 
Survey/ Enquête Budget 
Consommation des 
Ménages (EBCM) 
1999/2000 
Living Condition Survey/ 
Enquete sur les 

None(?) 1982 
2003 

Enquete sur l’emploi et 
l’economie informelle 
(EEEI) 
2007/08 

1994/95 
2000 
2005/06 
2012 
All publically available 
(except 1994/95) 
including GPS data 

None 

http://www.childinfo.org/mics_available.html


Conditions de Vie en Haiti 
(ECVH) 
2003 

Jamaica Jamaica Survey of Living 
Conditions (JSLC) 
Annually from 1988 until 
2010 

None(?) 1991 
2001 
2011 

Four times a year None MICS2 
MICS3 
MICS4 
MICS2 datasets 
available 
MICS3 dataset available 
MICS4 dataset not 
publically available 

Madagascar Enquete permanentes/ 
periodiques aupres des 
menages (EPM): 
1993/94 
1997 
1999 
2001 
2002 
2004 
2005 
2010 

None(?) 1975 
1993 
2009 

1-2-3 survey: 
Annually between 
1997/98 and 2007 

1992 
1997 
2003/04 
2008/09 
All DHS datasets 
available 
GIS datasets available 
for 1997 and 2008/09 

MICS2 
MICS4 (S Madagascar) 

Malawi Household Expenditure 
and Small Scale Economic 
Activities (HESSEA) 
Survey: 
1990 
Integrated Household 
Survey (ISA): 
1997/98 
2004/05 
2010/11 

2002 (Core Welfare 
Indicator Questionnaire) 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2008 
2009 
2011 

1988 
1998 
2008 

Incorporated within the 
Integrated Household 
Survey 

1992 
2000 
2004 
2010 
All DHS datasets 
available 
GIS datasets available 
for 2000, 2004 and 
2010 

MICS3 
MICS5 
 
MICS3 dataset available 
MICS5 currently 
undertaken 

Mexico Encuesta Nacional de 
Ingresos y Gastos de los 
Hogares (ENIGH): 
One every two years 
between 1992 and 2010 
Latest 2012 

None(?) 1990 
2000 
2010 

From 2005 this has 
been conducted 
monthly 

1987 
Dataset available 
No GIS dataset 

None 

Niger Enquête Nationale sur le 
Budget et la 

2005 (Questonnaire 
Unifié sur les Indicateurs 

1988 
2001 

None 1992 
1998 

MICS2 
MICS3/DHS combined 

http://www.childinfo.org/mics2_datasets.html
http://www.childinfo.org/mics2_datasets.html
http://www.childinfo.org/mics3_surveys.html
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.childinfo.org/mics3_surveys.html
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink


Consommation des 
Ménages (ENBC): 
1993 
1996 
2007/08 
Niger National Survey on 
Living Conditions and 
Agriculture 
(LSMS-ISA/ ECVM/A): 
2011 

de Base du Bien-être) 2006 
2012 
All DHS datasets 
available 
GIS datasets available 
for 1998 and 1992 
(collected but not 
distributed for latter 
two surveys) 

survey in 2006 

Pakistan Pakistan Integrated 
Household Survey (PIHS): 
1995/96 
1996/97 
1998/99 
Household Integrated 
Economic Survey (HIES): 
2001/02 
2004/05 
2005/06 
2007/08 
2010/11 
2011/12 

Pakistan Social and 
Living Standards 
Measurement (PSLM) 
Conducted yearly 
starting in 2005/06 

1981 
1998 
2011 

Collected annually from 
2001 

1990/91 
2006/07 
2012/13 
All DHS datasets 
available 
GIS collected in latter 
two surveys 

MICS4 (Balochistan and 
Punjab) 
MICS5 (Punjab and 
Sindh) 
MICS4 datasets 
available 
MICS5 currently 
undertaken 

Philippines Family Income and 
Expenditure Survey 
(FIES): 
1997 
2000 
2003 
2006 
2009 
2012 

Annual Poverty 
Indicators Survey (APIS): 
1998 
1999 
2002 
2004 
2007 
2008 
2010 
2011 

1985 
1990 
1995 
2000 
2007 
2010 

Conducted quarterly 1993 
1998 
2003 
2008 
2013 
All DHS datasets 
available 
(except 2013) 
GIS available for 2003 
and 2008 

MICS2 
MICS2 datasets 
available 
 

http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.childinfo.org/mics4_surveys.html
http://www.childinfo.org/mics4_surveys.html
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.measuredhs.com/What-We-Do/survey-search.cfm?pgtype=main&SrvyTp=country#footnoteslink
http://www.childinfo.org/mics2_datasets.html
http://www.childinfo.org/mics2_datasets.html


Bangladesh: 
 

The Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics regularly conducts a range of surveys, including a Household 

Income and Expenditure Survey (see table above) and several census (Table 5). 

Table 5: Census data for Bangladesh 

 Population Agriculture Economic 
Dates 2001 

2011 
1977 (sample) 
1983/4 (full-count) 
1996 (sample) 
2008 (first to cover rural and 
urban households 
simultaneously) 

1986 
2001 (urban) and 2003 (rural) 
2013 (includes non-crop 
economic units as well – all 
household permanent and 
temporary economic units) 

Variables of 
interest  
 
(taken from 
latest census) 

House tenure 
Access to improved water 
Type of toilet 
Literacy 
Electricity connection 
School attendance 
Type of housing 
Working status 

Size of landholdings 
Involvement in agricultural 
wage labour 
Acreage and production of 
selected crops 
Stock of livestock and poultry 
Tenancy 

Number of employees 
Employment status of workers 
Level of fixed assets 
Registration status 
Source of energy 

Accompanied 
by a sample 
survey? 

Yes (for 2011) Yes – in 2005 Not yet 

Variables of 
potential 
interest in 
sample survey 

Internal migration 
Migration abroad 
Death rates (including 
maternal) 
Fertility rates 
Occupational status 
Employment status 
School attendance 
Educational achievement 
Literacy 
Number of rooms per person 
Access/ use of information (TV, 
radio, internet) 
Source of lighting 
Main cooking fuel 
Main source of drinking water 
and distance to 
Type of toilet 
Waste disposal 

The information collected 
through a short questionnaire 
related to household head by 
sex, 
household members by sex, 
members aged less than equal 
to and above 10 years, 
employment in 
agriculture, agricultural labour, 
land ownership, tenancy, land 
use, land under temporary and 
permanent 
crops, cultivated land, farms 
run commercial basis on 
livestock and poultry, loans 
taken and their uses, 
agriculture equipment and 
ownership, rural transport, 
cropping patterns and 
intensity, crop diversification 
during the last five years 

 

 

Labour Force Survey 

Is conducted every 5 years the most recent being in 2010. Includes activity status, employment 

status and main occupation 

Welfare Monitoring Survey (2009) 

This is the first (and only) welfare monitoring survey and it included a module on employment 

monitoring, called the Monitoring of Employment Survey (MES).  It collects non-income measures of 



welfare including household and housing characteristics; health situation; self-assessment of 

poverty; food security; crisis coping; credit and investment; participation in social organisations 

Surveys conducted by international organisations include: 

Bangladesh Integrated Household Survey: 

This is an assessment of current food security in Bangladesh, undertaken 2011/12.  The survey is 

nationally representative as well as representative of the rural areas of each of the seven 

administrative divisions of the country. It collected detailed data on (1) plot-level agricultural 

production and practices, (2) dietary intake of individual household members, and (3) 

anthropometric measurements (height and weight) of all household members. 

Designed and supervised by IFPRI, available here 

Chronic Poverty and Long-term Impact Study: 

Panel data of 2000 households from 102 villages.  Returned in 2006 to households interviewed in 

either 1994, 1996 or 2000 to investigate how their living standards had changed and the role which 

development programmes had played in this.  The panel survey component builds on evaluation 

studies on the provision of Food or Cash for Education (FFE/CFE) to poor families; production-related 

interventions, through the introduction of new agricultural technologies; and microfinance, through 

Non-Governmental organizations (NGOs). 

An IFPRI survey, available here 

 

Ethiopia: 
 

Ethiopia’s welfare monitoring system, launched by the Government of Ethiopia in 1996, comprises 

the Household Income and Consumption expenditure Survey (HICES) and Welfare Monitoring Survey 

(WMS), both conducted by Central Statistical Authority (CSA) of Ethiopia.  Both only cover the 

sedentary population of Ethiopia and so exclude non-sedentary populations of Afar and Somalia as 

well as homeless people.   

Information about many of the national-level datasets is available through the Ethiopian National 

Data Archive (ENADA, but not access to the data). 

Welfare Monitoring Survey 

The WMS is conducted mainly for the purpose of assessing non-income dimensions of poverty such 

as education, health and vulnerability. It provides extensive information on different dimension of 

poverty and deprivation such as access to education and health facilities, achievements in education, 

anthropometric measures, and underlying asset bases of the poor and on the opportunity available 

to households.  WMS were conducted in 1996, 1998, 2000, 2004, 2011/12.  The HICES is a sub-

sample of the WMS. 

New features in the 2011/12 survey included shocks and coping mechanisms and plot size. 

http://www.usaid.gov/developer/FTFBangladesh
http://www.ifpri.org/dataset/chronic-poverty-and-long-term-impact-study-bangladesh


Other important sources of data for measuring development outcomes include: 

Population and Housing Census 

Three have been conducted in total, in 2007, 1994 and 1984.  The most recent collected data on 

educational status and current school attendance, main economic activity and employment status, 

mortality, including whether the death is due to child birth, migration 

Labor Force Survey 

Ethiopia has conducted two labor force surveys, in 1999/2000 and 2005.  These cover both rural and 

urban areas and include collecting data on school enrolment of children aged 5-14, economic activity 

during the last 12 months and seven days and the reasons for not working during that period, 

occupation, employment status (including underemployment), migration status. 

Annual Agricultural Sample Surveys 

Since 1980/81 the Central Statistical Agency has conducted over 30 annual agricultural sample 

surveys and one agricultural sample census. The most recent is the 2011/12 Agricultural Sample 

Survey (AgSS).   

The principal data that were collected were related to crop area and production, agricultural inputs 

utilization (including being a recipient of the extension package program), land holding, land use and 

value of livestock holdings. The annual surveys covered the sedentary population of the entire 

country. The data compiled for crop area and production includes both the private peasant holdings 

and the large and medium scale (commercial) farms. Data were elicited from more than about 

66,000 agricultural households from over 2,200 Enumeration Area (EAs) and 2,230 commercial 

farms. 

Panel surveys in Ethiopia: 

LSMS Integrated Survey on Agriculture (LSMS-ISA) 

Ethiopia is one of seven sub-Saharan African countries where the World Bank is 

implementing LSMS-ISA (see Box 6). 

Box 6: LSMS-Integrated Surveys on Agriculture (LSMS-ISA) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This project is to design and implement systems of multi-topic, nationally representative panel 

household surveys with a strong focus on agriculture.  In particular it aims to foster innovation and 

efficiency in statistical research on the links between agriculture and poverty in sub-Saharan Africa.  

This includes measurement of land area using GPS and improved valuations of own production and 

agricultural income as well as livestock by-products. 

Data currently available in the case study countries include: 

Ethiopia: first wave 2011-12 Ethiopia Rural Socioeconomic Survey  

Malawi: first wave 2010-11 Third Integrated Household Survey 

Niger: Enquête Nationale sur les Conditions de Vie des Ménages et l’Agriculture, first wave 2011  

For more information see: LSMS-ISA website 

 

http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTRESEARCH/EXTLSMS/EXTSURAGRI/0,,menuPK:7420268~pagePK:64168427~piPK:64168435~theSitePK:7420261,00.html


Ethiopian Rural Household Survey (IFRPI) 

This has seven rounds, undertaken between 1989 and 2009.  The sample is representative 

of non-pastoralist farming systems in Ethiopia. Given that only 15 communities are 

sampled, generalisations to the whole of rural Ethiopia can be done, but with caution.  The 

survey collects data at both the household (including income and expenditure as well as a 

range of welfare indicators) and community level.  Data available from IFPRI. 

Ethiopian Urban Socio-economic Survey (EUSS) 

Implemented by Gothenburg University and the University of Addis Ababa. Survey rounds 

in 1994, 1995, 1997, 2000, 2004 and 2008/09 and contains socio-economic variables at the 

individual and household levels.  The first five rounds covered 1500 households in seven 

major cities.  The six round covered a sub-sample of 700 households in four cities (which 

constituted about 60% of the original sample). 

The data set is one of the few socio-economic data sets in Africa containing sections 

addressing household living- conditions including income, expenditure, demographics, 

health, educational status, occupation, production activities, asset ownership and other 

variables on household and individual levels. New sections on shocks and coping 

mechanisms, government support and, institutions were included in the 2008/09 survey. 

Young Lives Ethiopia data 

In Ethiopia we are building up a comprehensive picture of the lives of 3,000 children living 

in 20 sites across Addis Ababa and the other four major regions in Ethiopia –Amhara, 

Oromia, the Southern Nations, Nationalities and Peoples Region (SNNPR), and Tigray. 

The children being tracked by Young Lives are from two age groups (or cohorts): 2,000 

children born in 2001-02 and 1,000 children born in 1994-95. These two groups provide 

insight into every phase of childhood and, in the case of the older children, into adulthood 

when many will become parents themselves. 

Young Lives first gathered information on children in 2002 (when the younger children 

were aged between 6 and 18 months and the older children aged 7 and 8 years 

old).  Second and third surveys were carried out in 2006 and 2009, and so data is available 

on the younger children at 2, 5 and 8; the older children at 8, 12 and 15.  The fourth round 

took place in 2013 and the fifth will be in 2016. 

 

Haiti: 
 

Population and Housing Census: 

Haiti’s fourth and most recent census, Le Recensement Général de la Population et de l’Habitat 

(RGPH), was undertaken in 2003.  Before this the previous census date was 1982.  As well as 

information on housing status and tenure this collects data on mortality rates. 

http://www.ifpri.org/dataset/ethiopian-rural-household-surveys-erhs


Labor Force Survey - l'Enquête sur l'Emploi et l’Economie Informelle (EEEI): 

Undertaken between 2007 and 2008 and has two elements; a survey on household work and 

another on units of production in the informal sector.  The first labor force survey just covered urban 

areas and was undertaken in 1978/79.  

Haitian Vulnerability and Food Security Survey (CSFVA) 

 

Conducted in 2007 on approximately 3,000 households living in 228 rural communities. A 

community-related component was added to the household component of the survey, to obtain 

information on infrastructure and accessibility to basic social services. So, this survey contains 

quantitative information on household consumption expenditures, production, income and assets as 

well as a good deal of qualitative information on perceived shocks, coping strategies and other 

hazards. 

 

There are also several surveys conducted post-earthquake: 

2012 Enquête sur les Conditions de Vie de Ménage Après le Séisme (ECVMAS): 

The sample for the Post-Earthquake Living Conditions Survey (ECVMAS) was selected from two 

separate sampling frames – the Haiti master sampling frame or Échantillon-maître, which covers all 

non-camp areas, and the information from the Camp Coordination and Camp Management Cluster3, 

which covers populations currently living in camps.  It also includes a panel facet for the Port-au-

Prince area, hardest hit by the earthquake, based on a previous 2007 survey. 

 

Rapid Post-Earthquake Emergency Food Security Assessment (2010) 

 

Conducted in June 2010 in collaboration with ACF, FEWS-Net, Oxfam GB, FAO, UNICEF and WFP. It 

covers households both in and out of camps, covering 1901 in total in both disaster areas and some 

non-directly affected areas. 

 

Jamaica: 
 
 
Population and Housing Census – 1991, 2001 and 2011 
 
This includes questions on the material of outer walls of dwelling, tenure status, availability and type 

of toilet, kitchen and bathroom facilities, fuel used for cooking, source of lighting, source of water 

for domestic use and for drinking, method of waste disposal, availability of telephone and other 

communication devices and facilities.  For the 2011 census it was difficult to achieve household 

cooperation, particularly in urban areas. 

 
Agricultural Census 1996 and 2007 
 
Includes data on number of livestock and poultry; total area of landholding; crop diversification (area 
of land under different crops) 
 



Jamaica Labor Force Survey 

The LFS is conducted four times a year—in January, April, July, and October—and covers 1.0 to 1.3 
percent of the population.  It includes employment status and occupational group 
 
Pharmaceutical Situation in Jamaica (2009/10) 
 
A WHO assessment of Level II health facilities combined with a household survey with the goal to 

evaluate the pharmaceutical situation in Jamaica using outcome indicators.  The study collected 

information on access, affordability and availability of key medicines and geographical accessibility 

of dispensing facilities and rational use of quality medicines, as well as some data on the quality of 

medicines at health facilities and pharmacies.  

 

The study has two components, both indicators based: health facilities and households survey. In the 

first approach, data related to the pharmaceutical policy outcome was collected from public 

healthcare facilities, public and private pharmacies and the public warehouse that supply public 

facilities. In the second, data came from a survey conducted at household level (sample size 805 

households).  Health facilities were selected from five regions and households sampled through 

intentional cluster sampling, due to their defined proximity to a reference public health facility.  

 

Madagascar: 
 

Recensement Général de la Population et de l'Habitat (RGPH) 

The aim is for the census to be conducted every ten years, but his has not happened. To-date they 

have been undertaken in 1995, 1993 and 2009 (though the 2009 one may not have been 

completed).  The census in 1993 collected information on education, mortality, migration and main 

economic activity. 

Recensement au niveau des Communes 2003 

This census of communes is based on a focus group interview.  The survey allows for a unique 

database on Madagascar as 1385 of the 1395 communes have been visited on a national level.  It 

includes variables on infrastructure (water, sanitation, television and mobile reception, electricity) 

and services (health and education), transport, social capital, agriculture and livestock. 

Comprehensive Food Security and Vulnerability Analysis (CFSVA) in Madagascar 

Conducted in 2005 and 2010 by the WFP as part of its Vulnerability Analysis and Mapping (VAM) 

work. In 2005 the project mainly consisted of a mixed-method survey, including a household 

questionnaire, anthropometric measurements, a community questionnaire, and a market 

questionnaire.  2010 data was collected through household questionnaires, community 

questionnaires and nutrition questionnaires (which included anthropometric measurements) and 

was representative at regional and livelihood zone level. 

Panel surveys in Madagascar: 



Madagascar 1-2-3 survey - a rotating panel survey conducted in Antananarivo in 1997/98 and 

1998/99.  It was then extended to other urban areas in 2000 where it is conducted annually 

with 1/3 rotating panel component.  The focus is on labour and the informal economy.Focuses 

on labour and the informal economy. 

 

Malawi: 
 

The Integrated Household Survey programme of data collection in Malawi incorporates: 

 Population census – taken every ten years, with the most comprehensive since the end of 

colonialism, starting in 1966.  The most recent was in 2008 and includes information on 

school attendance, dwelling type (permanent, semi-permanent, traditional), source of 

lighting, source of energy for cooking, source of drinking water in dry season, type of toilet 

facility, household assets (radio, bicycle, oxcart), mortality rates. 

 The four yearly DHS. 

 The five yearly Integrated Household Survey (HIS). 

 The annual Welfare Monitoring Survey (WMS).  Unlike the CWIQ (undertaken in 2002), 

which was a fixed World Bank instrument, the WMS is adapted to local context.  The data 

are from a representative sample at national, regional and district levels. The most recent 

WMS data available online is for the 2011 WMS, the sixth in a series which started in 2005. 

Many of the household surveys are available through the Malawi National Data Archive 

Other relevant data collected by the National Statistics Office includes: 

National Census of Agriculture and Livestock 

There have been four of these sample surveys (NSSA – National Sample Survey of Agriculture), the 

last two being in 1991/2 and 2006/07 (the latter covering 25 000 households across all districts).  

Includes questions on food supply and sources, meals eaten daily, land size and tenancy, provision of 

inputs (under fertiliser subsidy programme), ownership of equipment, crop production, livestock 

ownership.  There are also questions on village-level infrastructure – roads, footpaths and water 

infrastructure. 

There are also some panel surveys: 

Malawi Complementary Panel Survey (CPS) 2000-2002 

This consists of four rounds and is based on the IHS sample.  The CPS dataset includes 

information on education; morbidity; food security and coping strategies; labour and 

employment; income, expenditures, and transfers. 

Data available from IFPRI 

Living Standards Monitoring Survey – Integrated Study on Agriculture (see Box 6) 

http://www.nsomalawi.mw/nada/index.php/home
http://www.ifpri.org/dataset/malawi-complementary-panel-survey-cps-2000-2002


 

Mexico: 
 

Censo de Poblacion y Vivienda (Population and Housing Census) 
 
The most recent census were undertaken in 1990, 2000 and 2010.  The most recent census, as well 

as collecting information on population demographics and housing also includes data on public 

services including public transport, reported main problems affecting a community, access to water 

and sanitation facilities, street lighting and paved roads. 

 

Encuesta Nacional de Ocupacion Empleo (ENOE; Labor Force Survey/ National Occupation and 
Employment Survey) 
 
The ENOE is a consolidation of the Encuesta Nacional de Empleo Urbano (ENEU) and the  Encuesta 
Nacional de Empleo (ENE).  It started in 2005 and is undertaken monthly. 
 

Mexico National Rural Household Survey (ENHRUM) 

The first round of the survey (ENHRUM I) was carried out in 2003 and, among other things, 

assembled complete migration and local work histories from 1980 through 2002. In 2008, ENHRUM 

II re-visited households. Migration and local work life histories were updated but with a 12-year 

overlap extending back to 1990. By comparing migration recall data given by the same informant for 

the same years but at two different points in time, it is possible to test whether and to what extent 

informants’ memories of specific migration and local labor-market events changed over time.  

Evaluation of PROGRESA/ Opportunidades 

This evaluation is an experimental design and incorporates a panel survey of 24,000 households 

from 1999 to 2007.  More information and links to final dataset available from IFPRI 

 

Niger: 
 

Population and Housing Census 

Conducted in 1988 and 2001 

General Census of Agricultural and Livestock/ Recensement General de l’Agriculture et du Cheptel 

An agricultural census was undertaken in 1980 and then not again until 2010, when it included 

collecting data on agriculture.  The 2010 census used the new design developed by FAO for its World 

Census of Agriculture.  This aims to increase the accuracy of the data collected, particularly in terms 

of land area. 

Enquete Conjointe Sur La Vulnerabilite a L’Insecurite Alimentaire des Menages au Niger (CFSVA) 

http://www.ifpri.org/dataset/mexico-evaluation-progresa


Undertaken in 2006 in collaboration with FAO, UNICEF and WFP.  Collects household expenditure, 

number of meals usually taken, dietary diversity, wild food consumption, nutritional status of 

children, community infrastructure 

QUIBB Questonnaire Unifié sur les Indicateurs de Base du Bien-être 

This is a Core Welfare Indicator Questionnaire (CWIQ) and so follows the World Bank standard 

questionnaire to collect non-income measures of welfare.  Conducted in 2005. 

ESSOB Enquête Natonale sur la Qualité des Services Sociaux de Base 

Enquête nationale sur la Survie des enfants de 0 à 59 mois et la Mortalité (ESM) 

Conducted in 2010 

Pakistan: 

 
Population and Housing Census 1981, 1998, 2011 

Pakistan Social and Living Standards Measurement (PSLM) 

This provides a set of representative, population-based estimates of social indicators and their 

progress under the PRSP/MDGs. The sample size of PSLM surveys district level is approximately 

80000 households and approximately 18000 at Provincial level.  The project was initiated in 2004 

and will continue until 2015. 

The PSLM survey monitors 6 MDG targets and 13 indicators. The PSLM surveys are conducted at 

district level and at Provincial level respectively at alternate years. PSLM District level survey collects 

information on key social indicators whereas through provincial level surveys collects information on 

social indicators as well as on income and consumption (through the HIES) while  in specific sections 

information is also  collected about the number of employed people and their employment status, 

main sources of income; consumption patterns; the level of savings; and the consumption of the 

major food items.  

Another important objective of the PSLM Survey is to try to establish the distributional impact of 

development programs; whether the poor have benefited from the program or whether increased 

government expenditure on the social sectors has been captured by the better off.  

With UNDP, a map on Pakistan’s progress on different MDG indicators using the PSLM data: 

http://www.mdg.undp.org.pk/ 

Pakistan Labor Force Survey 

Conducted annually from 2001 (first survey collected in 1963).  The main objective of the survey is to 

collect comprehensive statistics on various dimensions of the country’s labour force to pave the way 

for skills development, planning, employment creation, assessing the role and importance of 

informal sector and sizing up the volume, characteristics and counters of employment. 

http://www.mdg.undp.org.pk/


Topics covered: educational attainment, employment status, labour migration, occupation, methods 

of looking for work, reasons for not being in the labour force. 

Pakistan socio-economic survey 

1998/99 visited 3500 households and is largely representative of the national population (covers 4 of 

5 provinces).  It collects information on income and expenditure, coverage by government social 

protection, availability of public services, housing facilities, health, anthropometry, ownership of 

land property and durable assets.  This was supposed to be a panel survey, with a subsequent round 

in 2001. 

Panel surveys in Pakistan:  

Pakistan panel survey (IFPRI) 

Covering 800 rural households, this panel survey consists of 14 rounds, undertaken between 

1986 and 1991.  Data is available from IFPRI.  

Pakistan rural household panel survey 

The first round, covering 2090 households was undertaken in 2012.  This is the first of four 

rounds, supported by IFPRI and USAID under the Pakistan Strategy Support Programme. The 

other rounds will take place annually until 2015 and the rounds will be linked to the previous 

IFPRI panel survey. 

Pakistan Panel Household Survey (formerly known as Pakistan Rural Household Survey) 

Undertaken by the Pakistan Institute of Development Economics this panel has three 

rounds; 2001, 2004 and 2010.  The first and second rounds cover just rural areas while the 

third round adds an urban component. 

Philippines 

 
Annual Poverty Indicators Survey (APIS) 

A nationwide representative sample survey designed to provide non-income indicators related to 

poverty at the national and regional levels. It is envisaged to take place in years when the Family 

Income and Expenditure Survey does not (that takes place every 3 years.  A pilot was conducted in 

1998 and surveys in 1999, 2002, 2004, 2007, 2008, 2010 and 2011.  APIS was not undertaken in 2001 

or 2005 due to budgetary constraints. 

Specifically the survey generates indicators which are correlated with poverty, such as indicators 

regarding the ownership or possession of house and lot, the types of the materials of the roofs and 

walls of their housing units, their access to safe water, the types of toilet facility they use in their 

homes, and presence of family members of specified characteristics such as children 6-12 years old 

enrolled in elementary, children 13-16 years old enrolled in high school, members 18 years old and 

over gainfully employed, working children 5-17 years old and family members with membership in 

http://www.ifpri.org/dataset/pakistan-panel-survey-1986-1991


any health, life and/or pre-need insurance system. It also includes some limited questions on 

sources of income and expenditure. 

 

Labor Force Survey 
 
Conducted quarterly, also a Survey on Children (SOC, aged 5 to 17 years).  This particularly focuses 
on working children, conducted in 1995, 2001 and 2011. 
 

Maternal and Child Health Survey (MCHS) 

Presents up-to-date data on prenatal and postpartum care, protection at birth against neonatal 

tetanus, breastfeeding, and immunization. The sample is all female members aged 15 to 49 years in 

the sample households in the Labor Force Survey (LFS), who have surviving children below three 

years of age.  Conducted in 2000 and 2011. 

Functional Literacy, Education and Mass Media Survey (FLEMMS) 

Conducted in 1989, 1994, 2003 and 2008.  This is a nationwide survey which gathers information on 

basic and functional literacy status, school enrolment and completion rates.  It also collects data on 

exposure to mass media. 

Population and Housing Census 

This is conducted every 5 years, starting in 1960 (the 2005 census was moved to 2007 due to 

budgetary constraints).  The most recent was in 2010. 
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