APPENDIX 1f:
Sampling procedure for the Vietnam
Household Living Standard Survey (VHLSS) 2004

This note describes the sampling procedure used during the 2004 Vietnam Household Living
Standard Survey (VHLSS 2004).

1. Background

The VHLSS 2004 consists in reality of two surveys: an income only and an income and
expenditure survey. A total of 37,200 households were interviewed for the income only survey
and a further 9,300 for the income and expenditure survey. Thus, a total of 46,500 household
interviews were carried out in 2004.

To understand the sampling procedure it is useful by way of introduction to distinguish among
five different layers or aggregation levels, noting that these layers do not in all cases correspond
to units used for other government administrative purposes.

Vietnam as a whole is the most aggregate, national level.

The 61 provinces of Vietnam make up the second level. Households from all 61 provinces
were interviewed during the survey.

The commune level is the third layer, and 10,511 communes are located across the 61
provinces of Vietnam. Households from 3,100 of these communes were interviewed
(either for the income only or for the income and expenditure survey). No households
were interviewed from the remaining 7,411 communes.

Three Enumeration Areas (EAS) in each of the 3,100 communes selected for interviewing
make up the so-called master sample.® These 9,000 EAs are the fourth level of
aggregation. Households from 3,100 of these 9,000 EAs (located in 3,100 different
communes) were interviewed for the VHLSS 2004 in clusters of 15 with one cluster from
each EA. No households were interviewed from the remaining 5,900 EAs.

A total of 46,500 individual households make up the fifth and most disaggregated level.

2. Master Sampling

Sampling related to the master sample was carried out in five steps:

1 Each commune is partitioned into a varying number of Enumeration Areas

(EAs) based on the 1999 census, which lists all Vietnamese households. Each EA

contains by design around 100 household. The master sample was designed for

household surveys to be carried out from 2002-2010.



e The 61 provinces of Vietnam were each allocated a number of communes (adding up as
already noted to a total of 3,100) using as weights the proportion of the square root of
each provincial population to the sum of the square roots of all 61 provincial populations.?

e The 61 allocated numbers of communes were split by province in two between rural and
urban areas according to the provincial rural and urban population shares.

e In each province, separate lists of all rural and urban communes were made in
“geographical order”, moving from the North East to the South West provincial corner,
registering as well the accumulated number of households as shown in the example
below. The sampling of the rural and urban communes in each province was subsequently
carried out by applying the interval method to the 122 (2 x 61) rural-urban provincial lists
of households.® Thus, the first commune was in each case picked randomly, and the
relevant intervals were calculated by dividing the total number of rural and urban
households in a given province with the relevant number of communes to be selected (as
set out in the previous step).

e In each of the 3,100 commune selected above, three EAs were sampled randomly giving
the master sample of 9,000 EAs.

e In each EA, 15 households were randomly chosen, giving a total master sample of
139,500 households (3,100 communes x 3 EAs x 15 households).

3. VHLSS 2004 Sampling and Interviewing

The 3,100 EAs (corresponding to 46,500 households in clusters of 15) used for the VHLSS 2004
were drawn from the master sample in such a way that households in all 3,100 communes were
interviewed in one of the two types of surveys. Accordingly, in each of the 3,100 communes, one
EA out of the three in the master sample was randomly selected.

These 3,100 EAs (from each their commune) were subsequently randomly divided into two
groups of respectively 2,350 and 750 enumeration areas. This was done to arrive at the actual

2 The use of the square roots as weights implies that thinly populated
provinces are overrepresented in the national sample. Appropriate adjustments
therefore have to be made when national results are derived. However, the
approach taken does make it possible to derive representative conclusions at

the province level.

3 The interval method means that if for example five different areas
(communes) have to be selected from a list of 30 the analyst selects one area
randomly and then every sixth entry starting with the randomly selected one.
This implies in the present example that area 1 and 7 are selected together;

as are 2 and 8, 3 and 9 etc.



households, which were interviewed in respectively the income only (9,300) and income and
expenditure (37,200) surveys.

The actual interviewing was carried out during 2004 as follows:

e In May, half of the sample of 46,500 households were interviewed. Of which 4650
households (from 310EAs) interviewed income only and 18,600 households (from 1,240
EAs) were interviewed expenditure.

e In September, the remain households of the sample were interviewed.
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Appendix 2

1. Index of Inconsistency

The index of inconsistency are the principal measures of response
variance for a particular response category. Random errors of measurement
in the survey process (non-sampling error) add variability to the data we
collect from respondents. When the errors are not correlated with the
answers or with each other, we call this variability, simple response
variance."

The index of inconsistency estimates the ratio of response variance to

total variance for a question answer. It is a relative
measure of response variance.

If the estimate of the index is:

e less than 20, response variance is low.
e between 20 and 50, response variance is moderate.
e greater than 50, response variance is high.

Any of these factors may cause high response variance:

e The methods used to collect the data need improvements. For
example, the question may be unclear.

e The concept itself may not be measurable.

e Respondents may not provide reliable information to the level of
detail asked.

2. Formula:



Number of responses to the same question by category
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Appendix 3f: List of organizations participate the
workshop for introducing the results of testing on
disability questionnaire and using of the disability
module iIntegrated in VLSS2006 (26 April 2006).

No Organization

1 Ministry of Education and Training -MOET

2 Ministry of Health - MOH

3 Ministry of Labor, Invalid and Social Affair -
MOLISA

4 Committee for Population, Family and Children

- CPFC

5 Government Office

6 Committee for Social issues of National
Congress

7 Representatives of Disability Associations

8 World Concern Development Organization

9 Save Children Sweden

10 ILO Ha Noi

11 | Medical Committee Netherlands-Vietnam (MCNV)

12 NGO Resource Center

13 | Vietnam Veterans of America Foundation (VVAF)

14 | JICA representative Ha Noi

15 |Disability Forum Viet Nam

16 | HVO

17 |DFID representative Ha Noi

18 | USAID representative Ha Noi

19 | Handicap International - HI

20 | Vietnam Assistance for Handicapped




21 | Volunteer Service Oversea - VSO
22 | UNFPA Ha Noi

23 | UNICEF Ha Noi

24 | WHO Ha Noi

25 |WB Ha Noi

26 ILO Ha Noi
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