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I.
INTRODUCTION

1.
As international migration continues to grow and become increasingly important there is a parallel need to improve the collection and quality of migration data.  This need is the result of many factors, including difficulty within the international statistical community in coming to terms with common definitions of migration, data collection issues (e.g. migration is often a relatively rare event in the population), difficulty measuring the actual size of migration, as well as lack of information to measure the impact of migration on both receiving and sending countries.  An example of the latter is the dearth of information about migrant worker remittances, which has become an increasingly important part of sending countries’ economies.

2.
Current measurement of remittances is derived from “Balance of Payment” sources, but suffers from a number of limitations.  These include the inability of banks to distinguish between short- and long-term migrants; lack of information about "informal" (e.g. hand-carried) or “in-kind” (e.g. goods) remittances; the exclusion of transactions made at money transfer centres (which make up a large percentage of remittances); the inability to identify flows (where remittances came from, went); and different recording and reporting practices of Balance of Payments (BOP) across countries, and even within countries, over time.  Household survey data can help alleviate these limitations by collecting information, for example, on whether household members ever send or receive remittances, their frequency, the amount of money and value of goods remitted, the mode of sending/delivery, the characteristics of remittance senders and receivers, and what remittance payments are spent on. 

3.
The International Labour Office (ILO) is currently involved in a project to improve the measurement of international labour migration data, including migrant remittances, through the utilization of specialized survey questions, which can be added to pre-existing household surveys.  Several questions are currently being tested in two countries, Thailand and Armenia, to gauge their utility.

II.
REMITTANCE DATA

4.
Recent World Bank estimates put the total amount of global remittances sent at 167 billion dollars, making them the second most important source of external financing for developing countries, after direct foreign investment, and even larger than foreign aid.
  This total has been growing (doubled in past 5 years) and is likely to continue to increase in the future. Migrant sending countries are believed to receive many benefits from remittances, foremost being the reduction of poverty, with associated increases in household investment in education, health, and entrepreneurship. 

5.
However, the validity and reliability of official remittance data are poor, and the aforementioned estimate of 167 billion dollars is likely much lower than the actual amount.  Official measures of remittances come from “Balance of Payment” (BOP) data released by the International Monetary Fund (IMF), as reported to them by Central Banks of individual countries.  These figures generally only count official remittance transfers made through banks, thus miss most transactions with alternative money sending agents (e.g. Money Transfer Operators), as well as informal methods of remittance transmittal.  Findings from household surveys suggest BOP remittance totals should add 50% more to the total remittance flows, while other research suggests the actual amount could be two to three times larger than what is officially reported.
  

6.
There are three components of the BOP balance sheet which are usually considered to make up remittance payments: migrant remittances, employee compensation, and migrant transfers.  In brief, “migrant” or “worker” remittances are defined as private transfers (in cash or in kind) made from resident to non-resident households in other countries (in other words, from migrant workers considered “residents” of the host country to households resident in their country of origin).  “Residency” is determined by having lived for at least one-year in the host country, regardless of visa status.  During the first year of living in another country, migrant household members are still considered to be part of their original household in their country of origin.  Per this definition, migrants in the country for less than one year (non-residents) can not make remittance transfers, but rather all transactions are instead considered to be part of the “compensation of employees” (in fact, the entire income of a non-resident migrants is included in this category).  By definition, “compensation of employees” is the entire income received by individuals while working in a country other than the one in which they are resident, for work performed in and paid by a resident of the host country.  The third remittance component is “migrant transfers,” or the total net worth of migrants transferred from one country to another at the initial time of migration (considered for up to one year).  The great majority of remittance flows reported by BOP statements are placed in the “migrant remittance” category.  For example, in 2003, of the total amount of “remittances” reported globally by IMF, 86% was reported under the category worker remittances, 13% as employee compensation, and just 1% as migrant transfers.

7.
This BOP method is severely limited because countries (e.g. Central Banks) often have difficulty reporting remittance data per IMF’s guidelines.  Banks are not normally able to distinguish between short- and long-term migrants, which make the identification of residents and non-residents difficult.  This lack of residency information creates inconsistencies in how countries report data to IMF.  Due to this problem, most researchers add all three relevant BOP components to yield one figure for migrant remittances.  In addition, many countries do not even report remittance data on their BOP sheets (for example, in 2003, 87 countries did not do this, including important labour migrant receiving countries like Canada and the UAE).
  Even for countries that do provide data, there are inconsistencies between what is included in each category, as well as the method used to calculate it.  Most countries use actual transactions made, but others use alternative sources to compute an average remittance figure, and then multiply this by the total migrant population.  Also, for any given year of IMF-reported data, countries often supply data based on different year vintages.  There are even inconsistencies within countries in how and what they report as BOP items from year to year.  All these factors conspire to make it very difficult to create comparable datasets across countries and over time. 

8.
Unfortunately, problems are not limited to inconsistent country reporting.  There are a number of other transactions that are normally considered to be forms of remittance payments, but are not usually included in BOP remittance data, including remittances made “in-kind,” such as payments made on behalf of relatives or friends in the home country (e.g. school or medical bills), remittances in the form of household goods (e.g. televisions, washing machines, etc.), and donations to origin-country institutions.  Often these sorts of remittances are misclassified as export revenue, tourism receipts, and/or FDI (foreign direct investment) in the BOP reports.   

9.
In addition, small remittance transactions made at banks often go unrecorded (there is often a minimum amount that needs to be sent in order to be counted), and as mentioned earlier, many formal and informal remittance flows also go unrecorded.  Most formal transactions made outside of a bank, such as using post offices, travel agencies, exchange bureaus, or money transfer operators, are not recorded.  In many parts of the world these are the most common means of sending remittance payments.  There is also a lack of information about "informal" (e.g. hand-carried) remittances.  The amount of dependence on informal methods of remittance transmission differs by the migrant’s country of origin, but is estimated to be very high in some places (such as Africa).

10.
Finally, BOP data are not able to identify specific flows of where remittance payments are going (e.g. how much is sent to particular countries).  Some researchers derive these estimates by using stock data on the immigrant population to redistribute the total amount of remittance payments sent to individual countries, but this method is lacking in that it assumes all migrants send the same amount of money, regardless of their education level, country of origin, or other characteristics. 

11.
While the description above paints a rather bleak picture of the current state of migrant remittance data, household survey data can help compensate for some of these limitations.  For example, household survey data can not only help measure the true size and trends of remittance flows through the measurement of remittances made in-cash and in-kind, but also by determining the means of remittance transmittal, e.g. what percentage of remittances are sent via non-bank or informal channels.  Remittance estimates could then be adjusted using this information normally missing from BOP methods.  In addition, household surveys can inform us about the characteristics of migrant remittance senders, as well as the characteristics of remittance recipients.  These in turn can help measure the impact remittances have on individuals residing in migrant sending and receiving countries.  

12.
The primary advantage of collecting remittance data via household surveys is increased knowledge about the subject matter at hand.  There are already a number of World Bank sponsored household surveys which include questions on migrant remittances (e.g. Living Standards Measurement Surveys, specialized surveys of African migrants in Belgium, Morocco, etc.).  ILO’s project differs from these in that it promotes using national Labour Force Surveys (LFS), rather than conducting specialized surveys.  This is advantageous for countries that already conduct labour force surveys, or plan to conduct them, in that there are associated cost reductions when using a pre-existing survey, since the infrastructure for sample selection, data collection, data processing, and analysis is already in place.  In addition, LFS sample sizes are usually quite large and representative of the country’s working age population.  Labour force surveys are also conducted regularly (monthly in many countries, or at least annually in most), which would provide consistent and reliable data on remittances.  Finally, detailed information on the labour force characteristics of migrants should already be collected by the survey, thus additional questions on this would not need to be added.  

13.
ILO’s project is somewhat limited in terms of its scope.  First, it deals solely with the measurement of international migrant remittances and does not tackle the issue of internal migration remittances, which make up a large proportion of total remittance flows in some parts of the world.  Second, it does not include questions related to the World Bank sponsored policy initiative of reducing remittance transmittal costs, since they did not seem appropriate for this project.  According to many, a reduction in formal transmittal costs (e.g. bank fees) would increase the amount of remittances sent by migrants, thus further reduce poverty in other parts of the world.  A more cynical view of this policy initiative posits that banks would like to be more involved in a multi-billion dollar industry, and that increased remittances could increase the dependence of developing countries on such payments thereby impeding economic development in some industrial sectors.  Lastly, it should be noted that some countries expressed a reluctance to change what is currently collected on their LFS.  While most think information about migration processes is important, many do not believe the LFS is an appropriate vehicle for these sorts of questions.  However, given the inexorable link between migration and labour, I personally disagree with this assessment, and believe that labour force surveys can be an important source for the measurement of labour migration, despite some limitations.    

III.
THE GENERAL PROJECT  

14.
ILO, with funding support from the World Bank, has developed a large migration module for attachment to household surveys.  This module includes questions meant to measure various dimensions of labour migration, of which remittances, both sent and received, are an important part.  Questions from the module are being tested by the National Statistical Offices of Armenia and Thailand, and include questions on both monetary and in-kind remittances.  
15.
In addition to remittances, as part of the larger migration module, questions have been developed to measure other dimensions of international migration, including basic information on country of birth, citizenship, and previous residence.  For immigrants, further information can be collected about migration history, migration networks, intent of duration of stay, pre-migration status and activity (e.g. characteristics at time of move, reasons for moving), arrival to country (e.g. visa status, employment information), fertility, language acquisition, and current work situation.  There are also separate questions for people who have moved back to their country of origin, and for those with household members living abroad.  Because of funding limitations and the number of questions which can be added to surveys, most of the migration module questions are not currently being tested in the field, though more could be tested at a later date.  

16.
The output of this project will be a series of migration questions, either developed for inclusion as a separate migration module, or to be simply added to household surveys.  Different question emphases have been developed on the basis of whether the country is an immigration sending or receiving nation (especially with regards to remittances). Several questions were developed in conjunction with the national statistical offices of Armenia and Thailand, and field-testing has been or is in the process of being carried out, using pre-existing labour force survey sampling frameworks.  After these data are collected, the data will be analyzed and results evaluated.  Successful questions can then be added to countries’ national labour force surveys, thereby improving the collection of labour migration statistics.  By working with several diverse countries, international participation towards the improvement and availability of comparable labour migration data is also gained.

17.
There are a number of potential weaknesses which need to be kept in mind when using labour force surveys (and household surveys in general) to measure labour migration, particularly remittances.  First, given that migration is a relatively rare event, and LFS are drawn from a sample of the population, there are potential sample size problems, particularly if the migrant population is small.  Even with a large sample size, it would be difficult to use LFS data to estimate flows, and possibly even stocks, of international migrants.  However, once data has been collected over several years it would be possible to “pool” multiple years of data, which could help improve its analytic power.  Survey coverage of the migrant population could also be a problem.  Many countries exclude foreigners and/or those living in group quarters (where many migrants, particularly temporary, tend to live) from their labour force survey samples.  There is also the problem of non-response, especially for illegal (or undocumented) migrants, who will be less likely to answer the survey or be reported by a head-of-household.  Finally, particularly for the measurement of remittances (or any income data), there are issues of data recall and accuracy when collecting information with a survey instrument. 

18.
However, potential benefits could outweigh these weaknesses.  Once questions have been developed, they could be replicated in other countries (though there might be some translation and cultural issues with question wording), and when used in conjunction with pre-existing survey mechanisms be more cost efficient than conducting specialized surveys.  In general, labour force surveys are conducted regularly, and sample sizes are relatively large, as they need to provide nationally representative data on a timely basis.  Household surveys can also provide good information on the personal characteristics of migrant remittance senders and receivers, as well as help measure the impact of remittances on their lives.  Improved information about remittances from a wide variety of sources, as well as about non-recorded and informal methods of transmittals, can be used to adjust BOP estimates which lack this sort of information.  All of these factors make the addition of migration questions to the LFS beneficial for the measurement of international migration, particularly remittances. The next section discusses in greater detail the current ILO project in Armenia and Thailand, with particular emphasis on Armenia. 

IV.
COUNTRY-SPECIFIC PROJECTS 

19.
Migration questions are currently being tested in Armenia and Thailand.  Armenia is representative of a migration sending country, with current high rates of emigration to Russia, and historical emigration to countries like Syria, Lebanon, Western Europe, and the United States.  Thailand is an example of a country that is both a sending and receiving nation, drawing many immigrants from surrounding countries in South East Asia, while also sending emigrants to many parts of the Western world and the Middle East.  Different subsets of questions from the larger ILO migration module were chosen to be tested in each country, depending on what was currently available on the labour force survey and needs of each country. 
20.
In Thailand, test questions have been added to a pre-existing migration module on their regular LFS.  Thailand’s LFS is conducted monthly and has been in existence since 1963.  In 2005, a migration module was added to their existing LFS and is conducted during the 4th quarter (October-December) with a sample of about 15,000 households.  ILO has funded the testing of an additional twenty questions.  These additional questions include information about place of birth, citizenship and citizenship acquisition, year of first and most recent entry, and educational attainment.  In addition, questions about methods used to send remittances and goods sent have been added to the pre-existing “remittance sent” section of the module.  Finally, several new questions on remittances received (ever sent, relationship of recipient, frequency of sending, value of money/goods, methods used to send, main use of money) are also being tested.  This survey is currently in the field in Thailand with final results expected from the National Statistical Office by the end of March. 

21.
Armenia has been conducting nationally representative labour force surveys since 1996, but it has yet to include migration questions on this survey.  Due to issues of fieldwork organization, efficiency of monitoring, and data processing schedules, we elected to not test the migration module questions on the actual labour force survey, but rather on a special survey representative of the entire Republic of Armenia.  The survey was finalized in August and field work carried out by the National Statistical Service of Armenia in September of this year, with an independent nationally representative sample of 1,500 households, which is equivalent to about half of this year’s LFS sample.  It was structured so that it could be added to a regular Labour Force Survey with little difficulty at a later date. 

(See Annex 1 –Armenia Migration Survey-)

22.
The Armenia Migration Survey questionnaire contains about forty questions, most of which deal with remittance issues. The first part of the survey collects basic information about members of the household, including relationship to household head, sex, age, educational attainment, marital status, place of birth, citizenship, and whether they have left the country (for a job) for 3 months or longer since 1990. 

23.
Additional questions are asked of the head of household, as well as 16 year and older household members who have lived outside Armenia since 1990.  For those who have lived outside Armenia, basic migration history and remittance sent information are collected, such as the name of last country lived in for longer than three months, when the respondent first moved to that country, when he/she most recently moved back to Armenia, if they worked while abroad, and if they ever sent money or goods to friends or relatives in Armenia.  The next set of questions is about remittances received, asked of the head of household for all household members currently living abroad.  This collects information on their relationship to the head of household, in what country he/she lives, when he/she moved to that country, if he/she ever sent money home, and whether he/she is currently working abroad.  For those living abroad who have ever sent money, questions about when the person first sent money, when the person last sent money, how many times money has been received over the past twelve months, and the total value of money sent in the past twelve months are asked.   

24.
Next, the question of whether the respondent has ever received money from any other person (non-household member) is asked.  If “yes,” then information about the sender is collected, such as relationship to head, in what country the person lives in, if this person currently works, when first received money from this person, last time received money, number of times and total value of received money over past 12 months.  Finally, for those who have received money from any person living abroad (both household and non-household members), information is collected from the head of household about the methods used most frequently to send money, what the money enabled them to do, whether they have ever received goods from someone living abroad over the past twelve months, and the value of these goods. 

V.
CONCLUSION

25.
Given that the project is still underway, it is too early to judge whether or not it has been a success.  Initial field testing of questions has begun, and in Thailand there has been some difficulty of recall among lower educational-attainment groups as well as an apparent undermeasurement of illegal/undocumented migrants, though in general, data collection is going smoothly.  The quality of the collected data remains to be seen.  

26.
There were some difficulties crafting survey questions to effectively measure “net” remittances, and while these questions are included on the larger ILO migration module, none of these questions are being tested in Armenia or Thailand.  There was also some difficulty settling on a “time reference” to operationalize migrants.  We use a three-month interval, in accordance with the UN recommendations for determining a short-term migrant.  Asking for time of move allows us to identify long-term migrants (twelve-month residents), but we are still missing those away for under three months (who constitute much of the remittances found in the BOP “employee compensation” category).  Finally, there was also some difficulty operationalizing the measurement of “in-kind” remittances, such as “goods.”  An attempt has been made, and is being tested, but time will tell how well the questions collect the desired information.  However, if (some of) these questions are proven to be reasonable indicators of labour migration and remittances, we would encourage other countries to adopt similar measures on their current labour force surveys as a way to improve the collection and measurement of these types of data.  

27.
Results from these surveys could be used to model and adjust currently published remittance data from Balance of Payments sources, by including information about the proportion of remittances paid via non-bank sources, such as money-transfer-operators, informal means, and in-kind sources.  Alternatively, an average amount of remittances sent by migrant by country of origin could be calculated and used for calculation of total remittances.  In addition to rough estimates of where migrants come from, this data could also be used to help determine the size of remittance flows sent to specific origin countries.  If not exact figures, at least indicators for inclusion in macroeconomic regression models could be extracted from the results.  Hopefully countries will adopt the usage of household surveys to further the study and improve the measurement of remittance data, which in turn will give us a clearer picture of the true size and impact of migrant remittances throughout the world. 
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	NATIONAL STATISTICAL SERVICE REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA


	


ARMENIA MIGRATION  SURVEY 

Q U E S T I O N N A I R E

	Confidentiality of the information presented is guaranteed by Law RA On State Statistics.

According to the Law RA On State Statistics, the information obtained during the interview will be published only in the summarized form for analysis of the statistics on population migration.


GENERAL INFORMATION ON HOUSEHOLD

PART A.

	1. 
	 Household Number
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	Marz (name)
	
	
	

	3. 
	Community (name)
	
	
	
	

	4. 
	Settlement (Urban-1/ Rural -2) 
	
	
	


PART B. RESULTS OF INTERVIEW
	5. 
	 Interview has been held
	

	6. 
	Nobody at home
	

	7. 
	Empty or non-residential dwelling (apartment, house)
	

	8. 
	The address is used for other reasons
	

	9. 
	Refuses to let in, answer
	

	10. 
	Other, specify __________________
	


PART C.

	11. 
	 Interviewer: __________________
	

	
	
	
	08
	2006

	12. 
	Coder: __________________
	
	
	
	
	09
	2006


                                            (First name, Surname)                                                                 (number)                   (signature)

PART D.

	NN.
	First name
 
	Relationship to household head
	Sex
	Age

(number of completed years at the moment of interview)
	Educational level

(6 years and over)


	16  years and over

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Marital status


	Where were you born? (use current national borders)
	Are you currently a citizen of Armenia?

	Have you left to other country for more than 3 months since 1990?
	Did you complete the “Modul- Question​naire”?           
	If  “No”, 

please specify the reason



	
	
	(code see below)
	1. Male                     2. Female                     
	Age of children under 1 year 

specify ‘0’


	11. No primary

 2. Primary

 3. General basic                                                                                                       

 4. Secondary

 5. Vocational

 6. Secondary  specialized                                

 7. Incomplete tertiary 

 8. Tertiary  

 9. Post-graduate
	1. Never married 

2. Married

3. Consensual  union 

4. Separated, Divorced                     5. Widowed

	1. RA

2.Other (specify the name of the country) 

The shaded rows are filled by NSS
	1. Yes
2. No (specify country of citizenship)

3. Stateless

The shaded rows are filled by NSS
	1. Yes

2. No ( End of interview, except for household head
	1. Yes

2. No( 24
	1. Refuses to answer                                                  2.Lingering disease, physical disability                                                                                 3. Temporary (up to 1 year) absence from the RA  

4. Long-term (more than 1 year) absence from the RA

5. Forced Army 

6. Other, specify _______________________

	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18
	19
	20
	21
	22
	23
	24

	1
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	
	
	¹






























































































































	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	

	Relationship to household head (col. 15)

	1. Head
	7. Parent-in-law 

	2. Spouse
	8. Grandparent

	3. Son/daughter
	9. Grandchild

	4. Parent
	10. Other relative

	5. Sibling
	11. Not related

	6. Son/daughter-in-law 
	


	
	NATIONAL STATISTICAL SERVICE REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA


	

	

	Confidentiality of the information presented is guaranteed by Law RA On State Statistics.

According to the Law RA On State Statistics, the information obtained during the interview will be published only in the summarized form for analysis of the statistics on population migration.


	The questionnaire should filled for 16 and over household (h/h)  members.


	Household Number
	Marz
(name)
	Community

(name)
	Urban-1 

Rural -2
	Interviewer Number

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


ARMENIA MIGRATION  SURVEY

M O D U L E - Q U E S T I O N N A I R E

	PART E: MIGRATION HISTORY AND REMITTANCES
 (this part is filled based on the answers of household members 16 and over)



	N/N
	
	By household members
	Skip to q.

	A
	B
	1
	2
	3
	

	
	The name of respondent.....................................................................
	
	
	
	

	1. 
	N/N in PART D, column 13 ................................ ...............................
	
	
	
	( 2

	2.
	What was the last country you lived in for longer than 3 months? (specify the country)
	
	
	
	( 3

	
	filled by coder
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.
	When did you first move to that country? (since 1990)
	
	
	
	

	
	- month .......................................................................……......................….
	
	
	
	
	
	
	( 4

	
	- year................................……….………...... ….………...............................
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.
	When did you most recently come back to live in this country?
	
	
	
	

	
	- month.........................................................................……......................….
	
	
	
	
	
	
	( 5

	
	- year  ....... .....................……….………...... ….………...............................
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5.
	While living in X were you  ever engaged in some kind of work, either for yourself or for someone else?
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes..................................................................................................................
	1
	1
	1
	( 6

	
	No....................................................................................................................
	2
	2
	2
	

	6.
	While living in X did you ever send money or goods back to friends or relatives in this country? 
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes..................................................................................................................
	1
	1
	1
	End of interview, except for household head 

	
	No....................................................................................................................
	2
	2
	2
	


PART F: REMITTANCES RECEIVED

 (questions are addressed to h/h head for each h/h member living abroad)

	7.
	Do any h/h members who previously resided in this h/h currently live abroad?

	
	Yes..............................................................................................................................................
	1
	( 8

	
	No............................................................................................................ ................................................................
	2
	( 18

	
	Name of h/h members currently live abroad
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	N/N from PART D, column 13
	
	
	
	( 9

	9.
	Relationship to h/h head from PART D, column 15
	
	
	
	( 10

	10.
	In what country does he/she live? (specify the country)
	
	
	
	( 11

	
	filled in by coder
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11.
	When did he/she move to COUNTRY?
	
	
	
	

	
	- month................................................................................……......................….
	
	
	
	
	
	
	( 12

	
	- year.....................……….………...... ….………................................................
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12.
	Has he/she ever sent money home?
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes......................................................................................................
	1
	1
	1
	( 13

	
	No............................................................................................................................
	2
	2
	2
	

	13.
	Does X currently work?
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes......................................................................................................
	1
	1
	1
	( 14

	
	No............................................................................................................................
	2
	2
	2
	

	
	Don’t know............................................................................................................
	3
	3
	3
	


ATTENTION!

· If “2.No” response was specified for any h/h member in 12., end interview for this h/h member.  
	14.
	How long after leaving your household did he/she first send money home?
	
	
	
	

	
	- week (specify if less than  1 month) ........................................................................................
	
	
	
	( 15

	
	- month (specify if less than  a year) ......................................................................................
	
	
	
	

	
	- year (specify the  number of )................................................................................................
	
	
	
	

	15.
	When did he/she last send money?
	
	
	
	

	
	- month................................................................................……...............…….….
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	- year.....................……….……….......….………..............................................................
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	if 15. ( 12 month ( 16
	

	
	if 15. > 12 month ( 18
	
	
	
	

	16.
	Over the past 12 months, how many times have you received money from this person? (specify) 
	
	
	
	( 17

	17.
	Over the past 12 months, what is the total value of money you have received from this person? 
(more than one answer is possible)
	$ US
	
	
	
	( 18

	
	
	€ 
	
	
	
	

	
	
	RUR
	
	
	
	

	
	
	other
	
	
	
	


	18.
	Have you or any other h/h member ever received any money from any other person living abroad? 
	

	
	Yes............................................................................................................... ................................
	1
	( 19

	
	No..............................................................................................................................................................................
	2
	( 
PART H


PART G: H/H  MEMBER WHO RECEIVES REMITTANCES FROM AND 
HIS/HER  RELATIONSHIP TO H/H  HEAD

 (questions are addressed to h/h head for each h/h member who receives money from)

	
	Name of person who receives money from
	
	
	
	

	19. 
	N/N - from PART D, column 13
	
	
	
	( 20

	20.
	Relationship to h/h head from PART D, column 15
	
	
	
	( 21

	21.
	In what country do(es) they (he/she) (sender) live? 

(specify the country)
	
	
	
	( 22

	
	filled in by coder
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22.
	Does X currently work?
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes.....................................................................................................
	1
	1
	1
	( 23

	
	No............................................................................................................................
	2
	2
	2
	

	
	Don’t know............................................................................................................
	3
	3
	3
	

	23.
	When was the first time you received any money from this person?
	
	
	
	

	
	· month.................................................................................…......….........
	
	
	
	
	
	
	( 24

	
	· year... .......................................................................................……........
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	24.
	When was the last time you received any money from this person?
	
	
	
	

	
	- month..............................................................................……......................
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	- year ………....................……….…….........….………...............................
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	if 24. ( 12 month ( 25
	

	
	if 24. > 12 month (  End of the interview

	25.
	Over the past 12 months, how many times have you received money from this person? (specify)
	
	
	
	( 26

	26.
	Over the past 12 months, what is the total value of money you have received from this person (specify) (more than one answer is possible)
	$ US
	
	
	
	End of the interview

	
	
	€ 
	
	
	
	

	
	
	RUR
	
	
	
	

	
	
	other
	
	
	
	


PART H: THE RECEIVED REMITTANCES FROM ALL SOURCES 

(questions are addressed to h/h head)  

ATTENTION!

· If PART F 12.=2 ( for any h/h member) and F 18.=2, then(  PART H item 29.  
	24.
	What methods were used most frequently to send money to your household over the past 12 months? (more than one answer is possible)
	Processing code
	

	
	- Bank Transfer (cheques, drafts, direct deposits, etc) .........................................................
	1
	( 28

	
	- MTO (Money Transfer Organization, e.g. Western Union)  ...........................................
	2
	

	
	- Post office (money order, etc.)   ................…......……….......... ...............................................
	3
	

	
	- Agent/courier................................................................. ...................................................................
	4
	

	
	- Personally carried it (on home visits) .....................................................................................
	5
	

	
	- Sent through friends/ relatives traveling home......................................................................
	6
	

	
	- Other, specify...............................................................................…………...................................
	7
	

	25.
	Considering money received over the past 12 months, did the money enable you or other h/h members to do any of the following? (more than one answer is possible)
	
	

	
	- Buy food and/or clothing for family........................................................................................
	1
	( 29

	
	- Buy other household goods.........................................................................................................
	2
	

	
	- Pay for schooling/vocational training of household member………………….………..
	3
	

	
	- Pay off medical bills.....................................................................................................................
	4
	

	
	- Pay off debts...................................................................................................................................
	5
	

	
	- Pay for wedding, funeral, or other social function...............................................................
	6
	

	
	- Pay for visit abroad (travel).........................................................................................................
	7
	

	
	- Buy land..................................................................................................………..............................
	8
	

	
	- Rent more land................................................................................................................................
	9
	

	
	- Improve land....................................................................................................................................
	10
	

	
	- Buy farm inputs/implements.......................................................................................................
	11
	

	
	- Invest in non-farm business........................................................................................................
	12
	

	
	- Other financial investment..........................................................................................................
	13
	

	
	- Buy/improve house/Home construction..................................................................................
	14
	

	
	- Save money (bank or post office savings)...................... ......................................................
	15
	

	
	- Other, specify..................................................................................................................................
	16
	

	26.
	 Apart from money, have you or any other household members received any goods from someone living abroad over the past 12 months?

	
	Yes..........................................................................................................................…………...............
	1
	( 30  

	
	No........................................................................................................................…………...................
	2
	End of the interview

	27.
	What items (including food) have you received over the past 12 months, what was their estimated value, and how were these items sent or brought to you (more than one answer is possible)?

	
	a)Type of good(s)
	b) Quantity
	c) Estimated value
	d) Method used to send goods (see the codes above)

	
	
	
	AMD
	$ US
	

	
	- Vehicle............................................. 
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	- Electronics........................................ 
	2
	
	
	
	

	
	- Clothing (including shoes)………… 
	3
	
	
	
	

	
	- Other, specify .................. .............. 
	4
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	Method codes

	
	
	
	
	- Post office.....................
	1

	
	
	
	
	- Shipped/Road................
	2

	
	
	
	
	- Air freight.....................
	3

	
	
	
	
	- Carried personally ........
	4

	
	
	
	
	- Carried by relatives...... 
	5

	
	
	
	
	- Carried by friends........
	6

	
	
	
	
	- Other, specify................
	7


On sincerity of interviewee (interviewer’s conclusion)
	13. 
	 Were sincere 
	

	14. 
	Sometimes insincere 
	

	15. 
	Mostly insincere 
	


	
	 Operator 1:________________________
	

	
	
	
	09
	2006

	
	 Operator 2:________________________
	
	
	
	
	09
	2006


                                            (First name, Surname)                                                                 (number)                   (signature)
	                                                                            
	


Thank you for taking the time to answer our questions









( This paper has been prepared by Jason P. Schachter at the invitation of the secretariat. This paper represents the views of the author and not necessarily those of the International Labour Office.
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