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Overview
• Currently in the middle of the development of 

multiple instruments for SIPP.
• Testing the possibility of using event history 

calendar hybrid instrument to facilitate annual 
administration of SIPP.

• Two planned evaluations 
– 2008 Paper Test – (The test we are discussing here)
– 2009 Dress Rehearsal – (CAPI EHC Hybrid test)

• Subject to available funding.
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SIPP Basics

• National panel survey - sample size between 
about 11,000 to 36,700 interviewed households

• The duration of each panel from 2½ yrs to 4 yrs 
• The SIPP sample is a multistage-stratified sample 

of the U.S. civilian noninstitutionalized population
• The survey uses a 4-month recall period
• The sample is divided into 4 rotation groups for 

monthly interviewing
• Interviews are conducted by personal visit and by 

decentralized telephone
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Timeline of SIPP/DEWS/Re-engineered SIPP
2005
• December –

– Direct conversion of 2004 Panel instrument to BLAISE instrument and SAS processing 
system halted.

2006
• January through May

– Beginning of interagency discussions on the future plans for SIPP.
– CEPR “Save the SIPP Letter” – Existing data alternatives developed.

• June through December –
– Brookings Workshop – presentation of alternatives concerns over data gap / 

administrative records / existing data options.
– August open meeting - presentation of event history calendar instrument plans.
– December open meeting - more details on content and structure of the program. 

2007
• January through May –

– CNSTAT Panel presentation
– Announce plans to continue 2004 panel with reduced sample
– Topical content meetings held with stakeholders 

• June to Present –
– Appropriations proposed to provide funding to continue SIPP in 2008.
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Event History Calendars

• “…the use of event history calendars has 
considerable potential in assisting 
respondents to reconstruct their personal 
pasts more completely and accurately, 
maximizing the quality of retrospective 
reports.”
– Dr. Robert Belli 

University of Nebraska



6

SIPP calendar aided interview test
1989 to 1991
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Evaluation of EHC Instruments
• Event history calendar instruments evaluated on numerous 

occasions
– Compared with previously collected questionnaire responses 
– Only one test-retest experiment with comparison treatment groups

• Reliability – High levels of agreement with previously collected 
questionnaire based data. 

• Domains
– Marriage, births, residential moves, school enrollment, labor force (all 

showed good agreement)
– Concerns - AFDC/Food Stamps 

• Mode  - Phone and in-person almost same degree of consistency.

• Validation – Limited record check studies – designed into the first 
SIPP field test evaluation.

• Reduction of seam bias
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Stakeholder Concerns

• SIPP provides unique detail at the monthly level
– Can the EHC provide similar detail?

• SIPP addresses recall concerns by frequent administration
– Can any annual survey facilitate comparable recall quality?

• Program data are a key data element of SIPP
– Do the inconclusive/negative findings in prior EHC tests for 

AFDC/TANF and Food Stamps preclude the use of this method?

• Data comparability and evaluation are crucial
– How do SIPP data collected via EHC compare with questionnaire 

data? 
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Re-engineered SIPP Development

2008 EHC Evaluation

2007                               2008   2009              2010                   2011
Jan  --- May --- Sep --- Jan  --- May --- Sep --- Jan  --- May --- Sep --- Jan  --- May --- Sep --- Jan

2009 SIPP Re-Engineering – Instrument Dev.
Processing and

Evaluation

SIPP 2008 Panel – Waves 1 – 9 (planned)

Eval. Analysis

Systems Tests/Preparation

2009 Re-engineered SIPP 
Dress Rehearsal 
Reference Period

Field A
ctivities
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2008 Field Test Instrument and Training 
Materials Development

• Contract to develop a simplified paper instrument which could 
be used in a field test reinterview of previous SIPP respondents

• Reduced content to focus on program participation recall issues

• Key components:

– Paper instrument (Control card, EHC, and Assets Questions)

– Training materials and procedures

– Test interviews with interviewer debriefings and report

• Designed to be administered to each household adult (15+) 

• One control card for the household, but separate EHC’s for each 
person
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2008 Field Test Basics
• A reinterview evaluation and validation test

– Reinterview of current 2004 panel SIPP respondents to recollect 
information for calendar year 2007

– Pairwise comparison of responses from the two data sources

– Validation of responses using administrative records matched at the 
individual level

• Paper instrument (Control card, EHC, and Assets Questions)

• Interviewer debriefings and qualitative analyses to refine 
concepts and training procedures 
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2008 Field Test Assumptions
1. Results from a paper questionnaire can be generalized to an 

automated EHC questionnaire with full content. 

2. Results from continuing SIPP respondents are generalizable to 
respondents who would be new respondents in a new panel. 

3. The lessons learned and materials developed for training 
interviewers to administer the EHC 2008 field test can be 
adapted and improved for the 2009 dress rehearsal and then 
again for production SIPP.  

4. We will be successful in training the Census Bureau’s field staff 
to administer an EHC instrument and develop the necessary 
probing and cueing techniques required to record high quality 
EHC data.

5. Results from a survey in limited areas and among a non-
representative sample are generalizable to a national sample.
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Control Card – 2008 Field Test Instrument 
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Page 1 – 2008 Field Test Instrument 
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Page 2 – 2008 Field Test Instrument
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2008 Field Test Evaluation Groups
• Two groups

– Cases completing Wave 12 of SIPP 2004 Panel (Primed)
– Sample reduction cases cut after Wave 8 2004 Panel (Un-Primed)

• The event history calendar (EHC) will be administered to each 
of these household groups.

• An additional group will be created by the universe which 
matches to administrative records in the validation phase of the
analysis.
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2007 Reference Period SIPP Cases
SIPP 2004 PANEL REFERENCE PERIOD MONTHS IN CALENDAR YEAR 2007 BY ROTATION GROUP 

ROTATION GROUP 

1 2 3 4 CALENDAR MONTH 

Ref. 
Period 

Intvw. 
Month 

Ref. 
Period 

Intvw. 
Month 

Ref. 
Period 

Intvw. 
Month 

Ref. 
Period 

Intvw. 
Month 

2006 October W9   

November W9 

  

December 

 
 

W10 
W10  W9 

  

2007 JANUARY  

 

W9 

FEBRUARY W10 
 

 

MARCH W10 

W10 
 
 

 

APRIL W10 

W10 
 

MAY 

W11 
 

W10 

JUNE W11 

W11 
 

JULY W11 

W11 
 

AUGUST W11 

W11 
 

SEPTEMBER 

W12 
 

W11 

OCTOBER W12 

W12 
 

NOVEMBER W12 

W12 
 

DECEMBER 

 
 

 

 W12 

W12 
 

2008 January  

 

 

 

   W12 
 

** FEBRUARY 2008 – START OF NEW 2008 PANEL ** 
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2007 Test Site SIPP Cases

Table 1.  2008 Field Test -- Approximate Number of Available Cases
Illinois Texas Maryland

SIPP 2004 Available Cases (1)
Available 

Households
Available 

Households
Available 

Households

Total households 936 1048 884
Wave 10 completed households 508 614 268
Wave 8 reduced households 428 434 616

Source:  Survey of Income and Program Participation - 2008 Re-engineering field test 1.
Notes:   (1) Households were selected for interview in the field test from those completing interviews through

        Wave 10 in Illinois and in four metropolitan areas of Texas.
   (2) If a selected address interviewed for the Event History Calendar test does not include any SIPP
        2004 respondents we will utilize the cases as a type of 'un-primed' replacement households.
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2008 Evaluation Plan

Domains
• Residential Moves 

• School Enrollment

• Labor Force 

• Workers Insurance 
Programs 

• Health Insurance

• Social Security 

• Social Welfare Programs

• Asset Ownership

Comparisons
• Measurement of occurrence

• Relative timing

• Contemporaneous events

• Distributional differences

Evaluations
• Interviewer debriefing

• Interview observation

• Respondent debriefing

• Focus groups
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 2x2 Report Consistency Tables  
 

SIPP/EHC Report Consistency 
in    [MONTH]    for    

[PROGRAM/CHARACTERISTIC]    

SIPP 
 

yes no 

yes a b 
EHC 

no c d 
outcomes: if b = c: equivalent data quality 
  if b > c: “underreporting” in SIPP, relative to EHC 
  if b < c: “underreporting” in EHC, relative to SIPP 
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 Report Consistency for Total Months of Participation/Coverage 
 

SIPP/EHC Report Consistency for Total Months of Participation/Coverage in 2007 
for   [PROGRAM/CHARACTERISTIC]   

SIPP 
 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

0              

1              

2              

3              

4              

5              

6              

7              

8              

9              

10              

11              

E 
H 
C 

12              
outcomes: entries equally distributed above and below the diagonal: equivalent data quality 
  entries clustered above the diagonal: “underreporting” in EHC, relative to SIPP 
  entries clustered below the diagonal: “underreporting” in SIPP, relative to EHC 
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Month-to-Month Transition Rates in 2007 (Selected Calendar Month-Pairs)
among SIPP Seam Cases, SIPP Off-Seam Cases, and EHC Cases for   

[program/characteristic]   

 Jan-
Feb 

Feb-
Mar 

Mar-
Apr 

Apr-
May 

May-
Jun 

Jun-
Jul 

Jul-
Aug 

Aug-
Sep 

SIPP - Seam Cases         

SIPP - Off-Seam Cases         

EHC         
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2008 Validation Plan

Administrative Records
• Medicare

• Social Security

• SSI

• Unemployment Wage 
Information

• TANF

• Food Stamps

Validations
• By domain – assess the 

agreement between the survey 
responses and the 
administrative records.

• Occurrence
• Timing (Survey to Records)
• Distributional differences

• Evaluate the characteristics of 
the survey respondents 
matching and not matching 
administrative records by 
domain.
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Additional
Validation

with Admin.
Records

Prepare 
SOW for 

Instrument 
& Training

2008 EHC Evaluation Test

2007                                                            2008
Jan  Feb  Mar  Apr  May  Jun  Jul  Aug  Sep  Oct  Nov  Dec   Jan Feb  Mar  Apr  May  Jun  Jul  Aug  Sep

Contract with RTI
to prepare paper

EHC and Training

Field Staff
Training

Field EHC
Evaluation

Test in
Two states

Reference period for paper EHC Evaluation

2007                                                            2008
Jan  Feb  Mar  Apr  May  Jun  Jul  Aug  Sep  Oct  Nov  Dec   Jan Feb  Mar  Apr  May  Jun  Jul  Aug  Sep

Field EHC
Evaluation

Test

C
oding

Analysis
EHC and 
SIPP 2004

Receive
Admin.
Records

Administrative Records in two states to validate SIPP - EHC

Census development of 
procedures for administering 

the paper EHC Evaluation

SIPP 2004 Waves 10 - 12
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Comments:

• Jason Fields – Jason.M.Fields@Census.Gov

• Jeff Moore – Jeffrey.C.Moore@Census.Gov

mailto:Jason.M.Fields@Census.Gov
mailto:Jeffrey.C.Moore@Census.Gov
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