
Measuring Time Use: An assessment of 
issues and challenges in conducting 

time-use surveys with special emphasis 
on developing countries

Methodological Inconsistencies, Harmonization Strategies, 
and Revised Designs

Jacques Charmes

Report for the UN Women’s flagship Programme Initiative 
“Making Every Woman and Girl Count” (MEWGC)



Three specific motives for this 
project 

� 1. To better interpret results of national time use surveys, 
especially measures of time devoted to the care and 
supervision of dependents 

� 2. To improve comparability and methods of harmonization 
across national surveys 

� 3. To inform future survey design and related tools, in 
particular for making easier the conduct of such surveys 
across a broader range of countries at different income 
levels. 



Bases for this work

� Reflexions, observations and comments that follow are 
based on the analysis on time-use surveys defined as
� National
� Using diary as method of data collection or a complete (or near-

complete) list of activities through stylised questionnaires
� With metadata and main findings published on national official 

websites (mainly statistical offices)

� At world level, 192 surveys in 81 countries have been found 
fitting with these criteria
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A brief history of the notion of 
work and of Time-Use Surveys (1)

� The concept of work has not always been as narrow as it has been in 
the recent past
� In his monographs of European workers Frédéric Le Play (1855) attempts to 

establish the precise accounts of income and expenditures at family level 
and recognizes work performed by family members as main work and a 
major source of income (be it the production of goods or the production of 
services for the household)

� For Alfred Marshall (1879) the national income includes “all other services 
which one person may be hired to perform for another”

� Nancy Folbre (1991) recalls that the 1875 Census of Massachusetts listed 
housewife as a productive occupation as opposed to "not engaged wives 
merely ornamental”

� It is with the setting of national accounts that the production of 
goods and services for own consumption by the households tended to 
be excluded from the compilation of production

� Then progressively, the production of agricultural goods – later on of 
all goods (1993) including construction – was added up to the 
compilation of GDP



A brief history of the notion of 
work and of Time-Use Surveys (2)

� The concepts of labour force and employment were coined to fit 
with the definition of production and economic activity

� However, over time, some discrepancies appeared, such as water 
and wood/fuel fetching, activities included in the national 
accounts as early as 1968, or self-construction of houses

� The new standards adopted in 2013 for the definition of labour 
force and employment may be considered as an attempt to 
clarify the respective boundaries of production and employment 
and may be seen as a step towards the future recognition of 
services for own final use as part of GDP conceived as a measure 
of well-being



A brief history of the notion of 
work and of Time-Use Surveys (3)

� Time-use surveys however are not confined to the measurement of 
work even if it was their primary objective
� Strumilin in the early 1920s in USSR launched such surveys on industrial 

workers, then clerical workers, farmers and the unemployed. Detailed 
categories of time were distinguished, but finally aggregated into three 
main categories evenly distributed: work, sleep and rest (free time). “A 
major aim of these surveys was to measure the temporal weight of 
housework, a category of activity that the soviet regime perceived as 
archaic and planned to reduce by organizing collective services and cultural 
activities” 

� In the early 1960s, Alexander Szalai (1972) launched and conducted the 
Multinational Comparative Time-Budget Research Project (1965-1972) in 12 
countries, at the European Coordination Center for Research and 
Documentation in the Social Sciences, in Vienna. The edited book (Szalai
ed. 1972) is simultaneously a manual of Time use surveys (diaries and 
classification in 99 activities) and a presentation of empirical results 
highlighting what would become commonalities in the study of time use

� But the real start of time use surveys at national level can be dated from 
the end of the 1960s and the beginning of the 1970s with the surveys of 
Belgium (1966), Norway (1970), France (1974)



A brief history of the notion of 
work and of Time-Use Surveys (4)

� It is with the Beijing Conference in 1995 (Strategic objectives A4, F1 and F6 of 
the PoA) that a real impetus was given to data collection on time-use

� Actions to be taken by national and international statistical organizations:
Devise suitable statistical means to recognize and make visible the full extent 
of the work of women and all their contribution in the unremunerated and 
domestic sectors and examine the relationship of women’s unremunerated 
work to the incidence of and their vulnerability to poverty

� Actions to be taken by Governments
� Seek to develop a more comprehensive knowledge of work and employment through, 

inter alia, efforts to measure and better understand the type, extent and 
distribution of unremunerated work, particularly work in caring for dependents and 
unremunerated work done for family farms or businesses, and encourage the sharing 
and dissemination of information on studies and experience in this field, including 
the development of methods for assessing its value in quantitative terms, for 
possible reflection in accounts that may be produced separately from, but consistent 
with, core national accounts

� Examine a range of policies and programmes (…) to determine how to promote gender 
equality and flexibility in the way people divide their time between and derive 
benefits from education and training, paid employment, family responsibilities, 
volunteer activity and other socially useful forms of work, rest and leisure.



Number of time-use surveys (new 
and repeated) per year

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

19
66

19
68

19
70

19
72

19
74

19
76

19
78

19
80

19
82

19
84

19
86

19
88

19
90

19
92

19
94

19
96

19
98

20
00

20
02

20
04

20
06

20
08

20
10

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

Total repetitions

Total new countries



Cumulative numbers of countries 
and surveys
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TUS by regions
Regions Number

countries Number surveys Number
surveys/countries

North Africa 3 3 1
Arab countries 4 5 1,3
Sub-Saharan Africa 11 15 1,4
Eastern Asia 5 20 4,0
South-Eastern Asia and the 
Pacific 4 9 2,3

Southern Asia 3 4 1,3
Central and Western Asia 5 9 1,8
Latin America 14 23 1,6
Northern, Western and 
Southern Europe 24 70 2,9

Eastern Europe 6 12 2,0
North America 2 22 11,0
Total 81 192 2,4



Regional coverage of time-use 
surveys
Nr	of	surveys %	coverage In	%	of	HDR	

countries
Africa 14 25.9 25.9
Latin	America	and	Caribbean 14 38.9 56.0
Arab	States 4 36.4 36.4
Eastern	Asia 5 62.5 62.5
South	Eastern	Asia	and	the	Pacific 4 13.8 30.8
Southern	Asia 3 33.3 37.5
Northern,	Southern	and	Western	
Europe 24 70.6 85.7

Eastern	Europe 6 60.0 60.0
Central	and	Western	Asia 5 45.4 45.4
Developed	countries	
(high	income) 33 49.2 67.3

Emerging	countries	
(middle	income) 38 32.2 38.4

Developing	countries	
(low	income) 6 20.0 20.0

World 81 37.7 42.9
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Objectives of TUS
� Further to the objectives and actions adopted by Beijing PoA, three 

main objectives deserve to be stressed
� The measurement of time poverty that helps individualise poverty 

measures and inform the feminisation of poverty
� The setting of national time accounts and satellite accounts of 

household production: a full account of the unpaid care economy 
and of the household production at large would surely enhance the 
economic status of women by recognising their essential economic 
role in building and maintaining the human capital of the 
household members (children and adults)

� The design of policies and measures for alleviating the time spent 
by women in unpaid care work as formulated by SDGs’ Goal 5 
“Achieve gender equality and empower all women and girls” 
focuses on the necessity to “Recognize and value unpaid care and 
domestic work through the provision of public services, 
infrastructure and social protection policies and the promotion of 
shared responsibility within the household and the family as 
nationally appropriate”



Indicators of TUS (1)
Three basic indicators

� time spent by participants, that sticks better to the perceived real life but 
cannot be added up because the participants are not the same for each 
activity

� participation rates 

� time spent by total population (participants and non-participants), 
sometimes called ‘social time’ that has the advantage of being able to be 
added up to 24 hours but may be less well perceived by users because it 
lowers much the time dedicated to a given activity (for instance child care 
may be found far too much underestimated as compared with time dedicated 
by a young mother) 

(Time spent in an activity/Number of Participants) * (Number of 
Participants/Total population) = (Time spent in an activity/Total population)

Both measures of time may be misleading if not well understood

Publications related to surveys with stylized questionnaires generally emphasise
time for participants



Simultaneous activities

� Diary surveys systematically collect data on simultaneous activities 
whereas stylised questionnaires tend to include simultaneous activities 
in the responses collected

� However published results have been rather disappointing

� They seem to privilege simultaneous activities such as listening to 
radio, watching television, or using smartphones, or socialising rather 
than childcare or adult care 

� Noticeable exceptions can be noted in agriculture where cutting 
grass/fodder or fetching firewood can be performed simultaneously 
with keeping the herd

� The results are tightly linked with the content and the strength of 
interviewers’ training

� In other words, it could be preferable to include in the diary the type 
of simultaneous activity we want to measure



Main categories of time 

Necessary

Sleep

Other personal 
care

Work

Contracted
• Learning
• Paid work

Committed
• unpaid care work

• domestic chores
• care of children and adults
• care work for other 

households or community

Free

Leisure

Socialising
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Typology of TUS and their 
methodological characteristics

� Stand-alone TUS based on diaries

� Modular TUS based on diaries attached to, or sub-
sampled from other regular household surveys

� Modular TUS based on list of stylised questions 
(extended list) attached to other regular multi-purpose 
household surveys

� Modular TUS based on list of stylised questions (short 
list) attached to other regular multi-purpose household
surveys



Pros and cons of diary surveys

� Absence of proxy respondents

� Control of total number of hours per day

� Complexity for the interviewee and the interviewer

� Risk of high non-response rates

And for modular diary surveys (Pros shared with stylised 
questionnaires):

� Simultaneous collection of all other data useful for analysis 
(in other modules)

� Cost-effectiveness



Meta data collected for establishing a 
typology of Time-use surveys (1)

� year and period of data collection 

� type of survey: stand-alone, module of what type of multi-purpose household survey, 
sub-sample of a household survey 

� minimum age (and maximum if applicable) 

� sample size (households and individuals)/sample rates (households and individuals) 

� non-response rates (households and individuals) and measures taken for dealing with 
them (replacement techniques, reweighting procedures) 

� type of sampling procedure for individuals (if any) 

� survey instrument (1, 2 or more diaries, list of stylized questions, their number and 
their complete coverage of activities or not)

� mode of data collection (self-filling, interview, computer-assisted, observation, 
other) 

� classification used



Meta data collected for establishing a 
typology of Time-use surveys (2)

� definition of unpaid work: inclusion/exclusion (but 
identification) of specific System of National 
Accounts (SNA activities) such as fetching water and 
firewood or other sources of energy, construction of 
own housing, and all other production of goods for 
own final use by the household

� types of publications and availability (published 
reports, detailed tabulations, availability in 
electronic format, micro-data policy)



Meta data collected for establishing a 
typology of Time-use surveys: stylised

questionnaires

� number of questions for paid work, for unpaid 
care work, for personal care, for other non-
productive activities

� variations in the wording of questions referring 
to paid work and to unpaid care work

� period of reference (day, week, other)

� are proxy respondents accepted for completing 
the individual list of activities, especially in the 
event of non-response? 



Meta data collected for establishing a 
typology of Time-use surveys: Diaries

� length of time slot

� number of activities per time slot

� methods of treatment of weekly variations (weekdays and weekends days) 

� methods of treatment of seasonal variations (several rounds, rotating 
samples, etc.)

� methods of treatment of simultaneous activities, especially for supervisory 
care

� type of contextual questions (where, with whom, for whom, …)

� type and list of questions for characterizing the individual, the household, 
the housing premises and, if time-use survey is a sub-sample of a household 
survey, possibilities of linking time-use data with other data of the 
household survey
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Instruments and modes of data 
collection

� There are two main instruments of data collection: diaries (83.1% of 
the surveys) and lists of stylized questions (16.9%), as well as a 
combined version of the two instruments in what is called “light 
diary” (13.6% of the diary surveys, including one country - Japan -
using both the complete and the light diary) where the 24 hours of 
the day are declined along a short list of time-use activities (at least 
corresponding to the one-digit common classifications)

� Three Modes of data collection can be distinguished: interviews in 
the field (that is at interviewee’s home) characterizes surveys with 
stylized questionnaires, whereas diary surveys can apply self-record 
by the respondent as well as interviews and mixed methods. In all 
cases, the interviewer visits the interviewee’s home and eventually 
leaves the diary behind after providing instructions for fulfilling it 
and comes back to pick it up. Computer assisted telephone 
interviews (Canada, USA, Sweden) are another mode of data 
collection 



Non	response rates Households Individuals/diaries
Algeria 29.5
Tunisia 4.3
Benin 33.2
Cameroon 22.4 11.6
Ethiopia 0.8 0.9
Ghana 0.5 13.5
South	Africa 12.5
Tanzania 0.4
Argentina 11
Chile 30 24
Costa	Rica 24.9
Dominican	Republic 7.2 2.5
Ecuador 7.6
Mexico 15 3.2
Canada 61.8
USA 54.4
Mongolia #	0
India 0.2
Pakistan 1.1
Albania 8.5 21.8
Denmark 34.2
Estonia 54.7 4.7
Greece 39.1
Ireland 42.1 25.6
Lithuania	 41.7 54.5
Slovenia 47.5
Sweden 59
UK 59.6 18.9
Poland 6 67
Average 20.2 25.9



Trial ICATUS 2005 ICATUS 2016 HETUS 2018 ATUS CAUTAL 2015
01	- Work	for	corporations/quasi-
corporations,	non-profit	institutions	and	
government	(formal	sector	work)

1	Employment	and	related	
activities

1	Employment 7	Working	and	work-
related	activities

1	Employment	and	
related	activities	

02	- Work	for	household	in	primary	
production	activities

2	Production	of	goods	for	
own	final	use 2	Own-use	goods	

production03	- Work	for	household	in	non-primary	
production	activities
04	- Work	for	household	in	construction	
activities
05	- Work	for	household	providing	services	
for	income
06	- Providing	unpaid	domestic	services	for	
own	final	use	within	household

3	Unpaid	domestic	services	
for	household	and	family	
members

3	Household	and	
Family	Care

3	Household	activities 3	Unpaid	domestic	work	
for	own	household

4	Purchasing	goods	and	
services07	- Providing	unpaid	caregiving	services	to	

household	members
4	Unpaid	caregiving	
services	for	household	and	
family	members

5	Caring	for	and	
helping	household	
members

4	Unpaid	care	for	
household	members

08	- Providing	community	services	and	
help	to	other	households

5	Unpaid	volunteer,	trainee	
and	other	unpaid	work

4	Voluntary	Work	and	
Meetings

6	Caring	for	and	
helping	non	household	
members

5	Unpaid	work	for	other	
households	or	
community,	volunteering

09	- Learning 6	Learning 2	Study 8	Educational	activities 6	Learning	and	study

10	- Socializing	and	community	
participation

7	Socializing	and	
communication,	community	
participation	and	religious	
practice

5	Social	Life	and	
Entertainment

9	Organizational,	civic,	
and	religious	activities

7	Socialising	and	leisure	
activities

11	Telephone	calls,	
mail,	and	e-mail

11	- Attending/visiting	cultural,	
entertainment	and	sports	events/venues

8	Culture,	leisure,	mass-
media	and	sports	practices

6	Sports	and	Outdoor	
Activities

10	Leisure	and	sports

12	- Hobbies,	games	and	other	pastime	
activities

7	Hobbies	and	
Computing

13	- Indoor	and	outdoor	sports	
participation	and	related	courses
14	- Mass	media 8	Use	of	communications	

media
15	– Personal	care	and	maintenance 9	Self-care	and	maintenance 0	Personal	Care 1	Personal	care	

2	Eating	/	drinking
9	Self-care

9	Travel	and	
Unspecified	Time	Use

12	Other	activities,	not	
elsewhere	classified

http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=01
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=02
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=03
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=04
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=05
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=06
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=07
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=08
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=09
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=10
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=11
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=12
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=13
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/regcs.asp?Cl=231&Lg=1&Co=14


Examples of diaries



Diary of HETUS 2018



Detailed diary of the 2016 Japan
time-use survey



The Ghana 2009 Time-Use Survey



Example of a light diary: Japan 
2016



Stylised questionnaires



Number of activities or questions in time-use surveys 
with stylized questionnaires and classifications

CAUTAL
2016

Brazil	
2017

Chile
2015

Colombia
2016-17

Costa	
Rica	
2017

Dominican
Rep 2016

Ecuador
2012

Mexico
2014

Paraguay
2016

Peru
2010 ICATUS

Paid	work 8 - 3 4 2 2 3 4 2 20
Production	of	
goods	for	own	
final	use

15 4 8 2 15 9 5 24

Total	paid	
work 23 3 4 10 4 18 13 7 44

Domestic	
services 27 8 22 22 36 1 51 34 10 51 30

Care	of	
household	
members

32 6 46 13 23 1 25 26 27 23 23

Care	of	other	
household,	
community,	
volunteering

9 7 8 11 20 1 7 8 16 14

Total	unpaid	
care	work 68 21 76 46 79 3 83 68 37 90 67

Education 6 - 4 6 3 4 3 7 9
Other 23 - 19 19 14 7 24 18 8 24 45
Total	
(excluding	
paid	work)

97 21 99 65 99 10 111 89 45 128 121



Stylised questions on the Production of 
goods for own final use in Mexico 



Stylised questions on childcare in the 
Mexico time use survey (ENUT) 2014

� Several sets of questions for
� Children aged 0-5
� Children aged 0-14
� Dependent persons (disabled, sick)
� Not dependent, aged 15-59
� Not dependent, aged 60+



Stylised questions on childcare in the Mexico 
time use survey (ENUT) 2014



Other TUS

� Many countries have included short modules on time-use, sometimes 
since a long time, following the efforts in this sense made by the 
Living Standard Measurement Study (LSMS) of the World Bank or by 
its substitute or alternative, the Social Dimensions of Adjustment 
(SDA) Integrated survey (World Bank 1991)

� Some of these surveys were limited to data collection on time spent 
in water -and firewood- or fuel-fetching (Malawi 2013 where a few 
questions were also added for unpaid labour for other households). 
Others extended to a global question on “housekeeping” (LSMS 
Vietnam 2004) or sometimes more detailed (Nepal 2010; Guatemala 
MECOVI 2000 or Argentina 2013), but the most recent surveys (for 
instance LSMS Cambodia 2019) have included what resembles to a 
light diary (with 26 activities). This LSMS survey for Cambodia could 
be added to our list of 81 countries



The module on time allocation of the LSMS 
household survey in Cambodia 2019



Gender gaps measured by the ratio of women to 
men in unpaid, paid and total work in two types of 

surveys (diaries and short stylised lists)
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Issues and challenges 
� It would be important to broaden the number of stakeholders so that they can 

subsequently take ownership of the survey outcomes and convert them into 
appropriate sectoral measures that would have been discussed beforehand

� There are indeed two pitfalls to avoid when conducting a time-use survey, 
especially in developing countries:

1) At the initial stage, when the decision to conduct the survey is about to 
be taken or is in discussion, time-use surveys, which are often funded (at least 
partially) by external donors, do not sufficiently sensitise policy-makers outside 
gender ministries or statistical offices in charge of data collection;

2) At publication stage, consultants in charge of drafting the survey report 
must be knowledgeable and specialists of time-use data: it is striking to note that 
the sections on time-use resulting from the analysis of short time-use modules 
embedded in multipurpose household surveys are often disappointing, misleading 
and not enough gender-disaggregated. Even in developed countries, the most basic 
and primary tabulations provided to the users on NSO’s websites are not 
systematically disaggregated by sex (sex is treated as a variable among others) 
whereas any time-use statistic not disaggregated by sex is almost a nonsense. As a 
consequence, the dissemination of survey outcomes may be deceiving or falling 
short of the expectations of the stakeholders other than the direct sponsors.



Recommendations (1)
� Data collection through diaries should be preferred to lists of stylised questions. Diary is the only method 

ensuring that the time captured in all activities recorded does not exceed (or is less than) 24 hours. Stylised 
questionnaires naturally and logically mix main and secondary or simultaneous activities. Furthermore, stylised 
questionnaires are overburdening the interviewee as well as the interviewer and end in longer time interviews 
with increased costs

� However, if stylised questionnaires are used, all activities should be covered in the time-use module: paid work, 
as well as unpaid work, as well as free time and personal care. The list of activities needs to be complete, 
though non exhaustive in details. If paid work is captured in the employment module, the number of hours 
worked per week is at risk of not being equal to the number of hours actually worked recorded in parallel with 
other activities (questions are not identically designed). Moreover, if personal activities are not recorded, it is 
impossible to check whether the declared number of hours spent in unpaid work is overestimated or 
underestimated

� Complete diaries or light diaries should be chosen depending on national users’ needs, the level of experience 
of national statistical systems, with the possibility of administering the light diary to the full sample and the 
complete diary to a sub-sample, as in Japan. However complete diaries may be less complex to fill with 
computer-assisted interview technologies, in particular the codification of activities at detailed level can be 
greatly facilitated (as in the case of the recent Uganda time-use survey)

� Light diaries should be based on a list of activities combining ICATUS at one, two or three digits, in order to 
capture some important activities at national level (such as water fetching, firewood or fuel fetching, or 
cooking, cleaning, etc.), without exceeding 20 to 30 activities.

� All household members over a minimum age should be interviewed rather than a random selection of members. 
This option is not only time-saving, but also less costly provided that several members are interviewed at the 
same place. However, the risk of overburdening the household exists and also the risk of uniformization of the 
responses in case the interviews are conducted in the presence of other members. 



Recommendations (2)
� The choice of minimum age can be left to countries, but then the results should be systematically presented in 

three sets: total population, the less than 15 and the 15+ (independently from tabulations by age groups).

� Time slots should not be less than 10 minutes (which means 6 slots per hour) and not exceed half an hour (2 slots 
per hour). The use of time slots is preferable to the record of exact time (beginning and ending time) except for 
left-behind diaries to be filled by the interviewees themselves.

� Weekly variations should be taken into account by recording two diaries for two consecutive days or one weekday 
and one weekend day rather than one diary combined with an equal representation of all days of the week in the 
sample (in the reality of fieldwork, it is difficult to ensure that such an equal representation respects the laws of 
probability.

� Seasonal variations should be taken into account through rotating samples over the year or at least two, three or 
four rounds corresponding to agricultural seasons. This impacts the cost of the survey.

� For developing countries and in general for countries where production activities for own final use by the 
households are important or are given a particular emphasis (transition countries for example), the reference to
ICATUS should be preferred as classification of time-use activities.

� Other classifications (age group, educational level, marital status, activity status, employment status, age and 
number of children in the household, etc.) must be in adequation with national practices, but should also provide 
the equivalences required for international comparisons (as well as for comparisons over time). Age groups have a 
strong impact on time spent in learning or in paid work. though the definitions of adulthood, youth or old age, vary 
from one society to the other, it is important to be able to make comparisons on identical age groups. Another 
example is about categorising households by the presence and the number of children under a certain age: 
national practices vary extremely (for instance under 5, 5 to 11, 11 to 17, or 6 and 18, or 7 and 18, etc., or also 
the number of children).



Recommendations (3)
� Simultaneous activities should preferably be approached through privileging care of children or of adults, rather than through an open 

question, in order to avoid that care be in competition with use of mass media or use of electronic devices, for instance. Recent diaries 
have included a specific question, separate from simultaneous, to capture the impact of new technologies on our use of time. As they are 
pervasive, they risk to obscure or pollute all other activities, which are carried out in a passive way, especially care (“supervisory care” or 
“on-call time”). The radio, TV or smartphones are probably switched on all day long and interfere with all other activities, but the gender 
dimension of time-use surveys should lead us to focus on care, as regard simultaneous activities. 

� Contextual questions such as where, with whom, for whom and modes of transport should be systematic and also harmonised, particularly 
the “with whom” (regardless of activity), and “in the same household” rather than “in the same room”. These questions are important for 
distinguishing between paid work activities, unpaid work activities, especially “supervisory” care, socialising, etc.

� Non response rates should be carefully looked at and the necessary sample adjustments should be made at individual (diary) level in order 
to ensure that the population is correctly represented in terms of sex, age, activity status and urban/rural location. It is highly probable 
that some household members are more at risk of being absent at the time of the visit of the interviewer (adults in paid employment for 
instance, or children at school)

� In time-use surveys, gender is not a variable among others and all tabulations should be disaggregated by sex. For instance, not all variables 
need to be cross-classified by the educational level, but all need to be cross-classified by sex. Similarly, gender is not a chapter of time-use 
survey reports. It is cross-cutting all dimensions.

� Limitation of survey reports to a minimum set of tabulations under the pretext that the database is there to respond to any further request, 
or that micro-data can be made available to users, is not advisable because it means that the information will not be available for the wider 
audience.

� Repetition of surveys should be planned. Though changing slowly, indicators of time-use are invaluable as impact indicators of gender 
policies outcomes. In developing countries, especially in Africa, living conditions surveys and more and more often labour force surveys are 
conducted with a certain regularity: on a 5-year basis and even less for labour force surveys. Light diaries could be systematically appended 
to labour force surveys and complete diaries to living conditions surveys. Where labour force surveys are not yet conducted, light diaries 
could be appended to living conditions surveys every 5-year and complete diaries every 10-year.



Thank for your attention


