AmericasBarometer, 2018/2019

Technical Information

Country Year Sample Size Weighted/Unweighted Fieldwork dates

Bolivia 2019 1,682 Weighted March 14t -May 12, 2019

LAPOP AmericasBarometer 2018/19 round of surveys

The Latin
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and by size of the municipalities. The current design (implemented since 2012), however, stabilized
the primary sampling unit (PSU) and cluster sizes, with the selection of each PSU based on PPS
(Probability Proportional to Size). Within PSUs, clusters are also standardized (typically 6
interviews) to minimize intra-class correlation while taking advantage of economies of fieldwork
that simple random selection of interviews within the entire PSU would not make possible.

The remaining pages of this technical note describe the sample design of the 2018/19
AmericasBarometer survey in Bolivia.

Bolivia 2018/19 AmericasBarometer Round

This survey was carried out between March 14" and May 12 of 2019, as part of the LAPOP
AmericasBarometer 2018/19 wave of surveys. It is a follow up of the national surveys of 2004,
2006, 2008, 2010, 2012, 2014 and 2017 carried out by the Latin America Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP). The 2019 survey fieldwork was carried out by Ciudadania -Comunidad de Estudios
Sociales y Accidn Puablica - on behalf of LAPOP. Key funding came from Vanderbilt University and
Ciudadania.

Questionnaire pretesting took place in La Paz on February 18™ and 19, 2019 and interviewer
training took place on March 8t and 9, 2019. A full copy of the Bolivia 2018/19 AmericasBarometer
questionnaire can be found 21V |c]'J ROEJIO0 2liwww.LapopSurveys.org.

The project used a national probability sample design of voting-age adults, with a total N of 1,682
people involving face-to-face interviews conducted in Spanish. In the 2018/19 round, LAPOP used
the SurveyToGo®© (STG) software, running on Android tablets and phones, to conduct 100% of the
interviews.

The survey used a complex sample design, taking into account stratification and clustering. The
sample was developed by LAPOP, using a multi-stage probability design and was stratified by the
3 major departments of the country: La Paz, Santa Cruz, Cochabamba and 3 regions Beni-Pando,
Potosi-Oruro and Chuquisaca-Tarija (in the 2017 survey in Bolivia LAPOP changed the
stratification of the sample grouping the departments of Beni and Pando, Oruro and Potosi and
Tarija and Chuquisaca, this stratification was also used in the 2018719 round). The sample is
representative at the national level and of the 6 regions as shown in the map below (see Figure 1).
Each stratum was further sub-stratified by size of municipality! and by urban and rural areas
within municipalities. Respondents were selected in clusters of 6 in urban and rural areas.
Reported statistics or statistical analyses should be adjusted for the design effect due to the

! The new sample design included three different strata of municipalities classified according to their size.
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units in the sample. LAPOP has programmed in SurveyToGo an entire module of questions and
skips that allows for computing the number of refusals, ineligible respondents, or non-contact.
This in turn allows for estimating the response rates in each country. Two definitions of response
rates are provided below, ranging from the definition that yields the lowest rate to the definition
that yields the highest rate, depending on how partial interviews are considered and how cases of
unknown eligibility are handled.

Response rates reported below are:

Response Rate 1 (RR1) =

+ + + + + o+
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Annex 1: Quality Control Report

Introduction

Producing high quality survey data is a core mission at the Latin American Public Opinion Project



interview takes place, permitting detection of interviews conducted in odd places (e.g., at parks
or shops).
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information about fieldwork start and end times each day, the number of interviews carried out
in a particular timeframe, and the average duration of interviews, among other metrics. Finally,
we listen to audio recordings to ensure that enumerators read items completely and correctly,
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In this system, higher scores indicate more serious errors, and we refuse to accept (that is, we
require the cancelation of) low quality interviews. Local firms audit 100% of all interviews
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Items in the Quality Assurance Chapter (QUAC)!

The enumerator interviews himself/herself12

Audio files are attached, but no one is heard speaking - or only the interviewer can be heard13
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The interviewer changes the expected duration in the information sheet30
The interviewer is overly pushy with respect to continuing with the interview, in response to
an individual expressing reservations about participating31

The interviewer reads 1, 2, or 3 (or more) questions incompletely/incorrectly32

The interviewer reads 1, 2, or 3 (or more) too quickly/Zunintelligibly33

The interviewer interprets a question meaning 1, 2, or 3 (or more) times34

The interviewer skips 1, 2, or 3 (or more) questions without reading , or the interviewer does
not give the interviewee time to respond35

Problems reported during the quality control process

Our efforts to identify the different types of errors that occur during interviews allow insight into
the prevalence of serious errors like those consistent with fabrication. We are pleased to report
that such errors account for a very small portion of all errors in our interviews. The vast majority
of errors, such as misreading questions, are consistent with sloppy or forgetful interviewing, not
with data fabrication.®®

Problems found during the quality control process % of total interviews
(approved and canceled)
Abandoned interviews 0.17%
GPS disabled 0.05%
Interviews conducted in public places 0.2%
Change of interview duration on the consent information sheet 7.9%
Interviewers not reading the consent information sheet 1.44%
Interpretation of questions 3.3%
Partial reading of the consent information sheet 4.3%
Skips of questions 2.7%
EC101 FiORJ ét2ee0N ¢ET jrOJIEST 16CO ER 170 2L IEC21E jE20IR EESIIEC JRIIOC3T 69.4%
Poor reading of multiple questions38 20.9%

30 This point refers to interviewers changing the anticipated duration of the interview on the information sheet at
the beginning of the interview.

3! This point refers to interviewers who continue an interview even though the respondent definitively rejected
his/her participation on the consent information sheet.

32 This point refers to interviewers reading incorrectly and incompletely at least one question of the questionnaire.
32 This point refers to interviewers reading too fast, on at least one question of the questionnaire.

34 This point refers to interviewers interpreting the meaning of a question asked of respondents.

35 This point refers to interviewers skipping and not asking at least one question on the questionnaire.

% For information about these procedures and interview quality in the AmericasBarometer 2016/17, please click
here.

37 This item refers to flagged questions captured by the automatic quality control system because the time stamps
suggest a possible skip of the full question reading. In these cases, an auditor reviews the flagged questions by
verifying the time duration and listening to the audio (if available).

38 This item includes cases of questions read too fast, incompletely, or incorrectly.
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Key performance indicators:

Key performance indicators are STG measures that help us track fieldwork progress and analyze
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fencing data.

12



