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The SIPP Mission
The mission of the Survey of Income and Program 
Participation (SIPP) is to provide a nationally 
representative sample for evaluating:

•	 Annual and sub-annual dynamics of income,

•	 Movements into and out of government transfer 
programs,

•	 Family and social context of individuals and 
households, and

•	 Interaction between these items

Goals for SIPP Reengineering
•	 Modernize the data collection instrument

•	 Reduce respondent burden

•	 Require fewer resources than the old SIPP program

•	 Improve processing efficiency

•	 Releasable to the public in a timely manner

•	 Integrate survey data and administrative records data

•	 Improve management through realigned structure and 
improved monitoring using all available tools (e.g., 
paradata)

CARI
•	 Computer-Assisted Recorded Interviewing (CARI) 

is a survey component that records the verbal 
interview process between the respondent and Field 
Representative (FR)

•	 The main purpose of CARI is to help improve data 
quality by analyzing interview techniques

•	 The use of CARI may also have the capability of 
lowering operating costs by reducing the need for 
field observations or reinterview

CARI Consent Question

Data
•	 Wave 1 of the 2014 panel of SIPP

 — Sample included approximately 52,000 
households; roughly 30,000 households (75,000 
individuals) were interviewed

•	 Analytic sample: n=55,505

 — Individuals who are younger than 15 years of 
age, Type Z interviews, not either a complete or 
partial interview, did not complete a self or proxy 
interview, and whose household line number is 
not consistent with other line number-dependent 
variables were dropped from the sample 

Model
Dependent variable:

•	 An indicator variable was created denoting whether 
the respondent or proxy agreed to CARI (1=Yes; 0=No)

Independent variables:

•	Respondent-level (Level 1):

 — Sex; Race/Ethnicity; Age; Marital Status; 
Household ≤ 200% Below Poverty; Employment 
Status; Education; Household Size; Self-Reported 
Health; Non-English Interview; Foreign-Born; 
Proxy Interview

•	 FR-level (Level 2):

 — Certification test scores; Level of experience; 
Caseload size

•	 RO-level (Level 3):

 — Regional office

Method
•	 Descriptive statistics for all variables in the analysis by 

agreement to CARI

•	 Three-level organizational model using multilevel 
modeling predicting the odds of agreement to CARI

Summary
•	 Approximately 35% of the variability in CARI rate is 

accounted for by the Respondent or other unknown factors; 
65% of the variability of CARI rate is accounted for by the FR; 
less than 1% of the variability of CARI rate is accounted for 
by the Region

•	 Controlling for respondent-level and FR-level factors, model 
results revealed that the probability of agreeing to CARI for 
a typical FR in a region is 0.724. However, the probability 
of CARI varies considerably across FRs, but not necessarily 
across Regions
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