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SPeeD consists of two pillarsSPeeD consists of two pillars

Detailed social protection expenditures and number of 
beneficiaries of social protection programs 

Using administrative data (Ministries of Social Protection, Pension Funds, 
etc.)

Secondary sources (National Statistical Office  official reports  etc )Secondary sources (National Statistical Office, official reports, etc.)

Performance benchmarking (“evaluation”)
Using household survey data and standardized approachUsing household survey data and standardized approach

Comparable indicators of coverage, targeting and generosity for social 
assistance programs

Complementary to  ASPIRE (SP Atlas) 



Basic classificationBasic classification
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Social Insurance
(contributory)( y)

L b  M k t P  Labor Market Programs 
(contributory and non-

contributory)y)

S i l A i  Social Assistance 
(non-contributory)



Data collection process - ongoingData collection process - ongoing

Classification 
On a program levelOn a program level

Program design characteristics
Type of benefits 

Categorical vs means-tested g
Cash vs in-kind 

Frequency of payment  unit of assistance Frequency of payment, unit of assistance 
Design, Financing and Implementation



Data collection process (cont )Data collection process (cont.)

Absolute annual nominal government 
spending & number of beneficiariesspending & number of beneficiaries

For 23 ECA countries
From 2000/2005 (for some countries) through 2012 From 2000/2005 (for some countries) through 2012 
(pending)

N t bl  i  th  d tNotable gaps in the data
In-kind programs/provision of goods and social services are usually not 

ll t dwell captured

Subsidies to producers are not captured

Data on administrative costs is collected, but not always availableData on administrative costs is collected, but not always available

In highly decentralized countries, sub-national spending is not available



SPeeD’s output is user friendlySPeeD s output is user friendly



Overview of selected results



In ECA region there is a considerable variation in
i l t ti  di  social protection spending …

Social Protection Spending (as a share of GDP)
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Social Insurance

T k 09
Albania 11

BIH 10
Azerbaijan 11 Labor Market

Social Assistance
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…and in social assistance spending 
(both levels & mix of programs)

S i l i t di ( h f GDP)
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Share of social assistance spent on means-tested 
 l    programs also varies across countries…
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Considerable SP coverage in many ECA 
countries
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While coverage of the poor by social 
assistance is often lacking
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THANK YOU

Please contact us at:
Vi i  S k  k @ ldb kVictoria Strokova, vstrokova@worldbank.org
Tomas Damerau, tdamerau@worldbank.org



Classification: Social Insurance

Old Age

Pensions Disability

Survivor
Social 

Insurance
Maternity

Other SI

Maternity

Paid sick Other SI leave

Work Work 
injury, etc.



Classification: Labor MarketClassification: Labor Market
Trainingg

Job rotation and 
job sharing

LMP services

LMP measures

Employment 
incentives

Active LMP
Supported 

employment

Direct job 

Labor Market Policies 
(LMP)

creation

Start-up 
incentives

LMP supports

Out-of-work 
income 

maintenance
Passive LMPM  suppo s

Early retirement

See  Eurostat for more information



Classification: Social Assistance

LRSA

Housing & War Housing & 
utilities

War 
veterans

SA
Social 

pensionDisability

Family 
AllOther AllowancesOther



What aspects of program design do 
   ?we try to capture?

Starting/Ending year
Targeting mechanismg g
Payment type
L l f tLevel of government

Source of financing
Design 
Implementation

Benefit amount/indexation
Frequency of paymentFrequency of payment
Assistance unit



Standardized methodology for 
developing performance indicatorsdeveloping performance indicators

18

Data source Household survey data 
(Household Budget Surveys, Living Standards 
Measurement Study, etc.)Measurement Study, etc.)

Welfare indicator Harmonized consumption aggregate1

I di id l  k d P  i  i  b f  ll SAIndividuals ranked on Per capita consumption before all SA
cash transfers

AD PT SP2 St d di d ft  t  t  ADePT SP2 Standardized software to compute 
indicators

1. Developed by ECA Poverty Reduction and Economic Management team (ECA Databank) – a 

standard basket of goods and services across all countries, and all expenses are similarly deflated 

across countries and expressed in per capita terms 

2. Developed by World Bank’s Development Research Group (DECRG)



Measures of Performance of Social AssistanceMeasures of Performance of Social Assistance
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We use household surveys to assess performance:
Coverage: percent of poorest quintile who receive benefits.

Targeting accuracy: percent of benefits going to the poorest quintile.
“Dooh nibor”: Leakage of social assistance benefits to the upper quintile

Generosity (Adequacy):
Contribution to consumption: Average transfer amount as a fraction of 

 ti  f  b fi i  h h ld  i  th  t i tilaverage consumption for beneficiary households in the poorest quintile.

Impact on poverty: to what extent do social assistance transfers lift 
people out of poverty in the ECA countries? people out of poverty in the ECA countries? 

Relative poverty line is used – 20th percentile of per capita consumption



Limitations of using household surveysg y
20

• Limited to those programs that are included in specific questions on household surveys• Limited to those programs that are included in specific questions on household surveys

• Cannot capture full range of transfers that we do in public spending

• Rough estimates of what share of total SA (in public spending) we are capturing in Rough estimates of what share of total SA (in public spending) we are capturing in 
household survey analysis – ranging from  about 30% to more than 90%

Percent  of Total SA Spending Captured by Household Data Analysis
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