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International Labor Force Surveys: Response Rate Trends
LFS suspension and recovery
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• October 2023
• Response reach a low point
• Suspended LFS publication
• Resumed face-to-face interviews
• Increased incentives

• January 2024
• Introduced sample boost

• February 2024
• Applied new population weights
• Updated tenure adjustment
• Removed non-UK adjustment
• Restarted publication

• December 2024
• Further reweighting using increase in migration

Response Rates – 2020-Present
(Transition to new collection platform in March 2020)

1. Initial decline associated with suspension 
of in-person interviewing

2. Public health restrictions associated with 
Omicron 

3. Re-introduction of in-person interviewing 
4. Transition to new sampling 

frame/statistical building register
5. Implementation of ‘Beyond 80’
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Response Rate, Canadian LFS, Jan. 2020-Oct. 2024

United Kingdom Canada

Declining participation in labor force surveys outside of US

Efforts to boost response/sample have relatively small effects
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U.S. Current Population Survey: Response Rate Trends
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Rapid decline in US (even ignoring the COVID “shock”)

∼ 56, 000 monthly households interviewed in 2001

∼ 53, 000 in 2015 → ∼ 42, 000 in 2024

Implications?
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Flashback: U.S. Consumer Expenditure (CE) Survey

Response rate declined in

Copyright © National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.

Measuring What We Spend:  Toward a New Consumer Expenditure Survey

102	 MEASURING WHAT WE SPEND

BLS sometimes refers to the rates described by Johnson-Herring and 
Krieger as the “collection rates” since they are computed by the Census 
Bureau immediately following data collection. In post-collection processing, 
BLS removes some data records because they are found to have limited data 
entries and expenditure dollar amounts. BLS then recalculates the response 
rates, and sometimes refers to these adjusted rates as “estimation rates.” 
Johnson-Herring and Krieger do not discuss these adjustments in their 
description of methodology. In comparing the “collection rates” with the 
“estimation rates” one sees that the adjustments affect the Diary rates more 
than the Interview rates. BLS generally provides the “estimation rates” as 
the response rates to their microdata users. After some consultation with 
BLS, the panel has concluded that the adjusted “estimation rates” more 
closely describe the usable response, and has decided to use those as the 
response rates for the purpose of this report.

Thus, as reported in Chapter 3, the CE Interview survey had a response 
rate (estimation rate) in 2010 of 73 percent, slightly ahead of the Diary 
survey, which had a response rate of 72 percent.

Both surveys have experienced declines in response rates over time, 
a problem that has plagued most government household surveys. The re-
sponse rates (estimation rates) for the Diary survey have been slightly lower 
than those for the Interview survey (see Figure 5-6). The CE is a burden-
some survey, and the overall response rate is lower than several well-known 
but less burdensome surveys such as the Current Population Survey (92%) 
and the CPS Annual Demographic Survey (80% to 82%).

Fig5-6.eps
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FIGURE 5-6  Response rates (estimation rates) for Consumer Expenditure Interview 
and Diary surveys.
SOURCE: Bureau of Labor Statistics, data table provided to panel.

Consumer Expenditure Survey

Precipitated a redesign panel via the
Committee on National Statistics

Many complexities to CE

Long interview (average over an hour) → survey fatigue

Need to recall long list of items → high item nonresponse

Report for others (e.g., children) → high item nonresponse

Multiple waves (interview) → sample attrition
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Flashback: U.S. Consumer Expenditure (CE) Survey

Long road to CE redesign

Committee panel begins in 2010

Final report in 2013

Concurrent work at BLS throughout

CE redesign announced in 2013

Extensive testing followed

Need budget to test!

Revised diary in field in 2022; revised interview in 2023

Objective: ease respondent burden
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Flashback: U.S. Consumer Expenditure (CE) Survey
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CPS CE-Interview CE-Diary

Response rates continued to decline

Long lag between recognition and implementation

Far below review threshold when implemented
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U.S. Current Population Survey (CPS): Easier Problem?

CPS is far less complex than the CE

Short core interview (average 10 minutes) → little fatigue

Recent recall (e.g., work last week) → low item nonresponse

Report for others (e.g., children) → increase nonresponse

Multiple waves → sample attrition

Supplements add complexity

e.g., Outgoing rotation supplement

e.g., Annual Social and Economic Supplement

Earnings item non-response nearly 40 percent
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U.S. Current Population Survey (CPS): Possibilities?

Boost the sample

Drop/reduce supplements

Similar info in the American Community Survey (ACS)?

Modules have constituents

Monetary incentives

Helpful in other surveys (e.g., SIPP)

Large CPS samples are costly...

But... thoughtful changes not slowing nonresponse elsewhere
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U.S. Current Population Survey (CPS): Possibilities?

Make the CPS a mandatory survey

e.g., American Community Survey is mandatory
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High response rate fell post-COVID
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U.S. Current Population Survey (CPS): Alternatives?

Incentivized panel?

Leverage banking/credit card panels

Have paycheck direct deposits

Have gig work payments

Unbanked?

Able to determine unemployment?

Alternative data sources

Payroll companies

Employment platforms

Resources for testing

Where will it come from? Will it take as long as the CE?
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