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Porxl1ation Census: The outbreak ofWar on the subc nLn~on December 3 came
as the finishing touches were being made on the repor b~ the c~erage Evaluation
of the Rawalpindi Test Census conducted in June 1971. Otheifeports in progress
on the problems encountered in the CES and HED pretests in the Rawalpindi
area were unfinished when the statistical advisory team and their families
were evacuated to Tehran on Sunday December 5. Dr. Larson who was scheduled
to leave post on December 5 for reassignment to Washington, did in fact begin
his journey on the scheduled date but under somewhat unexpected circumstances.
From Tehran Dr. Larson continued onto Washington on Monday December 6.
The Schiro and Schulz families returned to -Karachi on Wednesday December 29,
from their safeheaven . post in Tehran.

• - '''11

The proposed pretests of the CES and HED procedures following the
Test Census of Hyderabad conducted in October 1971 were thrown off schedule
and at this writing no definite date has been set for continuing with the Hyderabad
pretest. The Rawalpindi experience showed clearly that both the Census
Organization and lbe CSC will have to conduct additional tests to improve their
calillbility to conduct an adequate Census of Population by Population Census
Organization and an adequate Census Evaluation SUrvey and Housing;, Economic
and Demographic l:!urvey to be conducted by CSC following the Census of
PoPulation.

Wilb the problems facing lbe new government it may be sometime :---J
before a decision is made as to whether to proceed with the Census of PoPulatiJ,on.
in December 1972. This absence of decision should however not justify any·
relaxation of preparations for the forthcoming Census by either the Population
Census Organization or the CSO, since so much needs to be done in the way
of improving procedures and controls.

. At this point it may be appropriate to point out that the Census
Evaluation SUrvey conducted in Rawalpindi following the Test Census conducted
by the Population Census Organization showed that the Census enumerators
failed to enumerate 10.0% of the rural population and 16.4% of the urban
population. However because of "erroneous" inclusions of persons (who should
not have been counted as "residents of the Rawalpindi area"}the "net error" in
the rural areas was an undercount of 8. 5 percent and in the urban areas a· net·
undercount of 16.2 percent. Thus while the Test Census reported a total of
15,298 !?!lrsons in rural areas and 14,535 persons in urban areas covered in
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the Test Census, the estimated correct count based on the CiS was 16,719

persons in the rural areas and 17, 345 persons in ilIe urban areas. About

one--half c~ ilIe missed population were located in the households which were

completell? missed by the Census Enumerators. (See ilIe attached report

'Coverage Evaluation of the Rawalpindi Test Census June 1971", issued

in December 1971, for methodology employed and detailed findings.)

The Village Lists for West Pakistan which were distributed in September

for correction are being returned slowly. This operation was to have been

completed by ilIe end of December. Out of a total of approximately 58 districts,

11 have been returned in West Pa"'istan. The village lists for East Pakistan

have had no actiivity for several months.

The analytical tables for the Rawalpindi Big Count Pretest have been

completed. The tables produced were for both urban, and rural, were for

single years of age by sex; and by 5 year age groups, of sex, marital status,

mother tongue, religion, and literacy; plus comparative tables of the CES

enumerators' reports V. S. the Big Count enumerators I reports, to show the

degree of enumerator variation for each Census question,

About 50% of the Hyderabad Test Census data has been encoded and

verifisd. It, is anticipated that the balance of the Test Census enumeration

schedules will be made available in January.

The Rawalpindi HED schedules have been punched, verified and proof

listed. An edit program is presently bei·'Il!' written to show inconsistancies and

invalid codes. After corrections, preliminary tables as defined by the Census

Organization will be produced.

Due to evacuation to Tehran and the pressure of work in processing the

pretest data, very little effort was expanded in the preparation of the final

Big Count Edit Routine. It is anticipated that more time will be spent on this

complex routine after the HED tables have been completed.

Agriculture Census: Both advisors assigned to the Agriculture Census

were evacuated from Lahore to Islamabad, the SalTpling Advisor Mr, Sturdevant

on December 4th, and the Data Processing Advisor, Mr. Braddock, three days

later. Mr. Braddock prepared an End of Tour Report, prior to being transferred

to Washington, D. C. for reassignment at the Bureau of Census.

Since the cease fire on December 17, it new &!>pears most likely that

the Agricultural Censua will be rescheduled for April-June 1912, although as

yet an authoritative decision has not been made by the new government.

Nevertheless, the staff has been kept intact and meetings have been held to

work out the details of ilIe rescheduling.
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Contact with th!l Canadian High Commission, r!lv!laled that th!l

high priority data proc!lssing !lquipm!lnt for tIl!l Agricultur!l C!lnBUS Organization

is ElXPE'cted to b!l air shipped for arrival in F!lbruary. 'Ib!l balanc!l of th!l

!lquipment would 00 shipp!ld by surfac!l transportation for Spring delivery.

With th!l lik!llihood of th!l r!lschedul!ld C!lnsus !lnum!lration, th!l

Sampling Advisor will r.rn to Lahor!l in early January. to r!lsume his advisory

duti!ls and to participate in r!lsch!lduling plans. Any d!lcision to r!lcaU

Mr. Braddock will await th!l Gov!lrnm!lnt of Pakistan d!lcision.

n. Advisors' Detai1!ld R!lports

Attach!ld for Buroou of C!lnsus.
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1. The Census Evalua~ion Survey (CES)

As part of its preparatory work for the conduct of Pakistan's Third
Decennial Population Census, the Population Census Organization conducted
in June 1971 a "test" or "rehearsal" census in the Rawalpindi area,
consisting of complete coverage of one Urban Union Committee (divided into
16 Census Enumerator Blocks) and three Rural Patwari Circles (divided into
27 Census Enumerator Blocks). The Population Census Organization then
followed up this "Big C011llt" test census with a test of its Census
Evaluation Sample Survey designed to follow the actual Big Count in order
to get an objective measure of the coverage error of. the Big Count. At
the request of the Population Census Organization, and under its general
direction, the actual CES will be conducted by an independent statistical
organization - the Central Statistical Office. Similarly the Central
Statistical Office (CSO) conducted the test CES in the Rawalpindi area,
to test and modify the procedures and forms to be used in the actual CES.

The test census was conducted in June 1971. The test CES conducted
after the test census consisted of the following steps:

(1) An independent re-enumeration in each CES cluster (sample area)
during a IO-day period from late July through early August -- about
one month to six weeks after the Test Census.

(2) A household by household, person by person match between the
CES enumeration and the Census enumeration at the CSO in
Karachi.

(3) Determination of the status of each household and each person
as to whether a "match" or a "non-match" case.

(4) For all "non-match" cases, transcription of the required
information on to field follow-up forms and return to the field
tvr reconciliation and determination from personal interview
as to the correct status of the household/person at the time
of the Census.

(5) Code information as to coverage status of each household/person
and tabulation of results.

The CES sample for the Rawalpindi Test Census included eight areas
four in the rural area and four in the urban area. Each CES sample area
consisted of a cluster of about thirty household or about 234 households
for the total CES. The four clusters in the rural area were sampled from a
set of clusters formed from an updated Malaria Eradication Program (MEP)
list of structures. In the urban area, two CES clusters were based on
area sampling methods and the remaining two were selected from clusters
formed from an independent re-numbering of structures in two Census blocks.
Thus, structures selected in all CES sample clusters were developed from
sampling frames independent from the actual Census Register (structure
listing). This was done so that reliable estimates of "missed households"
in the Census could be made from the CES.

2. Net Error in the Test Census

The summary results for the coverage evaluation of the Rawalpindi
Test Census as determined from the CES sample survey are presented in
Table #1. The Rawalpindi !est Census reported a total of 15,298 persons
living in the three rural patwari circles and 14,535 persons living in
the Urban Test Census Union Committee. As the table shows the Test Census
undercounted the actual population living in both the rural and urban
areas. The net undercount in the rural area is estimated to be 8.5 percent
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or 1,421 persons missed. The net undercount in the Urban area is
estimated at 16.2 percent, or 2,810 persons missed. In other words
the CES estimates that about 9 out of every 100 persons living in
the rural areas, and 16 out of every 100 persons living in the urban
area were "missed" in the Rawalpindi Test CensusY

RA~ALPINDI TEST CENSUS JUNE 1971

TABLE NO.1: ESTIMATES OF "MISSED" PERSONS AND "ERRONEOUSLY INCWDED" PERSONS
------------·---{SOURCE -- CENSUS- EVALUATION SUlfVEyf---·--------·--·--·· ..... -.

Numbe;:..r"-t0_f_P."e_r_s_o_n::..s_,MISSE::;D::-__ Number of "Net Error" Estimated
In In Persons (Col. 6 Correct Count

Enumerated Missed Total Erroneously Minus (Col. 2 Minus
Households Households ._Mi_s_El_~<!__ Included Col. 5. ~~!-,-_·n_._. .

_~'__ . __ .__4_•.".__ ___~___ .. -6'.--=- ===~!:__._..~ ..~.:.... ..

----··--t"i'otal --I------.--.~

Person
Counted

Test In the
Census Test
Area_ Census
:==1": _ --2:--

---~..._----_.,--------_._-----_...,-----_.... _._---

Rural 15,298 853
(5.1%)

819
(4.9%)

1,672
(10.0%)

251
(1. 5%)

1,421
(-8.5'J,)

16,719

Urban 14,535 1,301 1,544 2,845
______L ...._(_7._5_%_)_~ ...>(__8_!.,;.9'-'%"")__1---,,(1:.::6_,__~)

35
_~_,__2%1_

2,816
(-l_6.2~>"

17,345

Note: Figures in parenthesis show per cent error for each error component as a
proportion of the "Estimated Correct Count" (Column 8).

3. ~rban-Rural Diffe~ences in Coverage

With the exception of "Persons Erroneously Included" (column 6) the
various components of error are significantly larger in the urban areas
as compared to the rural -- the rates range from about 50% higher for
"Missed in Enumerated Households" (column 3) to 90% higher for "Net Error"
(column 7). From observations during the Test Census operation there were
indications that there were extra problems of enumeration in ~he urban
areas -- more "not-at-home" in urban areas, more problems of defining and
convassing an urban census enumeration area; also, the quality of enumerators
and their supervision may have been inferior in the urban area, etc .

._..-----_.--_.._-------------------_._-- ------_. ._.
II

Y In addition to this"net error" reported by the CBS, demographers would have
to make an allowance for persons missed by both the test census and the
test CES. The test census and the test CBS were designed to measure the
population of persons living in households or institutions and did not
cover the "floating" population, 1. e. persons with "no place" or residence.

The"floating"persons are the most difficult persons to count correct in
a Population Census, and no estimate can be made of the number missed
in the Test Census.

However, a minimum estimate can be made of persons residing in households
or institutions, who were missed by both the test census and the CES, by
use of a simple probability model often referred to as the Chandraseker­
Deming correction. Using this probability model it can be estimated that
the minimum undercount of net persons missed by both the census and the CES
.o~ld ba about 1.2 percent of the population in urban areas and.
0.3 percent in rural areas. Thus the total net undercount would be about
8.8 percent in rural areas and 17.4 percent in urban areas.

NOTE: For missed "Floating" persons, the correlation between CENSUS and CBS
will be very large, therefore the estimate of these persons missed in
both surveys will be significantly undercounted.

1
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4. Number of Households Missed

As can be observed from Table #2, it is estimated that 240 households
out of a total 3036 in the rural area were completely missed by the Test
Census. This is a "missed household rate" of 7.9%. In the urban area,
the "Missed Household Rate" was even higher as 389 out of 2719 household
or 14.3% were estimated to be missed in the test census. In general these
"missed households" tended to be smaller than average - - the average size
of the "missed" households in the rural area was estimated to be 3.8 persons
V.S. the average size rural household of 5.5 persons; in the urban area the
average "missed" household consisted of 4.4 persons V.S. the over-all urban
average of 6.2 persons. At least in the urban area there were indications
that much of the high "missed rate" could be attributed to a few poor
enumerators. Of the four urban census enumerators whose work was checkatl'
in the CES it was found that two had a "missed rate" of 6%. one had a
"missed rate" of 18% and the remaining had a high of 38% "missed rate".
There also seemed to be a high correlation between "missed" households and
the quality of the Census enumerators numbering of structures. In the same
block (12020205) with the 38% "missed rate", it was found that of the 44
structures in the block 16 structure, numbers or 36% were not observable
at the time of the CES. For another block which was checked' (12020303), it
was found that only 2 structure numbers out of a total of 114 (or only 2%)
were GO' observable at the time of the CES, The enumerator for this latter
block had an estimated missed household rate of only 6%. From these limited
observations it does appear that efforts on the part of the Census Organization
to see that a good structure numbering operation is carried out Will, besides
greatly improving the execution of the RED and CES post-census surveys, also
help insure good coverage in the Big Count itself.

RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

TABLE #2: ESTIMATES OF "MISSED" HOUSEHOLDS (SOURCE: CENSUS EVALUATION SURVEY)
-_.~ -EStimate-cr---r-----------------------

Total Households Number of Estimated
Enumerated in the Households Correct Total

Test Census Missed Households
----~_..__.~.,- -_._-~----_._._ ..~--_.- -_.'_ .._---

,__2_._____ _ .__3.-:... ._.__.__'!c._. .__

RU1\al

Urban

2796

2330

240
(7.9%)

389
(14.3%)

---1------

3036

2719

-L ~_

The proportion of people missed by the Test Census in census enumerated
households - 5.1% in rural areas and 7.5% in the urban areas'-::':calculates-­
to an average of 6.3% for all households in the CES sample areas, However,
there were distinct differences in this rate when tabulated separately for
different members of the household and for different age groups (see Table #3).
The immediate members of the family (wife, son, daughter, father and mother)
were missed much less than were the more distantly-related members -- "missed
rate" differences from 2-5% V.S. 11-23%. The relationship between age
and "missed rate" showed a distinct trend downward from the high of "Under 1"
to age 15. Then from age 15 to 39 there seems to be a fairly constant above
average "missed rate" which then drops to a low for age 40 and over.
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RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

TABLE #3: ESTIMATED "PERSON MISSED" RATES IN CENSUS-ENUMERATED HOUSEHOLDS
BY RELATION TO HEAD -~m BY AGJ!:.._fAVERA~ AA.TE =,; 6: 3%L=

._-------
"Person
Missed"

.__ c-.._~a.!.~ .~__...._. _._

-1-r:;::----·"··- ,,-.---- -:-------.--'---'---- .~,.-

Person ' Age
Missed" Group

Rate (Years)
Relationship
to Head----.--..--------If--

Wife
Daughter
Son
Father or Mother
Daughter-in-Law or

Son-in-Law
Grand son or

Grand Daughter
Sister or Brother
Other Relatives
Non-Re: atives

2% Under 1 14%
4% 1 - 4 8%
5% 5 - 9 6%
5% 10 - 14 5%

11% 15 - 19 9%
20 - 29 9%

17% 30 39 9%
40 49 3%

22% Over 50 3%
11%
23%

-----••• ___0

As one might expect, a strong positive correlation can be observed
between the census enumerator's proneness to error and the size of the household
(see Table #4). This reflects the complexities of getting complete counts
of people in the larger more complicated households V.S. the smaller households.
This partly accounts for the larger missed rate in the urban area than in
the rural area. Households in the urban area tend to be larger (6.2 persons
average size) than in the rural area (5.5 persons) per household.

RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

TABLE #4: RELATION OF SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD TO COVERAGE OF P~I!S01!~V!:r.,!,!!I.~:!:HE

HOUSEHOLD-_._---

Size of Household
.' -Pr'oportionOfHous'eholds"iiav:lng-one

or More "Missed" Persons,----- .--'----_._--------_._._-
6 Persons or Less
7 to 10 Persons
11 or More Persons

1 in 6
1 in 4
1 in 2

7. Adjustment Factor for "Missed Persons" by Sex and Age Groups

A somewhat higher proportio~ of females were missed than was the
case for males. In urban areas 17.1 percent of the females were not counted
in the Census Pretest, as against 15.6 percent for males. In rural areas
9.1 percent of the females were missed as against 7.8 percent of the
males.

Missed Rates by J3ex-----_..

Both Sexes Urban Rural

Both Sexes 16.2 8.5

Males 15.6 7.8

Females 17.1 9.1
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The missed rates by age groups for all persons including those
missed in completely missed households, does not show as clear a pattern
as was the case for persons missed in census-enumerated households only
(see Table 3). In the latter group, a higher proportion of the younger
age group were missed than in the older age groups. While this pattern of
a higher missed rate among the younger age groups is apparsnt for urban
areas, it is not apparant in the rural areas. This is due to the fact that
in completely missed households, the age distribution of the population
was not parti~ularly different from the age distribution of the population
in Census-enumerated households.

Missed Rates by Age Group

All Age Groups
Under 1 Year
1 - 4
5 - 9
10 14
15 19
20 29
30 39
40 49
50 and Over

Urban

16.2
20.0
21.6
14.0
11.4
17.3
22.4
17.1
14.4
7.9

Rural

8.5
7.7
5.2
8.9
5.2

11.3
11.2
7.4
7.8
9.1

Table 5 shows the effect of the varying missed rates by sex and age
when adjustments are made to the totals reported in the Rawalpindi Test
Census. In Urban Areas the proportion of the population which is female
increases from 44.1 percent unadjusted to 44.5 percent adjusted, In rural
areas the proportion of the total population Which is female increases from
51.4 percent to 51.8 percent. The very substantial adjustment for missed
persons in toto has very little effect on the very substantially different sex
ratio patterns reported by the Test Census between urban and rural areas. In
urban areas the number of males reported by the Test Census was 126.7 per
100 females, while in rural areas the number of males was only 94.5 per 100
females. After adjustment for missed persons, these sex ratios are 124.6
and 93.1 respectively, substantiating the pattern of male migration to urban
areas from rural areas, especially amongst the working age groups. (See
AppendiX Tables 1 to 3. See also Age-Sex Correction File Appendix Tables 4
and 5, for a detailed statement of the methodology followed),

The adjustments shown in Table 5 are for under-enumerated
population only. No adjustment is made here for age mis-reporting or
age heaping, which is a very serious problem in Pakistan. (See Appendix
Table 6 for evidence of age haaping. See also table 7 for evidence of
enumerator response variation in reporting ages.

/0
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!¥,WA,LPINDI TEELCENSUS ..:._J.'\l!~971

SUlr~RY CO~ARIS ION OF TOT..AY;_.!JN~J.UE!~~L"~ ...:l'..OTA..~ ADJV:STED FOR
!:!!DER9.0UN~LE!:AGE ~_S.EX

Males 8123 55.9 9624 55.5 7433 48.6 3062 48.2

Females 6412 44.1 7721 44.5 7865 51. 4 8657 51.8

No. of ~!ales Per 126.7 124.6 94.5 93.1
100 Females

BOTH SEXES 14535 100.0 17345 100.0 15298 100.0 16719 100.0

Under 1 Year 340 2.3 423 2.4 378 2.5 411 2.5

1 - 4 Years 1746 12.0 2187 12.6 1755 11.5 1858 11.1

5 - 9 Years 2104 14.5 2494 14.4 2259 14.8 2489 14. S

10 - 14 Years 1977 13.6 2220 12.8 1894 12.4 2005 12.0

15 - 19 Years 1587 10.0 1910 11.0 1445 9.4 1635 9.13

20 - 24 Years 1298 8.9 1604 9.2 1085 7.1 1216 7.3

25 - 29 Years 1128 7.8 1503 8.7 1060 6.9 1215 7.3
f
I

30 - 39 Years 1740 12.0 2090 12.0 1670 11.0 1300 10.8 I
•
I

40 - 49 Years 1248 8.6 1447 8.4 1372 8.9 1464 8.7 I
!

50 and Over 1367 9.3 1467 8.4 2380 15.5 2626 15.6 I
..__._"____.___"____L___ ~__.___.__.

._---,-.
____-.0_ .. _____ ._,.. -_.J .

Note: See Age-Sex Correction File, Appendix Tables 4 and 5, for a detailed
statement of how the Correction was made.

Enumerator response variation for all items i.e. "Sex", "Age", "Marital
S t it IfR Ii i 11 tiM th 11 " • II • kta us, e g on, 0 er Tongue • and L~teracy ~s wor ed out by under-
taking a person by person match between the census information fer these items
and the information as reported in the CES enumeration. The results are
summarized in Tables 6 to 11.

If response variability were zero, i.e. there were complete agreement
when the responses from the Census and CES are classified by the above
mentioned characteristics then all entries for the matched persons would appear
on the diagonal of the tables (the underlined entries). The degree to which
entries lie off the diagonal indicates the degree of response variability
when information is collected for the same person on two different occasions.
As one will note this divergence from the diagonal is substantial in case
with the item "Age" (Table 7), Other items studied showed less variability.

II
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, RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

TABLE NO.6: ENUMERATOR REPORTING VARIATION: CENSUS ENUMERATORS REPORT COMPARED
;rOCES-ENUMERATORS REPORT -FOR OFFICE MATCHED PERSONS ONLY-URBAN& RUAAL'"AREA:S- -
--·---------·-----·------COMBINED -----.--------- .---.-- .---­._._.-

REPORTING OF SEX

CENSUS ENUMERATOR REPORTED SEX AS
::---TOTA~__ - ~MALE--- ---FEMALE---- 'SElD1OT-R'E-POJil'ED

Number Percent Number -"Percent" Numb-ar Percent" Number -'--Pe;:cen~c---- -,---- ----_. -_._--- ---- --~_..,- - ... --"

1

1

1

1

1.3

47.4

44.7

16 1.3

16

572

-./--- -•._-_.----- ----- -'-' -- ,._._.-

1207 100.0 634 52.5

620 51.4 &Q.1. 50.0

553 45.8 12 1.0

34 2.8 18 1.5

.1___.__
Sex Not

Reported
I ._-J.._

,
I

iCES Enumerator

I_Repor~~_

I

I
' Total

j Male

Female
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PART I

TABLE NO.7: ENUMERATOR REPORTING VARIATION: CENSUS ENUMERATORS REPORT COMPARED TO CES ENUMERATORS REPORT FOR OFFICE MATCh"ED PERSONS ONLY. ~- - -'--' ._--~ - --'-~'-'-- ..'.' •....-. .....• - .. ~ - ._._-._---- ..•._--_.._-- - --,-_.-,----" - ---_._.~_._._ .._- '---"--'- .•..- -,,,,-,,.__.~- '--'-"-'- -_.. '.-. --'----."'---"---" .. _- -'-._-.--- ._.__ - - ". - -. --- -,- _. ---"- -. - --' .. '- --

URB~_~RUJ!AL AREAS _COMB!-NED

REPORTING OF AGE
.-

CES Enum,;rato1.'~' ---,C---E--N---g--U--s----E'--N---ii--M E R' A-'-i'--- 0 R R-E-P-O -R--'!'--ED - --r-cr-Fi-----AS- ---I

Repc~:ed Age ~i~~~~~~f~~_~~tt~~~~i~~i~~~~in:~:~i~~:~~~,irN~~~~t~~i;~l~~~~i€~~;~~t~~~~~t;!;~~~&~~t~~~~~~~~~~~u~~~~[;f~i~%:~~-,

(Contd. on next page)

1 '-.1

102

.1

.1

10.9

1

1

13114.3

;+-;2
21' 1.1T--4

---

1~~~~1 12

31 2.6 I ~
-
26

172

22. 4.6 I 171 1. 4 I 5

19 1.6 36 3.0 1 12

8 .7 13 1.1 ;~7-
5 .4 5 .4 15

I I I I I 1

I T 1 . I . ,
1 .1 3

~
I '1

I I -·1 - I 2 .2 2

-
1
-
2

119 I 9.9 193 16,0

2 .2 1 .1

.. 1------ ,--
92 7.6 22 1.8--
23 1.9 ~. 10.7

2 .2 38 3,1
I

- I - - 3 ,2
,
I - I - I - - -

_c-_

2.1

5.1

5.5

4.0

5,7

1.5, ±' _I -t--±--±~.I -t -t -I t==1 -J -I - I - t---=---.t1 . 61 j______ _ .
i '

1.2

2.4

66

",......+..,.1 I 1 9.n'7 100.0 19 I 1,6.,
Under 1 Year~20 1.7 1&.1 1.3
_.__ ._---." _._-. -

3T-~~ - 4 Years 121 10.0

1-----
5 - S Year~ 177 14.7
-,- -------- -----------j--
10 - 14 Years 170 14.1

35 - 39 Years 62

!~O ~ 4~~ars __ 6f~d -t= ~_ -h+--; -I - I - I J.I _J.

--:~ - <0 Years (/J 5,(:' - - - - I

50 - 54 Years 48

5f - 59 Years 29

6f - 64 Years 25

61' - 69 Years 15

70 74 Years 18

t 75 and Over 19

-L_ ----1-

-
/3-



TABLE NO.7: REPORTING OF AGE (Cent".) - s -
·PART ;n

'"Fif Enumerator:-:~~=:::C_::){~~N:~=S~_US -=_-::-=~~:.:~_:~=~~:::E.==a:=:A-T 3?=~.~==-~==':l!:=E": -P':=~=-R::':f ..Ef': ~ ::':::::.: A:Jr:':El:== :.:-::: ~=}:~-=..:~: -:-..:_.•. -~: :.:-:'

~::::;'''':'i:~4~ir::' ':::~i I~'':::7'.~;;r~~"~~f7i .~~~~;, '~~~~:~; J~~~J:~~;O::~~<:
Under 1 Year 1--':::':, - - - -
1 - 4 Years

5 - 9 Years+to - 14 Years I , ! - I - , - I· _ I - I _ i _ ! _ , _ -j _ I _ -I I I _ f- - I -
15 - 19 Years

20 - 24 Years

~ - 29 Years

3~_:!~_rs
35 - 39 Years

40 - 44 Years
"""------
45 • 49 Years

50 • 54 Years

55 - 59 Years

60 - 64 Years
--
65 - 69 Years

70 - 74 Years

75 and Over

~~2 1,'0

..?l- 1.7

15 I 1.2

4-2
i-H1 .1

,
1 I .1

I
I

=±±1
I 1 I .1

2 .2 3 .2

9 .7 2 .2 3 .2 1 .1

18 T:'5' 12 1.U 2 .2 ~ .~

15 1.2 24 2.0 10 .8 3 .2 2 .2

. , .4 9 .7 14 1,2 6 .5 6 .5-
2 .2 4 .3 11 .9 3 .2 5 .4-
f .2 1 .1 5 .4 - - JL .7

1 .1 2 .2 5 .4 3 .2

2 .2 - - - - 1 .1

1 .1 - - - - 1 .1

2 .2

1 .1 1 .1

2 .2 4 .3 - -
1 .1 2 .2 1 .1

I-
6 .5 7 .6 1 .1

I-
5 .4 3 .2 9 .7

"

~
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TABLE NO.8: ENUMERATOR REPORTING VARIATION: CENSUS ENUMERATORS REPORT COMPARED TO CES ENUMERATORS REPORT FOR OFFICE MATCHED PERSONS ONLY4 .• •• , __~ -.,_. ••. _ .._,.••••• _.'. ,. • ••_. .+ • ~ "~- • ••.• • • •• . ._•• '_ •• "_,,__ ._,. __ • ,. ,_. __ ...••__ .. _ '. . "_ ".

URBAN & RURAL AREAS COMBINED------_ ..,.-_._,.- .-
y'

REPORTING OF MARITAL STATUS

_._~ -- .---------_.._._-~.__ ..__._.--.-----_._._- --'- ---_._- ---_._ .._----_.,,--_.~~. -------,~_._------ ---.- -.'-" --.'...- - -,,--- -- --_ ..- . -,~.

CBS Enumerator Reported
l!'lar~t_a.1..St~t~ _

Total

Never Married

CENSUS ENUMERATOR REPORTED MARITAL STATUS AS
---T-OT ;cr; _.-- T-N:K~ia iiAMOO·r-MARRIED ---:-=r··_-WIDOWED-----j---DIVORCEO- - -I--NOT-REPORTED-

~~;"f:;:'::;'"::'~ "-::;' ~'"~': "~~'-;"'.::'~~"'-';:' IA,"~' ~,e,";", ,,,,,0;1
i><,<"-

715 I 59.2 I 6~ I 57.9 I 14 I 1.2 I 2 I .2

Married 436 36.1 13 1.1 i!l. 34.5 6 .5

.11

3.947

.1

.34

1

.2

.1

2

1

Widowed I 53 i 4.4

Divorced I J 1.1

Net Reported I 2 .2
, I

- - ------ - ----- - - -----!---- -- -- - -- --~- ---- ---'._-------L

/0-



RAwALPINDI TEST CENSUS - ~uNE 1971._-,-_ _ -.- .~--.---_ __.. ~._,."- ..~.__ .. ---
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;,

TABLE NO.9: ENUMERATOR REPORTING VARIATION: CENSUS ENUMERATORS REPORT COMPARED TO CES ENUMERATORS REPORT FOR OFFICE MATCHED PERSONS ONLY-- ..~-,-.- _._-.~-,._-_ .. --,----,,- -'--"--'-- ._-_._.._-.- --------.-------------- .._-,--_._,-_._-_._-_._.,-- - -'---"._'---'--"-~"-'---'-'--'--- --_.- .- -_._----~...•--.--- ..

URBAN & RURAL~ CCNBINED-----_. -
.,..r'·,

REPORTING OF RELIGION

.22

.1

1.0

98.7

1

12

1191

._-_._,.-....- -----
1207 100.0

1191 98.7

1 .1

14 I 1.2

==C- E N~u -8 E N U M E iiA_f·o R -~~Y; ~=~:::!f~t-Eli= __~_~_~_I <iI-o-N'=A S

--Num~~:lpercent--+~~~~~C[}~~centF~~~~il;~~~i:~~[~~~~~b~~;~~e:,,!.-~::~=
1205 I 99.8 I - I - I. 2 I .2

Caste Hindu

Muslim

Schedule Caste

Total

---,--,-,-----' ,----------

_CEf!..En.u~er~torR"'l2.,,-r_t_~dR~~~e.()n A~:__

Budhist

Christian

Parsi

Others

Not Reported 1 .1

- ~... ~.... -~..~ ._- _..• - .'- ... ~' _.•- .~ ..._... --".- ._---_.. ~.
,---._._-_......_._."~ .. ~ .. _......--,-----

1- , L ,, I- , '

/t
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'~' '. .,_._ '_'_0-" . ~ ., . __ ,__~.. .. .._~_ 113

TABLE NO. 10: ENUMERATOR REPORTING VARIATION: CENSUS ENUMERATORS REPORT COMPARED TO CES ENUMERATORS REPORT FOR OFFICE MATCHED PERSONS ONLY___._ •__ . , . ,_.••_ ... .__ ... ··_·OY ·•__ .• ._••••• _. ,,_'_ ''' .~ • .. ,_, . .•_. . ,__. ., __ ._ ••• _ •.__ •. _._..~_ '_"_•.__." _ .• •__

"
URBAN & RURAL AREAS COMBINED

REPORTING OF MarHER TONGUE
~. ..

, - I

I~

.5

.78

6

,
- I -

- I - I - I -

- I - I - I - I

- I - I
_ I _ I

- I _! 11 .1
I

I­
I -

- , - , - , - I - , - , - - , - - , - , -
I

4 ! .~ - I - I - I - I - I - I - , - , - , -
I
I I I I I I I

I

- I - I - I - I - I - , - , - , - , - , -
- , - - , - , - I - , - , - , - , - , -

85

Punjabi

Pushtu

Others

Urdt

FCrElign
Nationals

Sindhi

Bengali

B..'uchi

Not Reported

=;:o~r-io";·:{#L':~~E:~~~~~~ R~~--,-e~~, 'I"';';;":''L~;~Yi;"'T~~{:N~.-~;~::- -r------- -
Mother IPer- iper-I Per- IPer- !Per- f ' Per-r IPer-! ;Per-I Per- I iPer-

L-~_~!!.umb-,,-,+"..eJnt,N~ber _~~_1:. !!'!.mb~ c_",_~~ !.!~mbe!:I.9-O;)-~~Numberl ,,-ent Numbe~~'!t.~N_'!.lIIber~ ,

Total I 1207 1100.~ - I - 91 7.5 1093 90.6 8 I .7 - I - - I - 15 11.2 - - I - -
7! .61 - I - 7 .6 - - - I' - - I - I - f - - I - - - I -

7.J - I -I §L 1 5.7 10 .8 - - - ,-

1074 I 89.4 - I - I 15 I 1. 21 .~ 186. 81 3 I .2' - ,-

37 I 3. ~ - I - I - I - 1 32 I 2. 71 ~, .4' - ,-

- I -

17
\
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TABLE NO. 11: ENlJMERATOR REPORTING VARIATION: CENSUS ENUMERATORS REPORT COMPARED TO CES ENUMERATORS REPORT FOR OFFICE MATCHED PERSONS ONLY-- -- - ~ ..- .._~"- ,.--- .- ._- .~,--_.".- .- -_ .._-"_._,,_.,~_._ .._---- .._..~_.. -,",~_ .._-~.~...._.... '--"--'--"----'-'- ._ .._---_..._---_....~.._._.__ . ~._--_ ... '- -.- '----._.- -~ ~...- -_.'- --- .-
~ & RURAL AREAS COMBINED

REPORTING OF LITERACY----_ ..._.~ -

Not Reported

:t':ulll:e,rre.:c,ent, _

12.61525.1626.0

- - ------------ --+----_._---------------------_.-----._-------_.- ._----------------- -------_.---- _..._.- -- _._. -.-- ---- --_. -_.I I Persons Not
!1_.__c..!_I!.~.U S E N1!..!l_!_R. .A__!_Q_i!.-. _J!.E_~_~R_!_l!l...E.. __~.}_!_!_~_:~ .0_.1:. A ~__ ' . .__ --, Able to Read
iCES Enumerator I Persons Able 10 Read and Write with Understanding In I& Write with

,",",<eO .... r·::l~~?·~~:\~~~ff~~~:1~~:~r~~JI~!£'1~'r:;1~7i~~1,r~"~j~:l:::
to ' I

Rea, & Write I
Witl Understan- I
dini:

B£ngali Only - - - - - I
Uldu Only _ 287 I 23,8 - - :!! I
Blngali & Others- -

Urdu & Others

Others Only

165 13.7 36 3.0 98 8.1 31 2.6

P< rsons Not Able
tc Read & Write
With Understan­
ding

751 62.2 35 2.9 20 1.7 695 57.6 1 .1

Net Reported l 4 1_

____________., _.1
.3

....L--..-_~~._. _ ----L--"--- --,-'-

4 I .3

/?
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(a) No Identification cf Insti~~tio~~!-Ho~~~oldS

In the "Manual of Instructions for Enumerators" (Census 71 P No, 3),
the census enumerator is requested to encircle the household serial
number of all "institutional household", He-wever, in the whole Test
Census there was not one case where an institutional-type household
was so identified. Several institutional-type households were
uncovered in census blocks 12020101 and 12020102, These consisted cf
such things as fire brigades, workers working and living together
in timber godowns and some other types of godowns, etc. In the
one case, Census Block , the workers were considered to be
one large regular household; in the other block the census enumerator
treated each worker as a separate household of one, although it is
highly probable that these workers were living and eating together.

(b) De~in~ of Census Blocks

The general problems which have been known fer some time concerning
the definition of census enumeration blocks, especially in urban
areas, also show up in the Rawalpindi Test Census. These problems
concern the defining of about equal size blocks with well-defined
boundaries. In the Rawalpindi Test Census it was specified that
Census blocks of about 100 households (about one-half the size
proposed for the actual Big Count) should be formed so as to carry
out the enumeration in a shortened period of time. The results
show for the urban area that one-half of the actual blocks formed
were within 50% of the specified size while the other half were more
than 50% larger. About 1/5 of the blocks were more than twice the
specified size. The actual range of block sizes was from 60 households
to 295 households, As to the defining of block boundaries, one
discrepancy was noted in the CES work in the southwest corner of
block 12020402 where it borders 12020303. The boundary shown on
the Census map when actually checked on the ground runs through the
center of a house, which opened on twe different streets.

It is interesting to speculate on the basis of the Rawalpindi Test
Census what might be the expected "net error" for the country at the time
of the actual Population Census. However it is necessary to point out that
the Rawalpindi Test Census was carried out under conditions considerably
different than what is expected at the time of the actual census. The major
differences relate to the quality of the training of the Census enumerators,
and to the average population size of the Census enumerators assignment areas,.

In the Rawalpindi Test Census the training of the Census enumerators
was conducted by top professional staff of the Population Census Organization,
followed by field work, and a review and correction of the enumerators field
work. This type of training is considered ideal but will not be possible at
the time of the real census. At the time of the real census, some 200,000
enumerators will be"trained" by some 20,000 (local non-professional) circle
supervisors, who in turn will have received training from some 2000 (local
non-professional) charge superintendents, who in turn will have been trained
by some 130 (local non-professional) census district officers. Under these
conditions, it is impossible to have the quality of training achieved in the
Rawalpindi Test Census.
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The size of each enumerat~~'s assignment will have a substantial effect
on the quality of work performed by the enumerator. In general, the larger
the assignment, the greater the fatigue factor working on the enumerator
and the greater the pressure on the enumerator not to spend an adequate
amount of time at each household making sure he~s covered all persons
associated with the household. In the Rawalpindi Test Census, the average
enumerator assignment was about 700 persons. In the real census the
average size aimed for is 1000-1500 persons per enumerator, but this may
range upto 6000 in some instances due to faulty determination of enumerator
assignment areas.

In addition, the presence in the test areas of a host of "officials",
i.e. supervisors, trainors and observers from the Population Census
Organization, and from the Central Statistical Office, undoubtedly provided
a sense of importance to the work that the Census enumerator was charged within
the Test Census that very likely acted as an added incentive to do good
work. This will not be the case at the time of the Big Count.

Considering these factors, any projection of the "net error"
experienced in the Rawalpindi area to what might be expected at the time
of the real Census, should presently be avoided. The Population Census
Organization has already conducted a second census test in Hyderabad,
observing the same training procedures as is to be used in the actual Big
Count. At least one test is expected to be held in each province. When
the CES is completed in this Hyderabad area, and in other provinces there
will exist a better basis for estimating the expected all-Pakistan
Itnet error" in coverage.
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RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

~ENDIX TABLE NO: 1: POPULATION BY AGE AND SEX

URBAN AND RURAL AREAS COMBINED

, ,

- 16 -

1 . -=:-BOTH SEXES MALES FEMALF..8 Males Per
, Age Group Number

,
Percent NumberiPercent Number IPercent 100 Females

I
--.-_._~

i ;

I Under 1 Year 718 2,4 365 2,3 353 2.5 103,4

I 1 - 4 3501 11,7 1782 11,5 1719 12,0 103.7 ,
I

5 - 9 4363 14,6 2250 14,5 2113 14,8 106,5

,
10- 14 3871 13,0 2060 13,2 1811 la.7 113,7

, ,
I

15 - 19 3032 10,2 1601 10,3 1431 10,10 111,9I
! i,

20 - 24 2383 8,0 1223 7.9 1160 8.1 105,4i,

I 25 - 29 2188 i 7.3 1028 6.6 1160 8.1 88,6 ,, ,

I 30 - 34 1776 I 6.0 885 5.7 891 6.2 99.3
jI I

I I ,
I 35 - 39 1634 5.5 832 5.3 802 5,6 103.7 ,
I i
I 40 - 44 1450 I 4,9

I
743 4.8 707 I 5.0 105,1

I
I

45 - 49 1170 I 3.9 631 4.1 539 3.8 117,1
i

50 - 54 1118 3,7 609 3.9 509 3.6 119.6

I

I 55 - 59 586 I 2.0 342 2.2 244 1,7 140,2
I
I I60 - 64 793
,

2.7 470 3.0 323 2.3 145.5I i
I :

I 65 - 69 378 ! 1.3 220 1.4 158 1.1 139.2 ,I

I ,
I 70 - 74 434 1.5 260 1.7 174 1.2 149,5 i
I I ,

I

l 75 and Over 438 1.5 255 1.6 183 1.3 139,3 !

I I i

I
,

•...

I
1100.0 I I

I, TOTAL 29833 15556 100.0 14277 100.0 109,0 ,

+ ! I ,, _.-
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APPENDIX TABLE NO.2: POPULATION BY AGE ,00) SEX

URBAN AREA

i BOTH SEXES MALES FEMALES Males Per
Age Group Number Percent Number Percent Number· Percent 100 Females

i i
; ;, I

I Under 1 Year ! 340 2.3 175 2.2 I 165 I 2.6 106.1

I
i II

1 - 4
i

885 10.9 861
I

13.4 102,8

I
1746 12.0 I,

i
I
I

5 - 9 i 2104 14.5 1112 13.7 992 15.5 112.1
I,

! 10 - 14 1977 13.6 1062 13,1 915 11(.3 116.1
,

I,
15 - 19 i 1587 10.9 895 11.0 692 10.8 129.3, I,

! I,
20 - 24 I 1298 8.9 772 9.5 526 ! 8,2 146.8, Ii !

I 25 - 29

I
1128 7,8 614 7.6 514 8.0 119.5

, .

,

I
,

30 - 34 911 6,3 526 6,5 385 6,0 136.6
r Ii
! 35 - 39 829 5,7 464 5.7 365 5.7

I
127,1

,

Ii,
40 - 44 696 4.8 415 5,1 281 4.4 147.7

I

I
I

! 45 - 49 552 3.8 341 4,2 211 3,3 161,6
I

i
, ,

I
50 - 54 486 3,3 309 3.8 177 2,8 174.6

I
55 - 59 198 1.4 i 121 1,5 77 1,2 157.1

!i

i60 - 64 280 1,9 174 2,1 106 1,7 164.2
,

65 - 69 128 .9 i 81 1,0 47 ,7 172.3
I

70 - 74 152 1.0 ! 102 1,3 50 .8 204,0
, ,
I II 75 and Over 123 ,8 75 .9 48 .7 156.3,

I! -II TOTAL 14535 ,100.0 , 8123 100.0 6412 100.0 1213.7
I II

, J I

PERCENT OF TOTALl' 100.0 55,9 44.1 I
.J.- ..... --'- +-__--'- -'- -JI-'- __
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RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

APPENDIX TABLE NO.3: POPULATION BY AGE ANn SEX

RURAL AREA

T 1
,

FEMALES : Males Per iBOTH SEXES MALES
Age Group Number! Percent i Number Percent , Number Pel'caJlt 100 Females:

I I !,
Under 1 Year 378 i 2.5 190 2.6 188 2.4 101. 1

1 - 1755
i

897 I 12.1 858 10.9 10~. 54 I 11. 5 jI i
1

I
, i

5 - 9 2259
1

14. 8 : 1138 15.3 1121 14.3 101. 5

I10-14 1894 i 12.4 ; 998 13.4 896 11. 4 111.4

I I i

15-19 1445 I 9.4 706 9.5 739 9.4 95.5 ,
I ,
I ,,

1085
1

I ,
20-24 7.1 451 6.1 634 8.1 71.1 ,

i
,

I , iI
1060 I25-29 I 6.9 414 5.6 646 8.2 I 64.1 ,

i ,,
I

8651

, , I,
I

I

30-34 I 5.7 359 4.8 506 6.4 I 70.9 !
I ,

I
I , I
i i

35-39 805 i 5.3
,

368 5.0 437 5.6 84.6 I

I I ,

I
, ;

I
, I

40-44 754 i 4.9 , 328 4.4 426 5.4 77.0 ,
! I ,
,,,

45-49 618 ; 4.0 290 3.9 328 4.2 88.4,

50-54 632 I 4.1 300 4.0 332 4.2 90.4I

55-59

:: I
2.5 221 3.0 167 2.1 132.3

60-64 3.4 296 4.0 217 2.8 136.4!
I i II 65-69 250 ! 1.6 139 1.9 111 1.4 125.2i
I I ~21

I

!
70-74 1.8 158 2.1 124 I 1.6 127.4 .

j I i
! I I75 and ever I 315 i 2.1 180 2 J. 135 1.7 133.3

I I
I

1I I .Lr-··
I I I
I

: 100.0TOTAL ! 15298 1100. (l 7433 i 100.0 7865 94.5I

, PERCm: '01' fO'lWl I I
,

100.0 I ,

t'
I

48.6 51.4 I,
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APPENDIX TABLE NO.4: POPULATION BY AGE & SEX, CORRECTED FOR UNDERCOUNT

URBAN AREA

BOTH SEXES • MALES • FEMALES Males Per !

Age Group Number I Percent Number; Percent Number Percent 100 Femalesl

I !
Under 1 Year 423 2.4 I 210 2.2

I
213 2.8 98.6

II1 - 4 2187 12.6 1074 11.2 1113 14.4 96.5
I

I

I
I

5 - 9 2494 14.4 1306 13.6 1188 15.4 109.9
i
I

10 - 14 2220 12.8 1217 12.6 1003 13.0 121.3 !

15 - 19 1910 11.0 1081 11.2 829 10.7 130.4 !
i

20 - 24 1604 9,2 905 9.4 699 9.1 129.5
,,
I

25 - 29 1503 8.7 846 8.8 657 8,5 128 0 3 i
I
I

30 - 34 1093 6.3 613 6.4 480 6.2 127.7 !
i,

35 - 39 997 5,7 566 5.9 431 5,6 131~3
,
I

!
I

40 - 44 760 4.4 463 4.8 297 3.8 155.9 I
I 45 - 49 687 4,0 388 4,0 299 3.9 129.8 I

50 - 54 539 3.1 I 334 3,5 205 2,7 162,9
I

55 - 59 197 1.1 151 1.6 46 0.6 3213.3 I
I !

60 - 64 307 1.8 199 2.1 108 1.4 184,3 I
65 - 69 127 0.7 I 81 0,8 46 0.6 176.1

j
I
I

70 - 74 163 0,9
j

102 1.1 61 0.8 167.2
I

I !, I !,
I75 and Over 134 0,8 I 88 0.9 46 0.6 191.3 II

rroTAL 17345 100.0 I 9624 100.0 7721 100,0 124.6
i
i

PERCENT OF TOTAL 100.0
I ,
: 55.5 44.5 i,

I i i



- 20 -

RAWALPINDI TEST CENSUS - JUNE 1971

!,ppm~.I)IX TABLE NO,S: POPULATION BY AGE &: SEX. CORRECTED FOR UNDERCOUNT

RURAL AREA

i
I,

--t
I

I
S 1
-1

!
I

I BOTH SEXES r MALES FEMALES Males Per

I Age Group Number'Percent i Number' Percent Number Percent 100 Female.
I I

Under
, I1 Year 411 i 2.5 229 2,8 182 2,1 125.8

I !,
I

1 - 4 1858 I 11.1 969 12.0 889 10.3 109.0
,

5 - 9 2489 14,9 1291 16,0 1198 13,8 107,8

10 - 14 2005

I
12,0 1089 13,5 916 10.6 118,9

I 1635 I15 - 19 9.8 779 9,7 856 9,9 91,,0

I 20 - 24 1216 7,3 508 6,3 708 8,2 71,8I

25 - 29 1215 7.3 466 5.8 749 8,7 62.2

30 - 34 932 5,6 434 5,4 498 5.8 87.1

35 - 39 868 5,2 370 4.6 498 5,8 74.3

40 - 44 757 4.5 264 3,3 493 5.7 53 .. 5

45 - 49 707 4,2 318 3,9 389 4,5 81,7

50 - 54 705 4,2 302 3.7 403 4,7 74.9

I
55 - 59 419 2,5 3,0 134,1

I
240 179 2,1

60 - 64 541 3,2 323 4,0 218 2,5 148.2

I 65 - 69 287 1,7 140 1,7 147 1,7 95.2

I
70 - 74 326 1.9 159 2,0 167 1,9 95,2

75 and Over 348 2,1 181 4,3 167 1,9 108.1

ITOTAL 16719 100,0 8062 100,0 8657 100.0 93.1

IPERCENT OF TOTAL 100,0 48,2 51.8
!



,APPENDIX TABLE

- 21 -
RAWALPINDI TEST cENSUS - JUNE 1971

6: DISTRIIlUTION OF TOTAL POPULATION BY SINGLE YEARS OF AGE
URBAN & RURAL AREAS COMB INED

- I
'3 '

29,833 100, iJ JI,120"Years
TOTAL

109 Years.12654 Years

Single Years of Age Number Percent i i Single Years of Age Number Percent I,
I

Under 1 Year 710 2,5 I 55 Years 453 1.5 I,
1 Year 632 2,1

I
56 YearsI 51 .2 ,

2 Years 914 3.1 I 57 Years 23 ,I j
I I

3 Years 964 3.2 I 58 Years I 46 .2 i
4 Years I 990 3.3 59 Years 13 - I
5 Years 979 3,3 60 Years 715 2.4 I
6 Years 1003 3.4 I 61 Years 8 - I

!
7 Years 812 2.7 62 Years 47 .2 I

I 8 Years 964 3,2 63 Vears 11 - ,
9 Years 605 a.o 64 Years 12

;

I
- i

i

10 Vears 1010 3.4 65 Years 314 I 1,1
II

! 11 Years 536 1.8 66 Years 15 ,1 ,

I 12 Years 967 3.2 67 Years 10 - I,
I 13 Years 621 2,1 68 Vears 32 ,1 I
I 14 Years 736 2.5 69 Years 7 - I
I I

I 15 Years 605 2,0 70 Years 396 1.3 I,
I 16 Years 758 2.5 71 Years 7 -I 17 Years 422 1,4 72 Years 25 .1

!

I 18 Years 912 3.1 73 Vears 4 - I
I

I
19 Vears 335 1,1 74 Years 2 - ,

i

20 Years 855 2.9 75 Years 113 ,4
I

21 Years 218 .7 76 Vears 6 - I22 Years 636 2.1 77 Years 4
_.

I

23 Years 334 1.1 I
78 Years 5 - I

24 Years 339 1.1 79 Vears 4 - i
I,

25 Years 1013 3.4 80 Years 175 .6 I
26 Vears 395 1,3 81 Years - - ,
27 Vears 232 .8 82 Years 6 -
28 Years 479 1,6 83 Years 1 -
29 Years I 69 .2 84 Years 2 -

30 Vears 1259 4.2 85 Years 27 .1
31 Vears 36 .1 I 86 Years 3 -
32 Vears 291 1.0 87 Years - -
33 Vears 98 .3 88 Years 4 -
34 Years I 112 .3 89 Years 1 -

I

,

35 Years 1186 4.0 90 Years I 48 .2
36 Years 170 .6 91 Years 1 -
37 Vears 54 .2 92 Years 1 -
38 Years 185 .6 93 Years - -
39 Years 38 ,1 94 Years - -

i
40 Years 1191 4.0 95 Years 6

,-
41 Years 23 .1 96 Vears 1 - I

42 Years 158 .5 97 Vears
,- - I

43 Years 42 .1 98 Years 1 - I
44 Vears 36 .1 99 Years 7 -
45 Vears 943 3,2 100 Years 14 - !
46 Vears

I
66 .2 101 Years - - I

47 YearS 28 .1 102 Years 1 - I
48 Vears 125 .4 103 Years - -

I49 Vears 8 I - 104 Years - -
I I 105 Years

I
50 Yeal's

I
986 I 3.3 1 .. i

51 Vears 9 I

1

106 Years I 1
I

- -
I

52 Years 73 ,2 107 Years I 1 - i
53 Years I 24 I 108 Years I I

I .1 1 - I



PJ r' ':' rIND! 1}'1'::·su.sl~~;:s DHEr~;Tr: CO"iT.S?\GB J~~Jt'.~_.uA'rI(,N O'F C~g '3l1'~~E fI.R~.""l. Fa. CIT-1

A • Ci:I:S SAT: IPLE Arrst~ B. COVEn.AGE Sll'l1mrr FOR 'JSFSUS

170

'P;sti "l~teo'
Correct
Count

7.
_0

(-5.3'()

g

(4. Tt)

17

(1O.'){)

1l±/
(6.51,)

6

(3.5~)

I __ _

, , t t "'Tet
t , t I "
I i NUJ'l'Jer of Persons IUSSED I NUJ'l'Jer of ,Error
I Total ,In : In : I Persons \ (Col.5
: Persons I Enumerated I Missed : Total I Erroneouslv I Minus
L Counted' Households' Households' !!issed 'Includen 'Col.) I

I l' 2 '3 '4 t 5' t~.!. !. t' I. !. t

t ',
t 161
t,
I
t,
•

TYPE OF SANPLING: Segment from Undated Hill' List

SMIPLE SIZE : 23 Households

CENSUS BLOCK(S) : 1201010S (RURAL)

MOUZA : DOID1AN

C. DE"'A.ILS OF COV!!RAGE ERRORS: 1. In four missed householns 2. let',reen Census p.,nd C'C:: t1~O 0Y.U':lJters '1!".1'1'iod ?nr1 leT't '1.~",'C 'out e>ne n"1'snns
returned frnffi !nri8;"Il C01J!ltrv.

, t , I' " I
I House I ! I NU'1lher ofI : : ,
t NO. 1 I : Persons : : \!OR: : Census \ Living Name of Person ; Sex' Relation \ Age I R r: 't ARKS
I Malaria: Structure: Household I In the I : ! to ::

TYPE OF ERRORS. I NO. L NQ.,t,}IO. u~l pousehold! ! ! Head I!
1 ' 2 I 3 ' 4 ' 5 I 6 ' 7' ~ , 0 , 10, t • t' " ,f 1 ' 1 _ • I -f t' , ' •

CENSUS EK~ORS

Missed in Enumerated Households 313 052 042
II 317 060 049
It 320 063 052

" 322 066 054
It 326 070 056
II E-25 121 1<>:2

Missed in Hissed Households 312

"
It

II

M'V,,). ~

~,.

5 Shahzara Ji' Daughter 18

5 Allah Ditta M Brother 21

11 Fakhra F Grand Daughter 04

7 l\fazir 11 Son 19
6 Sarwar H Brother 26

9 Urs.!1irza F '',Tife 50

4 !frs.Fazal Ah"led F Head 45
Rahim M Son 27

~!rs.Rahim 1<' Daur:hter-in-law 2~

Azra F D~.ughter 16

Continuen on n've•••• ~



R'-",JAT,PIl"T)I c'i~;r'::3Usltj~s PJ.~TT.:~qT~ S(}\J~Rl\G1]; EVJl~T}TATI(';~T O"ri' fj'F:~·S 8~J:PT..~f.':?,T?;A 1'1'0. CV - 1. - ---=-"~~=--"'-'----=-

J. D;~;TAILS OF COVEIlAGE ERI1.0T:~S (Contd)

PA}rc" 2·

"
"
Tl

: House
: NO.

324

j!~umber of:
Persons 'I Name of Person

4

Rashida

Ghula'll Fareed

I,
Sex! Relation

: to

Wife

F Daw,hter

F Daughter

If Son

!Agei, ,
I '

3~

13
6
2

R!P'~RKS

381 - - 1

307 110 086 6

308 057 ')46 7

:313 052 042 5

316 059 043 7

325 068 055 8

:no 073 059 ,

F Grand 1)aup,hter 02 Na'11es are not known to h0usehold.
F Grand Daughter 03 "

40 Lives and work a.way

"15 '",as listed twiee '0" Census. enumerl''.tor.

"
30 Se:rving in army

20

45

70

40

12 Census listed same nersnn under
2 names.

2'} Livi.n-g in a foreign count!"',.M Brother

F Daughter

,~ Son

'f SOl'!

!:f Son

F Sister

l~ Head

F Mother

F ''life

lfohd.Bashir

Manzoor Bussail'!

Sartaj

Hunza 3i

Rubina Bi
Sakina Bi

Hohd.Akram

Khaliq

Beni

Kirshan Bi

Phelan

232S

"
"

"
"

"
"
"

tI

"
"

Erroneously Included

., S.H/

<>tr·



RAT/JALPlr:;DI C~YSFS/i;SS PRg'"]'1~.srp: C01T"CRA~"B ~\rAIFATI(n\T O~ GSS Sf)?I3 AB:~~A n,TO. CV-2

A. C:SS SPYPV;;~ B. CCYE:RASE SurJIT"~ARY FOR CSlITST'S

CENSUS BLO CK ( S)

~:OUZA

SMi:PLE SIZE

120}O107 & 12010201

DHOR"SY 8r BARKI BSIDflR

26 Households

Net

Bstimated
Persons Enumerated~ ~''isse~.TO.tal Srroneousl v J\'inus Correct
Counted Households Pouseholds frissed Included Col. 4) Count

. 1. _• ._-y;-=- --_. _._ -6. ----rr.
TYPE OF SAj\~LING: Segment from l'pdated 1''3P List 130 8

(5.7%)
jJ'

(2.1%)

1 1

(7.8%)
1

(0.7%)

-10

(7.1%)
140

C. DETAILS OF COVERAGE ERRORS 1. In one missed household

F ITother 70

!..J. 10:-:=:::::__

35 Usual member of houe­
hold temporarilv abs­
ent during Census

RErtARKS

F Sister

sexlRelationlAge
to {-
Pead

House ~ l\'umbe r -c;--------.-----
No. Persons
OR Census Iivine: fj\'ame of Person

:Malaria Structure Household In the
Type of Errors :±:=o. NO. T'TO. Household

1:-- z:- -1. 4. 5. I v.-- --- ----
CEtJSUS ER~.§.

~issed in Enumerated Pouseholds 200/28 087 62 5 Fateh Bi

t! 202/28 089 64 7 Rehmat Bi

t!

1f

t!

t!

•

.-

E16/19

212

68

68

5

11

Rasham Jan F "life
Mohd. Younus Iv: Son
Ruftan Bi F Daughter

sakina Bibi F Dau-in-
law

Kaniz Fatima F Dau-in-
law

Rubina Kau58r F Grand -
Daughter

45
27
14

17

17

1

5·? ?
c:Jjj?

Contd on Pege--2



r,AVJALl':;;lJDI C£>l'lSUSjCES PI;ETEST: COllEHAGE EllnUATIOF OF CLS
SAMPLE AhEA NO.CV - 2.

Page 2

Name of Person REMARKS
Type of Errors

1.

CENSUS ERRORS

;House: : lNuinher of:
: No. I I lPersons I
: Of. IStructure: Census \Living I
lMalaria: No. \Household lIn the \
I No.: I No. m.,o'-'u"'s"'e;;.h=o"'1"'d"-f1 -z-
~ 2. : 3. : 4. :__ 5. ~ 6.

,---- t f
, ,f

t ~ 't f
t f f'
IS ex IRelation I' Age I
f , to'
f t t t
f f Head' ,
! I L__ t

1 7. , 1';. I 9. : 10

Missed in Missed
Households.

II

II

Erroneously Included

•

-3.#

E 17/28

185/A/23 016 16

3

11

Rehman

Shaista Parveen

Kaniz Fatima

Baby Shahnaz

M

F

F

F

Head

Wife

Mother

Grand
Daughter

24

22

50

8



'.• ~ ,.,.. ..",.., ',~ ."""~'·'·""'~·''''''''''-.r~ ""~.. ~'r.~~._-_r,p, .... ,..,..,.r"r·' .• ,..,. ..·.. .,.-· ... -'_.,. .. ~r.I""Il..,....,...",· ,.... ..., ,....,.,..r1 ...,~1..'-1.-'T.,.' • .,.,., ',"" r'\,T ....

t~~~~!.:!-ll:..J 1. ~~_?~ lj flit,:) k J.~r.1 j ..b~:_-=_~~~~.L~~:£t.Y-:t:::~1.:_~._-!:~\~~!£ __~\~02-.~JD _L f '~;.~:.::!.!~..:!..:..2

A. CE3 3PJ1PLE ilL,Eli B. CCVEE1).GE 31.TI\,'T'" j RY rfiL CEFSUS

( -6.3i~)

!-----rt-·----"..----------..Ir--------...j!"",je"'t,,--'I------
1201030U(Itural) : , Numher Oil Persons r~ISSED :Number of lError
& Dulmi KhatreJ); Total ; In I In : lPersons HCol. 5 1Estimated

I Persons IEnumerated I Missed I Total lErroneously ~\Tinus 1 Correct
,-Counted iHouseholds Households' Missed 'Included 'Co1.4} , Count
~ .1. '! 2.~_! 4., • ,~ 7.
I Y! 192 13 a 13 a -13 205,
! (6.3%) (6.3%),
,--------- ---------

CENSUS BLOCK(S): 12010304(Flural)and

MOUZA : Supyali Farm Siyal

SA~WLE SIZE: Je Households

TYPE OF 3ANFLING:Segment from Updated ~$p List

C. DETAILS OF COVERAGE ERhOhS 1. 9ne person discharged from army and returned home between CENSUS
and CES.

-- \House , I INumber of I I r I:
NO.' I IPersons I I: : I! OIt I I Census !Living i Name of Person I~ex relation jAge IF: E M A It K S

lMalaria IStructure lHousehol~In the , : , to ,::rYPE OF ERiWhS I NO. I NO. i NO. Household I ~7:i Head I I
1. I 2. I 3. , .. 4. I 5. _! 6. _...!...__• L... B. , 9. ,10. _

:..?/

CENSUS ERr.or,S

Missed in Enumerated Households

t1

"
"
""
""
"

• n

' .."'/0.1":.

42/9

47/10

61/14

62/4

65/15

027

025

OOJ

004

051

23

19

001

004

048

10 Mutlub M Son 20

6 Khalida Bibi F Sister 18

13 r.1ohd.Nazir M Son 12
Mohammed Rashid M Son 30
Razia Bibi F Dau-in-law 26
!,bdul Hefiz M Grand Son 8
Amjad Ali r.1 Grand Son 5
Asjed Mahmood M Grand Son :2

(112 Noor Jan F Sister 45

2 Mubarak Bibi F Sister 65

Contd on n2reG •• o,,2



"'·,~;"i,T F""''',T''-'''' nF~:T':~jrQ jf"!'H'Q.[:.1"" .<~ ••I~ .lLc.JJ. V_JJ ',,.;., ',; vJ..:J,_J

C "Tr'lLS' OP "('V'C iC'E' E""O"3 (C td)• .:1.6 A . .1.' v) .r:..:'~_'_'J.,l"f'~--£:..... on •

rI'YjTI~>.',T : GCVI'~EP.GI~ E'{l:LU!:ffION or cr;s ,~3JJ.TI.,E ! F'.El~ I'"!Q ..

fB.:-·'c ::2

Ci-)

fHouse 'I I INumber of 'I \ I
, N9· I IP~r~ons t t. ,.
lOr, \ Census 'LlVlng IName of Person loex lhelatlon \Age I It E 111 A It K 3
~v;alaria ,Structure lHousehold lrn the \ I I to I I

rIPE OF' tIthORS I no. I NO. L_NO, lHQ1JsehgliJ I .______ I I Read -I---l---------------,--
1. I 2. I 3. I 4. I .5..-_-l- fL.- .J_L._f_-.e. I.9~ , .L1..uOc.... _

11

"

"

66/15 052 049 5 F,ashid Ahmed M Son 30 '"

82/47 045 043 12 Azhar Hussain :M 30n 8

72/15 058 54 7 Qamar Zamir M .Son 6 Mon.

i

,J i

•

',2 ;),1' /d..;;{.. .-~



A. CE S SjJfPl:E J.:J!:.S 1,

,.;.7:'.'_D1:,:'"1-'1 ('-r;''l-.TSFC'!''Tl',o, P,y:"rrt"?Qrp. CO\Tl?Tur~~ "':'"7f.IFJ",rf1rr1'··'" 01:( (;T;:'0). Q.t.l\f"T"!I"' 'n"" ~ '1\Tr- rnT-4
_,.,_._:_,:,:~_~_,__ ,_,) v._. i:I.,..I ... }',..) ..• J' J •• ,~ - .' '~.,'-"~ ._~- ". oJ.;, ·JIl.rr, !_...:...:::....:... __::.._<_~~~ .. __

8 < GOVC:JAGS SUlv·P'Nl.v 1i'C'R GSNSFS

~.

1. 10 of the 27 households in the sample
were determined to be outside the Rewa.1pindi
fJ0st Census

C. DETAILS OF COVBRAGE ERRORS

CENSUS BLOCK (S)

JlfOUZA

SAMPLE SIZE

TYPE OF S!~PLING

12010302 (Rural) and
12010207 (Rural)

DULY.[ KHATREI 8
DUU"I TUWA.
17 Fouseholds -1./
Segment from updated
r-'EP List.

Number ( f Persons !!l:SSED Net." Nurrber of Error
Total l.n l.n 'Persons I (Col.5 Estimate n
Persons Enumerated N'issed Tota.l Erroneously }fin~t Correct
Connte~_fu:.u~~ho1:ds;'Hou~e~21dl'. ,-!,~ssed IgC1U{.ed.. Col;4 Count
_ 1 ? "7 .

78 4- 16 ...1./ 20 0 , -20 98
(4. 1 %) (16.3%) (20.4%) 1/-20.4%)

~In three missed households

.- --- - ,Number orIHouse
N"o. . Persons
OR Census l-iving tTame of Person Sex Re1a.tion Age R 15 JIf ARK S

Nta1aria Structure Household In the to
Tvoe of Errors No No Fo Household Head,. 2:-- _.

3. 4. 5. b. '/ . ti. 9. lV.

CENSUS ERRORS

Missed in Enumerated
Households E/19 080 072 6 Zahir Wisa F Daughter 2

" 149 107 094 8 Mrs.Fiaz !l1am F IiTife 38

" 153 - 087 8 Abdur Rehman p~ Head 45

" 157/B - 094 7 Tahira F Niece 8

•
Jlfissed in Missed
Households 157/L - - 5 ,Tan prohd. ¥ Hel"d 60

•
.:J'3 !I ,',a!ayat 13i F \i'ife 55

Co·nt'd;·on 'T1I'~'~";' • • ". >2



'~r'··:IPp·'rH C'<""ST'SLC'<'S PR"''l''''S'''' r(',,,,,,('n.C' "'T',p"C"T"'.; r'? C"'S <'1f-nI? !,fe!. rl' r:1T_4
I:..':.:.:~ ::-~.~_:.: .:...~__ ....::...__.. _'_. _-=-.,_ ":... :;..~.:.;..::_' _"_~'_~~<:~~:-';;:h: .:.-::__ ~_~,;",~_,"'.':"': .. '~,~_:': _~_':._,~_ ._._ ..L..__ 2":.~_, :"__"_'_.;:.;;:...:..~ _:_:-;._!.._.~!...:.- __

c. D,<;rt.IIS OF C~AGE EF~(Cont0.)

Pp.""'e 2

IHouse >1\rUIDOer 01
No. Persons
OR Census Living !"ame of Person Sex Relation r,ge REMARKS

Malaria Structure Household In the to
Tvoe \5fryErrors No. No No Household Hel"d

1;.. 0: - -s: 10. -1 • ;::. ) .:...-. '). '/. 'J.-
:tJTissed in ¥!issed

157/AHouseholds - - 5 ¥ohd.Sultan M Son 32
It Sanober Shaheen F Dau~hter 29
It !,Taseem F Daughter 20

It 151 - - 1 Mrs.Bost8n F Head 75
'\;/~ ,'"

II 160 - - 10 Bostan Khan M Head 55 Verifie0 that household
It ¥rs. Bostan Kh8n F '(life 50 in Dulmi Turnrre Mouza(12)10207)
It Iftikhar Ahmed PiT Son 18 "
It Shaukat Ali ~ff Son 15 II

II Iv'inawar Perwez If Son 13 "
It S. Sajj ad rJr Son 12 It

It Zphir Ahmeil rr Son 9

" Bash!?Tat M Son 22

" Tahira Naheed F Daughter 8

" Farat 'Neved F Dt?ughter 6

~

" . '°3 ". '., , - . J' :.;" ,o, - i I "':.3y r'
. i t . r,l, .

• .. tt

. ...•..



D ""-'-'IPTT'TT",< C1?'!"~C'FCI/r.~:,C::'. :'~ >. ..::... ~,_",\ '..I.t ,::;,_,:::,,) oJ J ..... T"l"Q.,."mps·n. CC"'lVT;'n_~I""'li,' 7V"-1.rrp"Tr~; '....,Ti' 0?S C,-'Tif!:"'I T!, !"q'-i'" ~,T("'I en 1
~~.J t. J-.;J::,_.t.•:..;:"_._:,: •.l ..•:.__.'~_:'.:..,_....__"::'~~..:..:::-~'-:~._~_,__' _:'L~__-_'__ :'..:-="":'"

l ' G"'S S r l"rpI'~ r R" r......__u_.:....i.~__2~~ B 0 COVSR.!J?r'S Sr~'T' /I.RY !i'CR c:~rsrrs

:Net fr of P~~s IS}!?_~~,'I?____ Number of Error
Persons (Col. 5 Estimated

ted Missed Total tErroneously tfinus Correct Coun'
~!!!2_~~~eholds lfisse2- Included Ccl.4)
___I-_ 3.. 4. 'i. b. 7. __

1
41 .!.J

41 0 -41 124
___ (33.~~) (33.2&1 (-333"0)

o

"lumbe
--~-In-"-

Enumeri'>
Househo--2:-_.._---

?3

Total
ersons

Counted
--=,1-;, _

12020205 (URB fJ\t

24 Households

Segment of Renumbered
(Structure s ) Census
Block.

CENSUS BL,OGK(S)

S~~LE SIZE:

TYPE OF St~LING

C. DETAI~§"OF S;OVER!;GE ElillGRS -11 In nine missed households.

~ure ------ Numoe r or
Persons

NOTES Census Ii vinp" }lpme of Person Sex Relation Age REMARKS
G CENSUS Household In the to
ER I'To Household Head
3. 4. ). o. 7. 11. 9, 10.-

true
r?

"Mil D
MISSI

I NUMB

iiiouse
/1'0.
OR

If'al,,ri a
__..-.-;.'l'''''yP-=ec..')_c_f~ rro rs +- Nt_~_
CENSUS ERRORS

II

II

II

"

8 1"ohd.Nazir Jeera Khan )\.~ Head 50 Census struct-
Mrs,Mohd.Nazir F l:life 26 ure numbering

Khalid Mahmood M Son 6 wps verv bad
Tsri a lrahmood JY' Son 4 in this CSS
Khalids Bibi F Daughter 9 arealess than
Zahida Bibi F Daughter 7 half the nu'l1Qers

Sajada Bibi F Daughter 3 ,!ele~o'ta~Dbl~.

Razia Bibi F Daup::hter 6 1< on •II
"

Missed in Missed House-
holds A/626 M-4

"

•

~". &P,
~~~

Co ntd If on P 8P::8 c
••• t:..



nA\'.LHPIt'~DI CSI~SFS!G'-jS FFC3~ssm~ C0"1JSHt/i.'.j 1~V!iLl·{~rnIOr C'l"" C'3.':; SAYPI":~ i~'R.~/~ vO"CF-:-1--,-_.,-- -,._---_.__.._-- -_.-' .~ _-_._._--_ _".. _-_._._--~-~._-." ~.._.• _.• - .- ~._.._~_._- , . ..,.;.._~_.__._.~..~.- r e ""e 2

G.JJ.STliILs:J2.F... Q9.Y2:!lJcGJi:. ~:i.RORS~, >.

- -_._.

I
-e i1\'umoe r or

Persons
Census iLivinlY Name of Person Sex Rel<:>tion Age I REMARKS

CE~- Household In the to
~ No. Household He<:>d

!t.!.- 5, 9!_ _l..:.....-_.t> , <J, 10.- ._-

tHouse truetii."'r
No No'lM"
OR DENOTES

MalHia :MISSING
TyPe of Errors t No, SUS NTJVB

1. - 2, -~

Missed in Missed
Households

II

It

"
II

It

II

"
It

"
"
It

It

It

It

"•
"

d,t'

\

A/626

A/623

A/623

M-4

rc6

M-6

2

12

:3

Abdul ~fajid M Head 23
Abdul Rashid M Brother 22

Abdul Shakoor M Head 40
Saeeda Bef!,Um F Wife 37
Fahmeeda Be fW.m F Daughter 20
Sujeeda Bef!,Um F Daughter 18
Fareeda Begum F D?ughter 14
Hamida Begum F Daughter. 12
Khurshids Begum F Dau!?"hter 8
Shagufta Begum F Daughter 6
¥usarFlt Begum F Daughter 4
r!anzoor Ahmed ~r Son 16
Anwar Sultan J\IT Son 10
Muhammed ]V'aClsood 11' Son 5

Abdul Islam M Head 45
Zuhra Begum. F Wife 35
0amrul Isl1"m rr Son 18

Conto, on y;a".e".. 3
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.•..- - _ .. " !, , ",,_. .""' ~ - · .•. "·._·N"', , ••.~_ .•.•,.". ".'-.,.-' .,.". ."'•• , ".. '_·_'_'_'_~o·~._.'_ ,_.~_~_, ._.._, .. ,._~__~ __ _"h_. .

C, ,PETAIIS OF C_QY;~Rl\GS ];.J1HQR~ (Contd)

D (.' ~J'A 3

_ ...-
House Il"UmOer or' ----- -T----

No, Persons I
OR Census Li ving ~!ame of Person Sex Relation M,e IR E ~ ARK S

~'alaria Structure Household In the to !T.~~f Errors No. t'o No Pousehold Pead
G, 3. 4. .,L. 6, '--~ '::i. ( 10.- 1" , •--------

Missed in Missed Households 623/1'. 025 - 7 Abdul Rashid M Hea,d 29
II Sultan Bibi F '!life 28

" Javed Rashid fi' Son 1

" Shamim Akhtar F Daughter 4

" Nasim Akhtar F Daughter 3

" Farman Ali M Brother 27

" Fbhd.Rafio :II' Nephew 23

" ~ !<f-9 - 1 Zeenat Bibi F Head 50

II 1,/621 rJL-10 - 3 Arif Hussain M Head 27
II N'aroof Bibi F l~life 20
II :ll'ukhtyar Hussain N' Son 2

" A/622 032 - 3 Mohd.Zaman M Head 30

" Munsaf Jan F Viife 24

" Shamim AkhtAr F Daughter 3

" A/622 032 - 2 Mohd.Anwar :II' Pead 45

" Mohd.Nasim :II' Friend 48
.'

~
"
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, CC.' C' '" "'PI '" , R'" I,
.t~. ~~_:.!::..:..l_'._'.':_,':'~ _ .= ~:. '3. Cm7".;RAI"'j; Sm'}!f.R.Y "'OR GE1'SUS-_.'_.'0_---_._._---_._-_.__.-

l
-.IPlm.:.\2~EIoL.!'ei.r§.9. n sTotal n n

Persons Enumerated I'issed

;~~=E===:=E§2~~===F~~.~~;=:s

23540 I 0 I -40
(4. 7fLLu.z.~L_ .. .. (_JZ.. 0~'- "

11 1/
29
(12.3<g)

- ..•.-----------..-------.--- et I ---,.

IIiISSED Fumberof Error
---- Persons (Gol. 5~~stimater1
~otal ~rrone..ouSlY ~inus Correct
Jlilssec1 Jncluc1e"· 801.4) Count.-1;::-' -.----1);--- 0:-- - 7• ---- --~ '._-- --------

195

12020303 (URBAn

32 Households

Se~ment of Renumbered
(Structures) CenS1}S Block.

CERSU5 BLOCK ( S)

SAMPLE SIZE

TYP::; 0"' SM-TUNG:

C. u..::Tf.PS 0"' GO~[z;R.lil'f~RCRS~ 1/ IN T\>.JO n SSSD BO" SEBOI DS

HOuse- --.-:---- .--.'..-.- Nliffioer·on----------------
t'o. Persons
OR Census I.iving I I:ame of Person Jdex RelationlAf1:e
~alaria Structure vousehold In the 1- to

=~~~_~L~rr~:-8_--='=1~ __.~~.= tt__.-:::~Ol§_====·--K---=.=--· _-'_= U~ed=-r~

R'1.:MARKS

-----:-~().
CENSUS ERRORS----
~~ssed in Enumerated

1-' ouseh01 d.

"
"
"
"
"

A/521/AA 042 98 10 IF. Rashi c1

Kaniz Fetima

Sakina. Begum

Na5reen
Nip:hat Yasmin

Ghulam Safi a

11' Brother 2')

F DauP:hter 18
F. Daur-hter 16
F TJaughter 13
F Daughter 10

F Sister - Also missed inC'i:S

dp
Cont0.•on paa-e •.....•• ?

\
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FjI.TI!i.tPI~'DI G<;r8r:Si.'Ct~.s PR::SiTo;~S~: (;CV'3~JJ'~~ ~v.·~r.r.·~:::I0~·'" l'':?- ''';:35
-._.,'.-'." '" ,,- -"-'--'."--'.'----"-.'" -j-".'--' _ •. -_...•. ,.- - ..•' _,

§!:tn:'...:\~~1'.l'£~! ..E=3,
C. p':; TAg:.~•.gL9Q Y.:§Rl\C}§•. :?.liJ:l.9f1.:'?....L9.'?E.!<.l.:..)

-'---..-'--.------~~U-:'-~----~-=:-SU-s--~Living t Fal11E' of Person ~eX1Relati0n toiAge IR ':;; ~'A R K S

_ralaria Structure Hovsehold In the I!ead
___ ._. '!'ype 1~~EE~~-_,_.-- 1I~~_ j~. - 1I}_ 1i.2£§~21g, ---.------0. .._..:- ---15-;---n:t-'-10-;---
-_.•.•._---------_._- --------,._-.---------- - -_._--,-.
~EllSUS ERRQB1

¥iissed in H.;numerated
Hov.sehold

II

II

"

"
II

"
II

"
II

"
II

"
"

..i';?

043

047

049

99

109

114

2

14

12

~rs. ~obd. Azi z F Wife 30

Nazamuddin y Son 17
~ohiuddin ~ Son 30
ro'rs. F/obi u-'di n F Daughter-in- 28

law

Jamaluddin ~ Grand Son 12
Ijaz Ahmed M "rond Son 3
Faiz Ahmed M Gralfd Son 7 Mon.

Naziruddin ~. Son 25
Ffrs.II'aziruddin F Daughter- 27

in-law.

Riaz Ahmed M 'frand Son 2
Sbahide F Grand l}au 8
Iftikhar lIT Grand Son 1

Tmti az Ahmed ~ Grand Son 10

~ohd. Younus ~ Brother- 35
in-18w •

Co ntd. on p?n"e •..... 3



lH"!'1PD'n- "~-'~Fd""'S PR"""'S'T'· COV"RV'''' "11'1 rATIC~T Oli' -(;"S S'~'DI'" tR"' t, 'TO G'J 2
1 ~~"j, '" ~'\, , ':':~~_ ~-::~.~·::.:-·YL.~':::.¥ ...:..:!:~ ~~:",,;,,_._~_~2.:..":'__~~,l. ••:~_":l.~._.:':-,._': .,.J::~ ,._i..::.:.~_.:.:.:__:_~~ ..~...~ .-: :.-=-::.

C. DETAILS OF._QCYE:HAGE ERHORS (Contd.)

PD l!G 3

_'f.lP~....9f_:!? ITO rs
,_.__....h.._.__. _

--------nrouse ----_._-- .. umoer 01 ------------r---r-----
No. Persons 1
OR Gensus Living Fa.me of Person Sex Relation !Age iRE "M ARK S

jV[alaria Structure Household In the to
, No. No. No. Household tread
--27-;'-'-3: 4. ~ 5. --=======:::§-;-:::._==--=-_.:.._-==--1r;-.--j-9:9'---------,o. __

123 10

"Missed in Enum-
erated Households

!I

"
11

!I

!I

"

"

" 61

Missed in ]\!'iss-
e d Households

!l

"

"
"

n·

52

054

056

57

O~7

120

124

129

147

,41

1'4

11

5

5

3

2

r~uzafar Ali 11' Son 24
Khaksar Begum F DauR'hter-il-law 20

Shazia F Grand Daughter 2
Fozia F Gra nd Daughter 1
nadar Gul r..' Son 8
Pushin Bibi F Daughter 5

Voho.Hussein M Father-in-law 85

SaI'Wer Khan 11' Son 18

Sharri n' Akhtar F Daughter 21

Ghulam Rasool ]\I: Head 50
Mrs. Ghulam Rasool F Wife 45
Azhar 11' Nephew 13

Mrs. Ibrehim F ltlife 48
Mohd • .I'.fteb M Son 11
J\!bhd.I.ftikhar rr Son 10
I·'ohd. Abrpr If Son 8
I'ohc1. Isr9r rr Son 5

Contd .. on Ppp"~••• 4



RAVJAIPH'DIS1?tTSFS/CES PR";"'SS'l': COVEEAQE ';VAI FA"'ION OF CES S~riPI",; A.TI.!-NO_._.fI'::3.
Page .•••4

C. DETAILS OF COVERAGE tRRORS (Contd.)- - ~

lHouse

~ensus
iFumber 01" I !ITO. P.erson~ I

OR Li vine: Name of Person Sex lRelation Age RBrrARKS
Malaria Structure!Household In the to

TyPe of Errors .. NO, rTo. :11'0. Household Head
1• G. j. I 4. 5. 6-;- '1. 8: ':3. 10. -

--

Ndssed in Missed Households

"
"

S~H/

•
~

057 8 Shaheen Kausar

Shahnaz Kausar

Pahla Kaus8r

F Daughter 4

F Daue:hter 3

.F Daughter 2
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A. CBS 3JJ1PLJ1 Ali-SA B. CCVERkGE 3U!''1I'/fALY F'0r:. CENSUS

o
I
I

397

In three missed household

~ 364~r-n 26- ~ ~-1/ i 35-: 2' : _ 33 I
! .1 (6.5 %~ ( 2.3 %q ( @. a %)i ( 0.5 %)i ( - 8.3 %) i

.1;

INDEPENDENT
ABEA SAMPLE

I .'--r------ ONumber of 0 Net 1 I
ITotal I Number of Persons MISSED IPersons I Error I Estimated I

: 12020201 (UhBAN) !persons I In I In I lerroneously I (Col. 5 I Correct I
ICounted tEnumerated I l-lissed I Total lincluded I !tEnus Q Count I

: 50 Households I IHouseholds IHouseholds I Missed I I ( Col. 4 ) t---
1--y:-'-r-2-;- o. -'1' 3.1 4. I 5. 0 6. 7.

DETAILS OF' COVElCAGE ERRORS

CENSUS BLOCK(S)

SAMPLE SIZE

TYPE OF' SAMPLING

c.

REMARKS

1H0use-----O- I INumber of I I I I I
INo. I I lPersons I I 0 I I
QOR QStructure 1Census ILiving I Name of Person ISex IReletion I Age I
·Fialaria No. IHousehold In the I I to iType of Errors No. o No. Household I i Head

L a 2. 3. D 4. 5. 6. . ~7. 0 8 • 9. I 10.

CENSUS ER.Ror,S

Missed in Enumerated
Households

II

CE/2

CE/3

077

078

II

II

"
"

• II

•

yz .



H" ,,' ('I e'I' '}I 1""""('1'0' /C~0
=-t..!~.-!:::..-!.!.....:..::.' ~:!::_J.::..~~':...::..::..!.J..._ .tiIJ rhETBST: COVEIUJ'E ElfII.FAnmf OF '10'0' S"""-"\; .1.:1 ~l ! ~.(:.E.1! ':', AhU; FO,CU·-3. f2ve 2

C. JET pLS OF COVELAGEEhRORS' (Contd. ) ..

REM A RK S

60 Workers' group
quarters

WorkerM

1.-- _u [n[~~-L--J-.-_-rn_-4.15., v v.

CE/6 084 084 6 Mohd. Yousuf

mouse 0 0 ONumber of 0 I 0 I I
INo. I I IPersons I ! t I I
lOR IStructure I Census ILiving I Name of Person Sex Relation 0 Age
Malaria I No. tHousehold lIn the I to 0

TVDe of Errors 'No. I ! No. 'Household' I I Head I I

Missed in Enumerated
Households

II

II

II

II

II

II

II

II

II

CE/9

E/16

E/1?

E/24

012

049

050

056

013

053/A

054

062

9

11

22

22

Afsar Ali M ~iorker 21 II

Abdul Sattar M Head 35 Workers' group
quarters

Sharif M Worker 28 II

Razia Begum F Daughter 16

Shahnaz F Grand. 3
Daughter

Sajjad Aziz M Son 6

Nisar M Son 3
Arzana F Sister 5
Asgh$:r. M Servant 22

Altaf Din M Servant 18

•
Contd. on paRe ••••• 3
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_~':'~~.':':'::'.;.;.._.::,:-~~.:.:':.~:: '-'~l'::_'_'_.V, ... ,.:n.).l~ V_._'~.J-d.·,,"::\:., ;':'\'f'~:hl.'i :.' .; ... ' VI',) ·,).,·_._.!l.J.~1 j':..:..,~"L L, c'./L',·

C 'YE1" 11" 0" r.0'!' '. i G" 'i "-1:0"" ('" ~ 'I )'• ~ .J'~ '-.) •• i~ ..1 .L.IJ"'J~ ,1'.• l:J;~J.;' l~:..) '--,onu,.

P"p-e 3

iHouse I Q INumb'er of 0 i 0 i
ONo. 0 , oPersons I

, Sex IRelation i AgelOR OStructure. Census ~Living I Name of Person MAR K S
IMalaria No. iHousehold In the I I to

Type of Errors No. No. Household I Head
1. 2. ~ 3. I 4. 5. • 10.

Missed in Enumerated E/27 060 066 21 Hussina Begum F Auntie 45
Households

II E/28 061 067 19 Frina F Daughter 1 Mon.
II Shafiq M Servant 13
II Yousuf M Servant 19

II E/31 064 070/A 10 Nadeem M Son 5

II E/37 004 003 9 Ruqya Akhtar F Sister 35
II Hahi1a Manzer F Niece 12

!l E/42 009 009 4 Kala Khan M Nephew 25

Missed in Mlssed CE/10 - - 1 Mohd. Rafiq M Head 40
Household

II CE/11 - - 5 Mohd. Aslam :1-1 Head 36
11 Mrll • .AEllam F Wife 26
II Sajad Hussain M Son ,
II Zakir Hussain M Son 5
II Ayaz Hussain M Son 3
II E/21 - - 3 Shezeda Amanullah M Head 28
II Mrs. Amanullah F Wife 22
II Urfan M Son 1

" 080
~. Erroneously Included GE/3 072 OR1 31 Mohd 11yas M Friend 24 Person counted

'\. 081/1. twice in workers

YJ:" II E/21 05h 060 11 Khnlii l',j Son 20
[TOUp <,Dart,ers, .
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A" CL3 JA(::PLE Ai~Ef~ B. COVL,WE, Sn-1]\LLY FOIt CEUSI S

190-39

(-20.5%)

o39

(20.5~~)

23 _".L/
(12.1~~)

16

( 8.4%)

1- I I I
I I ,

I I I
, I I Net'
1 i--- Number .of Persons Missed !Number of I Error 1
1 Total ,- In I In I J!:ersons I (Co1.5 I Estimated
I Persons lEnumerated I j-Tissed I Total il"rroneously I ~linus 1 Correct
Lco~~teq!HOUS~~OldSIHOU;:hOldS !)cIi~~ed iInc1u~~d !C01;,.4) j co~~t
,,
1 151,,
I
I_l

CENSUS BLOCK(S) : 12020102 (URBAN)

SM'~LE SIZE : 27 Households
TYPE OF SAMPLING : II',DEPENJENT AREA SA~-;PLE

C. DETAILS OF COVERAGE ERRORS 1. In five missed households
, I , t I j ,- I I
IHouse! i lNumber of I 'I I I
1 NO. I I lP ersons I I' I II OE I Census ILiving I Name of Person Sex :Relation lAge IRE N ARK S
p'1alaria Structure 'House,hold lIn the I' I I to ,

-TYPE 0'" "1:"'0"'3 'N'O I vO , '10 ITT h 1d ' 1 H d I 1.1.' £.InrI,. .I,l. ! • ! .l.\l. t J.', -. tr~Ouse 0 , _ _ f t· ,.ea f t---,,-,,------
1 12. I 3. I 4. I 5. I 6. 17.1 1l'---L9., 10

CENSUS ERROLS

Missed in Enumerated Households
"
"

4,

~

.>~.

" r~~". ::"i.L/,

II

11

"
II

Il

"II

"
"

£/2

E/3
E/7

;,/9

071

072
076

076

101

172

178

182

Ill?

2)8

16

5
8

3

9

lIlohd.Nasir }II Brother 29
Hasnet Bibi F ~Iother 70
Shahzad M Scm 9

Khalda Bibi F Niece 10

Sardar Begum F Daughter 25
Hohd. Azam M Son 17
Dr.G.A. Khan ~1 Son-in-lom 30
Nourin Begum F Grand Daug 5
Faizullah 11 Grand Son 4
Aliya F Grand Daui' 3

Zaheeruddin M Brother 18

Sher Afzal M Ser1r(!nt 18
Contd 011" pe.ge'" -o'~ 0·.2""
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C "lO'T'IL n ,c' nO'-'>'F !('1' ""'0' n (" tl)• LJ.J::J l:~ 0 l...)j:i _V ''; 0 '..-~._ ":. ~~l~L "h,:) von ( •

Pace 2
'~_ 1 -~')

.: -~~.~. '~""'l -£ C':. --4 1

10

F:Er'ARKS

r I ,'II I I
I I I
ISex I Relation IAge I
I I to I I
l I Head : 1

. ~. f7.IS.I]·l

'----..,--,--'-,-----r-- '---'----,.------ -'- --.,.IHouse I I IT'Jumber of I

I NO. I I IPersons I
I OF: I I Census !Living I Name of Person
IMalaria lStructure ~ousehold lIn the I
I NO. l NO. : PO. \Household i
: 2. l 3• l 4. ! 5 • ,_L..__ >..:--r--~_=_~_--_-L.-L!._L_ _:~_ __lC_<~J.... __=~ _

'TYPE OF ERLORS__-=1"-'.'_"==-------------

"

"
"

Missed in Missed Households
n

"
"
"
"
Ii

Ii

Ii

1/13

E/13

E/14

E/5

1';/10

h/10

E/11

:L03

103

104

074

0'('-)

070

ORO

240

240

241

5

7

'$

6

1

3

6

Shamim 2 F Wife 25

Razia F \'life 2~

JVIohd.Younis M Brother 22
!Viohd .Riaz JVI Brother 19

Murad Ali M Head 55
Safooran Bibi F vlife 35
Asif M Son e
Zulfiqar ]\I! Son 5
Safia F Daughter 4
1:afia F Daughter 1

Qari rJloharnmaddin M Head 41
Mohd.Siddio M HeBd 25
Mohabat Khan M Room Mate 20
r1unir Khan M Room Mate 18

Akhtar Rashid r1 Head 31
Khurs]oeed Begum F Mother 50
Ali r1ohd. M Uncle 40
Mushtri Begum F Sister 21
Ishrat Parveen F Sister 19
Shaheen Akhtar F Sister 16

Census Household No.
240 was determind to
be more t 1°1<n one
household in the CEJ

"'" '"', /
} ..~~

•

Contd on page •.• 3


