Spatial Analysis of Socieconomic Development
In Pacific Island Countries




Datasetsand possiblespatial analysis of sockeconomic development
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Urban/rural Povertyrate analysis
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Source: Estimates reported in Poverty and Equity Briefs 2019, based on most recently available HIES data



Spatial poverty measurement

Measurement depends on Poverty mapping in Vanuatu:

available data:
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poverty used for poverty + e = —
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Source: Population and Housing Census, 2009 and Household Income and Expenditure Survey, 2010.

Note: Number in (] next to the category range shows the number of AC that fall into that category;

The median values for each category are 1.5%, 4.3%, 5.8%, 10.2%, 12.0%, 16.0% and 24.9% respectively;

For each province, the poverty headcount rate is: Torba {17.8%) Sanma (7.2%), Penama {7.6%), Malampa (9.5%), Shefa
(13.0%), Tafea (10.3%), Port Vila (18.4%) and Luganville (23.6%);



Socieeconomicindicator by mainisland/ outer islandcategories

Main source of drinking water

Solomon Islands 2009

Main island

Outer Island

HH using metered SIWA drinking water [N 30.1% | 0.8%
HH using communal standpipe 18.8% I 41.7%
HH using private water tank 6.6% I 14.8%
HH using communal water tank 5.4% I 12.7%
HH using well - protected 4.5% | 1.1%
HH using well - unprotected 4.6% | 0.7%
HH using river or stream 26.4% N 23.8%
HH using bottled water 0.7% | 0.6%
Kiribati 2010

Main source of drinking water Main island Outer Island

HH using public system pipe ] 58.7% I 6.8%
HH using open well water ] 20.7% 50.2%
HH using protected well water [ ] 11.8% N 37.4%
HH using rain water tank | 8.3% M 4.6%
HH using bottle water | 0.3% 0.0%
HH using other 0.1% | 0.9%




Main island/outer islandin selected socieeconomic indicators-By
PICs

Access to better water sources Access to better sanitation facilities
100 o 100
— Main island @ Outer islands — Main island ® Outer islands
® ®
60 - 60 -
- e
- 40 _ ®
40 ®
- ©®
20 ® 20
© ® ) ® ®
0 @

Sl Vanuatu FSM Kiribati Fiji Tuvalu RMI  Tonga Sb Vanuatu FSMEKirbat F Tuvalu RMI- Tonga



Main island/outer islandin selected socieeconomic indicators-By
PICs

Share of working age cohort (% of population) Wage/salary employment
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Remotenesand DispersionAnalysisRemoteness
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RemotenessandDispersionAnalysisDispersion
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Populations are gradually clusteringevidencerom dispersionchange
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PercapitaincomevsDispersion
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Key findings from the analysis

AFromthe availabledata, seegapsbetweenmain islandsindouter islandsin:
employment,services anahcome

AUsing data on distance between islands and their populations it is possible to
estimate quantitative measures of the remoteness of islands and dispersion
of PICs.

AThere is a trend overtime of clustering towards urban centers.

AThese findings lead naturally to the question of migration, which will be
discussed in a forthcoming presentation.

ALastly more data needs to be collected, more frequently.
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HIES Data deprivatioga WB priority¢ is a major issue in the Pacific

Definitions: ® ™
A Extreme data deprivation O ‘

= no data sets in last 10
a
=0

years, G)
deprivation= 1 data set O @

A Moderate data
in last 10 years,

O

W[STRVENe]f — 2 data sets ?’ @
>5 years apart, o

A Minimum needs met Q
two data sets <5 years
apart

-
o
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APPENDIX

Additional graphs and tables for Q&A
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Introduction

Aldeally want to be able to estimate outer island/main islands
differences to identify patterns

AThismay inform service provision and other government policy

AThe available data make this difficult
ACensus and HIES datkfferent purposes and limitations

AGiven the available data, we can identify a lack of services and lower
sociceconomic conditions In outer Islands
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Main island/outer islandincome
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Censusand HIESalendar

Country 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 K 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011

FSM

O«

O«

2014 | 2015 | 2016

Fiji

(@]

O«

O«

Kiribati

O«

O«

RMI

O«

O«

Nauru

O«

O«

Palau

O«

PNG

(@]

O«

(@]

Samoa

O«
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(@4

Solomon

(@4

Tonga
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(@]

Tuvalu

(@]
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Vanuatu 0

O«

O«

SourceSPGtatisticsfor developmentdivision

Censuso HIES
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Mainland/outer islandin selected socieeconomic indicators

--average for PICs
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Mainland/outer islandin selected socieeconomic indicators

--average for PICs
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Socieeconomicindicator by continuousdistancemeasure
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