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1. WHY HARMONIZE INDICATORS 1.4.2 & 5.A.1?



aims to “undertake reforms to give women equal rights to economic resources, as
well as access to ownership and control over land and other forms of property,
financial services, inheritance and natural resources, in accordance with national
laws”

“ (a) Percentage of people with ownership or secure rights over agricultural 
land (out of total agricultural population), by sex; and (b) share of women 
among owners or rights-bearers of agricultural land, by type of tenure”

Indicator 
5.a.1

GOAL 5 
TARGET 5.a

1. WHY HARMONIZE? (1/5)



While indicator 5.a.1 focuses on gender parity in ownership and tenure rights over agricultural 
land, other SDG indicators recognize the importance of strengthening secure tenure rights for all. 

HARMONIZATION WITH SDG INDICATOR 1.4.2

aims to ensure that all men and women, in particular the poor and the vulnerable, have 
equal rights to economic resources, as well as access to basic services, ownership and 
control over land and other forms of property, inheritance, natural resources, 
appropriate new technology and financial services, including microfinance. 

“Proportion of total adult population with secure tenure rights to 
land, with (1) legally recognized documentation and  (2) who 
perceive their rights to land as secure, by sex and by type of tenure”

Indicator 
1.4.2

GOAL 1 
TARGET 1.4

1. WHY HARMONIZE? (2/5)



1. WHY HARMONIZE? (3/5)

SIMILARITY IN DATA 
NEEDS

SDG 1.4.2

Perception of tenure security

Legally recognized 
documentation

SDG 5.a.1

Alienation rights

Legally recognized 
documentation

SURVEY SET UP



The two indicators present some similarities as well as differences. Both of them deal with 
land and individual rights and they promote sex-disaggregated data. However, the 
differences between the two are non-negligible:

1. WHY HARMONIZE? (4/5)

Indicator 1.4.2
whole adult population in 
the country

Indicator 5.a.1
agricultural population

Indicator 1.4.2 
looks at legally recognized documents 
and the perceptions on tenure security 

Indicator 5.a.1 
looks at the ‘de facto’ tenure rights by 
considering both legal documentation
and alienation rights. A holder is an 
individual presenting at least one of 
the proxies

The two indicators look at 
different populations

The two indicators look at 
different types of land

Indicator 1.4.2
all types of land (i.e. 
residential, business, etc.)

Indicator 5.a.1
agricultural land

The two indicators differ in the span 
of land tenure rights definition



FAO, UN-HABITAT and the World Bank are collaborating to align concepts, 
definitions and data collection tools, to facilitate countries in the collection and 
generation of these indicators. In particular, a common ‘land tenure module’
has been developed with the aim of generating the data for calculating both 
indicator 5.a.1 and 1.4.2. 

1. WHY HARMONIZE? (5/5)

In Summary, while 5.a.1 combines legal documentation 
with de facto alienation rights thus providing a global 
measure of tenure rights over agricultural land, 1.4.2
specifically monitors penetration of legal documentation 
and perception of security to land rights from a 
broader perspective, as it looks at all types of land 
and at the whole adult population.

Indicator 5.a.1 and 
1.4.2 together provide 
the unique opportunity 

to disentangle the 
whole range of land 

tenure rights



2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES FOR THE JOINT 
MODULE



2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES FOR THE JOINT MODULE (1/10)

Designed for integration in existing

DATA SOURCES

National Household Surveys

Population Censuses?Agricultural Surveys?



2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES FOR THE JOINT MODULE (2/10)

RESPONDENT 
SELECTION

LEVEL OF DATA 
COLLECTION CUSTOMIZATION

DECISION POINTS



two key decisions to be made in selecting 
who to interview within the selected household:

2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (3/10)

Respondent selection

There are three different strategies that could be adopted:

One proxy respondent 
Normally the most knowledgeable 
household member, is interviewed 
to collect information on all the 

household members

Self-respondent approach applied 
to all members

Each adult member of the household is 
interviewed on his/her ownership/tenure 

rights over agricultural land

Self-respondent approach applied to 
one (or more) member(s)

One or more randomly selected adult 
household members are interviewed on his/her 
ownership /tenure rights over agricultural land

On how many individuals should 
information be collected? 

Who should report this information?



The EDGE project field tests helped to understand which of these strategies is more effective 
and more relevant to the purpose of examining rights over land from a gender perspective

2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (4/10)

Proxy-reported data decrease estimates of both reported and 
documented ownership of agricultural land.
The Ugandan field test found that underestimation is greater for men 
than for women:
• For reported ownership -15% for men, -10% for women
• For documented ownership -7% for men and -2% for women

In particular, it was found that:



Considering these findings, it is recommended:

2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (5/10)

TO EMPLOY SELF-RESPONDENT APPROACH
Interview household members about their own status

Due to budget constraints and time limitations, it may be possible to interview only one adult 
member per household.

However, if a country wants to study intra-household dynamics of the 5.a.1 and 1.4.2 
estimates, it may decide to collect information about each household member or a subset or 
randomly selected adult members



Self-Respondent: Selecting individuals within a household

2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (6/10)

Once a household has been selected, either all individuals or one randomly selected individual should be 
interviewed about their own status.

The second case requires a procedure that randomly identifies a subject within the household in a way 
that he or she is representative of the target population. 

The procedure should be:

Effective in selecting a representative sample of the population of interest

Easy to implement

There are various methods that could be 
applied to this task, but the most popular and 

recommended methods are:
The Kish method

The birth date method

Randomization via CAPI



2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (7/10)

AT THE 
INDIVIDUAL 

LEVEL
or

AT THE 
PARCEL
LEVEL

1

2

3

4

5

LEVEL OF DATA COLLECTION



This approach is recommended if:

2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (8/10)

AT THE INDIVIDUAL LEVEL

the survey can collect the bare minimum set of questions on the ownership of/or tenure 
rights over land

the inclusion of a roster of parcels goes beyond the scope of the survey

In such case, individual level questions should be asked through an individual 
questionnaire/module administered to a randomly selected adult household member or all 

household members

or



2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (9/10)

AT THE PARCEL LEVEL

There are two reasons why countries may opt to collect information at the parcel rather 
than the individual level:

The country implements a nationally representative survey that already collects a roster of 
parcels (e.g. the LSMS-ISA surveys) to which the questions on ownership or tenure rights can be 
appended

The country wants to go beyond the data strictly needed for the computation of the indicator 
and collect a broader set of information in order to carry out a comprehensive analysis of 
women’s and men’s ownership, rights and control of land. Collecting such information, including 
on the characteristics of land, should be done at the parcel level



Is one of the most delicate aspects to take into account when dealing with global level indicators. There are 
two key principles that must be balanced:

2. DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES (10/10)

Customization

Adapt to the 
characteristics and 

needs of the specific 
context

Ensure comparability
of results across 

countries

To achieve comparability it is fundamental to strictly comply with the indicator’s 
protocol – ie., cover all the required data items and collect data through the 
appropriate means and from the correct respondents. 

• In many cases, a literal translation is not the best one. Particular care should 
be put in translating the concepts of tenure rights, right to sell and bequeath.

• The list of legally recognized titles and certificates that protect use rights 
over land is highly country specific. Often certificates have a specific name in 
each country, therefore it is important to map the proposed list to the 
documents used in the country. In some cases a document is specific to the 
country, therefore it has to be added to the list.



3. THE JOINT MODULE FOR COLLECTING DATA FOR 
INDICATORS 1.4.2 AND 5.A.1



3. THE JOINT MODULE (1/25)

Due to various survey designs in which this module could be integrated, 

5 versions of the module have been designed.

The optimal module selection is based on the following:

Respondent selection: self-respondent (recommended)/ proxy respondent

Level of data collection: parcel level / individual level

Parcel roster presence: a roster of parcel is already present in the survey / or not



3. THE JOINT MODULE (2/25)

Based on those, countries can choose from the following 5 versions:

VERSION 1

VERSION 2

VERSION 3

VERSION 4

VERSION 5

Parcel level data, self respondent approach, no parcel level roster elsewhere, 
assumes separate household member roster with sex.

Parcel level data, self respondent approach, assumes parcel roster elsewhere 
which can be fed forward to either (a) the interview of one randomly selected 
individual or (b) the interviews of all adult household members, assumes 
separate household member roster sex.

Parcel level data, proxy respondent acceptable, no parcel level roster
elsewhere, assumes separate household member roster with sex.

Individual level data, self respondent approach, not reported at parcel level.

Individual level data, proxy respondent approach, not reported at parcel 
level.



3. THE JOINT MODULE (3/25)

VERSION 1 Parcel level data, self respondent approach, no parcel level roster elsewhere, 
assumes separate household member roster with sex.
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3. THE JOINT MODULE (4/25)

VERSION 2
Parcel level data, self respondent approach, assumes parcel roster elsewhere which can be fed 
forward to either (a) the interview of one randomly selected individual or (b) the interviews of all 
adult household members, assumes separate household member roster with sex.
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3. THE JOINT MODULE (5/25)

VERSION 3

Individual level data, 
self respondent approach, 
not reported at parcel level.

✓

✓

✓ ✓

✓

Any agricultural land Any other land

Self 
respondent



3. THE JOINT MODULE (6/25)

VERSION 4

Parcel level data, 
proxy respondent acceptable, no parcel 

level roster elsewhere, 
assumes separate household member 

roster with sex.
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3. THE JOINT MODULE (7/25)

VERSION 5

Individual level data, 
proxy respondent approach, 
not reported at parcel level.

✓ ✓

✓✓

✓

Any agricultural land Any other land

Proxy 
respondent 



Is self-reported data collection feasible?

Yes No

Is parcel-level data 
desired/feasible?

Is parcel-level data 
desired/feasible?

VERSION 3

Yes No

Does a full parcel roster 
exist in the questionnaire?

Yes No

VERSION 1VERSION 2

VERSION 4

Yes No

VERSION 5VERSION 4

3. THE JOINT MODULE (8/25)



3. THE JOINT MODULE (9/25)

TWO EXAMPLES OF THE COMMON LAND 
TENURE MODULE FOR 5.A.1 AND 1.4.2 

VERSION 1

Parcel level data, 

Self respondent approach, 

No parcel level roster elsewhere, 

Assumes separate household member roster with sex.



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1
1

Parcel name 1 2 1 2 4 2



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1

1 1 4 1 1 1 2



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1
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COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1
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3. THE JOINT MODULE (17/25)

TWO EXAMPLES OF THE COMMON LAND 
TENURE MODULE FOR 5.A.1 AND 1.4.2 

VERSION 3

Individual level data

Self respondent approach

Not reported at parcel level



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.11

1 1 1 1 1 1 1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1

2 1 2 1 1 3



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.11

1 1

22

1 1 1 1 1



COLOUR 
CODES

SDG 1.4.2 Both 1.4.2 
& 

5.a.1

Analytical
purposes 

onlySDG 5.a.1

2 1 2 1 1 3

1 1 2 1 1 1 3



4. CONCLUSIONS



4. CONCLUSIONS

NEXT STEPS FOR THE CUSTODIANS OF SDG LAND INDICATORS
UN-HABITAT, WORLD BANK AND FAO

Joint workshops and events with the 1.4.2 custodians are foreseen

Joint publication on Measuring Individuals’ Rights to Land: An Integrated
Approach to Data Collection for SDG Indicators 1.4.2 and 5.a.1 is being
finalized



4. CONCLUSIONS

NEXT STEPS FOR COUNTRIES

PLAN DATA 
COLLECTION

DATA 
COLLECTION

COMPUTE 
INDICATOR

National level

Global level

To be used at the:

and

Identify the most appropriate data collection 
vehicle for collecting the required data for 1.4.2 
and 5.a.1, and plan for in advance for the inclusion 
of the modules/questions
Request assistance to FAO/UN Habitat/World 
Bank if needed
Adapt the standard protocol to national specificities



THANK YOU!
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