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Background and Context

• Suriname: Estimated population of  
579,000, l iving in ~160,000 households; 

c lass if ied as an Upper Middle-Income 

Country; GDP per capita of  $6,481 
(2024).

• Desp ite legal  minimum wage and soc ial  
programs, 65% of househo lds fal l  below 

the liv ing wage threshold.  

• Data from the WageIndicator shows that 

about 93% of  households have a 
minimum wage below the l iving wage 

level.

• This study addresses  income adequacy 

gaps using both poverty l ines and liv ing 
wage thresholds.



Literature 

Review

❑ Poverty measurement evolved from income-based 

(Rowntree, 1901) to multidimensional /standard of 

l iving of households (Townsend, 1979).

❑ Living Wage covers food, housing,  clothing,

health, education (Guzi & Kahanec, 2014, 2017, 

2022).

❑ Living Wage goes beyond Minimum Wage 

(subsistence level).

❑ Living Wages support → ILO Convention 131; 

Article 23 UDHR; SDG 1 + 8

Definition Living Wage (ILO, 2024): 

“The wage level  necessary to  a fford a decent  standard of 

li ving  for workers and their fami lies,  taking in to account  the 

country's circumstances and calculated  for the work 

performed during  the regular hours." 



Data and Methodology

• SSLC 2022 (IDB) – 2,500 households, 7,500 

individuals; WICLS (WageIndicator) – quarterly cost-

of-living data in Suriname since 2023.

• Poverty Lines: $6.85/day (WorldBank) and 

Suriname’s National  PL (FEI-method)/

• Living Wage threshold (by WageIndicator) : 

$37.5/day (2017$PPP) → adjusted to $18.75/day.

• Comparison of poverty and living wage thresholds to 

assess household consumption and welfare, using 

single-person households as unit of analysis.



Basket of necessities 

• Consumption expenditures 

include food, beverages, clothing, 

and communication services; non-

consumption items inc lude taxes 

and investments.

• Al l expenditures categorized using 

the 13 COICOP main groups  based 

on purpose of consumption.

• WICLS data  are col lected across 10 

key components , capturing 

detailed prices and household 

spending patterns.

The 10 components from the 
WageIndicator Cost-of-Living Survey 
(WICLS) include:
1.Food
2.Housing and utilities
3.Transport
4.Drinking water
5.Phone (calls and data)
6.Clothing
7.Health care
8.Education 
9.Unexpected expenses
10.Mandatory contributions and 
taxes 



On average,  

households spend 

about 83% of  their 

disposable income on 

food and beverages 

(60%),  housing (17%) 

and transport (6%).

Fig 3. Expenditures by (COICOP) main group (%)
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Headcount 

ratios

• Although poverty f igures are 

around 20%, a massive gap ex is ts 

fo r househo lds to cover the 

expenses to l ive a decent li fe.

• Households  in the lower deci les  fal l 

entirely under the LW-l ine. 

• Less than 1% of the population 

l ives in extreme poverty ($2.15).

Fig 4. Headcount ratios using various poverty lines 
and living wage thresholds
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Household 

and personal 

assets 

by region 



Income

• Income from the main jobs 

in the interior are lower 

than the other regions. 

• Interior households are 

most concentrated in the 

lowest income bracket    

(< SRD 1000/month)
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Fig 1. Total income from main job by region (in %)



Headcount 

by region

• Inter ior region shows h ighest 

poverty inc idence: 27% (UMIC) 

and 87% (50% LW).

• Rural  areas  have the lowest 

poverty inc idence, 16%, closely 

fo llowed by the urban stratum 

Great Paramaribo  (17 %); 26% for 

the interior.

• Huge discrepancy with the inter ior,  

i rrespective of  the thresho ld. Fig 5. Headcount using UMIC $6.85, 25_MPI and 
50% LW-line by region
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Headcount 

by ethnicity

• Maroon (81%) and Indigenous 

(78%) groups  have highest 

inc idence under 50% LW l ine.

• Creole, Hindustani  and Javanese 

households have an almost 20% 

lower poverty incidence.

• Ethnic  dispari t ies  in poverty have 

increased irrespective of which 

threshold is used. Fig 6. Headcount using UMIC $6.85, 25_MPI and 
50% LW-line by ethnicity
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Headcount by 

education level

• Higher education correlates with 

lower poverty r isk.

• Even tertiary-educated (higher 

education)  heads show 1% poverty 

(UMIC)  and 24% under 50% LW.

Fig 7. Headcount using UMIC $6.85, 25_MPI and 
50% LW-line by educational level
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Headcount by 

household size

• Larger households face higher 

poverty: 10% (1-person) vs 46% 

(8+ members) using UMIC.

• Under 50% LW: 43% (1-person) 

vs 80% (8+ members) .

Fig 8. Headcount ratios using UMIC $6.85 and 
50% LW-line by household size
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Headcount by 

HH composition

• About 28% o f households with  ch i ld ren 

are UMIC-poo r,  whi le  th is  is  84% fo r 

50%-LW.  

• Single-parent  households  with 

chi ldren fa ce the  h ighe st pover ty r isk:  

up  to  91%  unde r 50% LW.

• Househo lds with chi ldren overal l  are 

more vu lnerable .

• The inc idenc e o f s ingle male-headed 

househo lds is  s l ight ly  h igher  than tha t o f 

their  f emale  peer s
Fig 9. Headcount using $6.85 and 50% LW by 
household composition
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Headcount by 
Age and 
Gender

• Women under 30 and over 64  

show higher poverty inc idence than 

men.

• Gender d ispari ties are more visible 

under the 50% LW l ine compared to 

the $6.85 l ine.

Fig 10. Headcount using UMIC $6.85, and 50% 
LW-line by age group and gender
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Concluding remarks

1. Around 20% of households live below the poverty line, and 65% do 

not earn enough to meet half the living wage threshold.

2. Poverty is significantly higher in interior and rural areas, especially 

among larger households, single-parent families, and those led by 

individuals with lower education levels.

3. Maroon, Amerindian, and Hindustani households face greater 

poverty risks. 

4. Low education, large household size, and informal jobs increase 

poverty risk.



THANK YOU

• dr. Rosita Sobhie 
(rositasobhie@gmai l.com)

• Tesora Ooft MSc 
(tesoraooft@hotmail.com)

• dr. Yolanda Grift  
(y.grif t@uu.nl)
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