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FOREWORD

In May of this year, the governments of Europe and
Central Asia met in Sarajevo for the conference
“Making Europe and Central Asia Fit for Children”
They gathered at a time of considerable optimism
and opportunity, as economic growth has continued
in much of the region, and as eight Central and East
European countries joined the European Union. As
the conference participants noted, the tools are in
place to build a region fit for children: the obliga-
tions; the resources, and the goodwill. Yet barriers of

disparity, inequality and exclusion still block the way.

These barriers, highlighted in this year’s Innocenti
Social Monitor, must be removed if we are to reach
our goal: a world where the highest aspiration of cit-
izenship is to ensure the right of every child to grow
to adulthood in peace, health and dignity. No child
left out, no child excluded, no exceptions.

When we look at Central and Eastern Europe and
Central Asia, we see growing disparities between
countries. The eight nations that joined the EU in
May are among the ranks of the world’s high-
income countries, while the poorest countries of
Central Asia and the Caucasus struggle with low
public expenditure and large numbers of children
living in poverty.

The report also highlights disparities within coun-
tries. In every country there are children living in
such poverty that their health and development are
threatened.

The impact of such poverty lasts a lifetime, feeding
into the other issues raised in this year’s report:
migration, unemployment, and the use of tobacco,
alcohol and illegal drugs to cope with the stress of a
life marked by poverty, exploitation and lack of
opportunity.

Social Monitor 2004

Relatively little is known about how these different
elements interact. That is why UNICEF is working
with governments, NGOs and development partners
to develop a research agenda that analyzes such
interaction and presents the hard evidence needed
for effective policy choices, and to define our own
priorities and strategies for support to children in
the region.

The report shows that economic growth alone will
not fully address poverty, nor ensure human rights,
social justice or human development. Across the
region, countries are recognising the need for
inclusion, for participation and for the redistribu-
tion of the benefits of economic progress. This can
be seen in many national plans for economic and
social development. But these plans need to be
rooted in child rights. Under the Convention on the
Rights of the Child, and in the perspective of the
Millennium Development Goals, governments
have accepted their obligations to ensure the reali-
sation of all rights for all children. This is not up for
debate. The time has come to move beyond talk of
promises, of commitments and even transition. The
time has come for governments to deliver on their
obligations through appropriate investment in chil-
dren. And with economic growth taking place
across Europe and Central Asia, there is no excuse
for delay.

A 18—,

Carol Bellamy
Executive Director, UNICEF
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KEY FINDINGS

@ Most countries in the region have recently enjoyed economic growth. However, the child population is
expanding most rapidly in the poorest countries in the region.

e In nine countries across the region for which recent information is available, 14 out of 44 million (or a third
of) children are living below national poverty lines.

@ In some countries in the Caucasus and Central Asia, and in South Eastern Europe, including Albania,
Armenia and Tajikistan, public expenditure on health care and education is about 4 per cent of GDP or
less—very low by regional standards.

@ In both richer countries (now EU members) and poorer countries, differences in unemployment rates and
poverty rates between regions within countries are often large.

o Across the CEE/CIS, differences in infant mortality rates among regions within countries mirror differences
in unemployment rates—where unemployment rates are high, infant mortality rates also tend to be high.

@ Russia has become a migration magnet within the CIS, with a net inflow of 3.7 million migrants between
1989 and 2002.

® Much of the migration taking place within the CEE/CIS region, and between CEE/CIS countries and the
West, is irregular. This has potentially important implications for how the rights of children can be realized.

@ The marketing and consumption of all types of drugs, including alcohol, tobacco and illegal drugs expand-
ed greatly in the 1990s.

e In Russia, over 2 per cent of adults are estimated to have used opiates (for example, heroin) in 2000/01. In
Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan, over 2 per cent of the working age population is estimated to inject drugs—a
far greater percentage than in any Western European country. Many are likely to be young people.

@ A significant proportion of young people’s deaths in the region results from drug use, particularly alcohol
and injecting drug use. In some countries, up to one-third of all deaths of 15-29 year old males have been
associated with alcohol consumption (directly, or as a result of accidents and injuries following alcohol con-
sumption).
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OVERVIEW: POVERTY,
INTEGRATION AND CHILDREN

The process of international integration has thrown
many issues into sharp relief, not least growing
poverty and disparity between and within countries.
This applies as much to the countries of Central and
Eastern Europe and the Commonwealth of
Independent States as to other regions of the world.
With the collapse of communist regimes, what were
8 countries in 1989 became 27 by the mid-1990s.
Market reforms, while bringing many benefits, also
brought uncertainty. The lives of children in the
region are now very different than those of their
parents—there is more opportunity, more freedom
and more choice, but also more poverty, more dis-
parity and more risk.

The MONEE project of the UNICEF Innocenti
Research Centre has been monitoring and studying
the impact of these enormous changes, in particular
evolving social and economic trends, on the lives of
children since 1992. It is difficult to exaggerate the
speed, scope and depth of the transition: children are
growing up in an environment where, for better and
worse, the rigid landscape of the past is being swept
by powerful currents of change. Children are dispro-
portionately affected by many of the associated neg-
ative impacts—the erosion of access to universal
health care and basic education, and the failure of
states to protect them from poverty and exploitation.

International integration is not merely a set of eco-
nomic forces—trade, international capital, global
marketing, etc.—but is also about the movement of
people, interactions between cultures, the sharing
of skills and experience, and the globalization of
ideas. One of the key background events to the arti-
cles in Social Monitor 2004 is the economic and
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political act of accession in May this year of eight
countries in the region to the European Union. But
there have been several others throughout the
1990s and into the new millennium, including the
ratification by all countries in the region of the
Convention on the Rights of the Child, and their
signing up to the UN’s Millennium Declaration and
the Millennium Development Goals. While the eight
richest countries have joined the EU, ten of the
poorest are now engaged in “Poverty Reduction
Strategies”—medium to long-term plans promoted
by the World Bank and the International Monetary
Fund, and produced by national governments in
consultation with civil society and development
partners, to promote economic growth, reduce
poverty and improve public service provision.

One of the main issues raised in Social Monitor 2004
is how the different forces of integration impact on
the realization of children’s rights. In a globalizing
world, the promises of economic growth, social free-
dom and human rights are countered by the weight
of poverty and social disadvantage. Despite years of
good intentions and more recent economic growth,
large numbers of children in the region remain
trapped in poverty. Child poverty represents a failure
to breathe life into children’s rights.

A second key issue addressed by Social Monitor
2004 is how to map the gaps in knowledge of chil-
dren and poverty in CEE/CIS countries. It is now
generally recognized that poverty is an extremely
complex issue. It is both a condition (for example,
expressed in terms of low income, poor nutrition, or
lack of access to basic services), and a process (a
dynamic interplay of variables that reduce a child’s



opportunities, choices and potential). Yet much basic
information that would allow the construction of a
reliable picture of the complexity of poverty in the
region is still missing. For example, little is currently
known about poverty trends among children from
minority or marginalized backgrounds, or on how
migration (of both adults and children) can improve
children’s well-being, or impoverish them.

A third issue that is central to all the analyses pre-
sented in Social Monitor 2004 is the question of
what needs to be done to reduce this poverty and
differences between children in order to promote
the realization of the rights of every child. Certainly,
more research and better information is needed. But
in many cases, there is sufficient knowledge to act.
In some countries, for example, expenditure on
health care and education as a proportion of GDP
continues to fall, even though it is already at dan-
gerously low levels. And across the region, a large
proportion of people (and perhaps children) who
migrate between countries do so without proper
documentation, increasing their vulnerability to
poverty and exploitation.

In this context, Social Monitor 2004 examines child
poverty in an integrating world from four different
perspectives. It starts with what we know—a look at
children in poverty related to family income. This is
followed by an analysis of two large currents at
work in the region—integration into the global econ-
omy and migration patterns. Finally, it examines a
specific phenomenon, that of the use of alcohol,
tobacco and drugs by young people in the region.

The first article, “Economic Growth and Child
Poverty’, indicates that since the late 1990s steady
economic growth has reduced the proportion of
people living in households with incomes below
national subsistence minima. After large increases
in poverty in the early and mid-1990s, evidence sug-
gests that numbers have more recently declined.
This is true for both overall poverty and child pover-
ty. In Poland, however, the number of adults and
children living below the national subsistence mini-
mum has increased.

Nonetheless, data for nine countries in the region
suggests that 14 out of 44 million (or a third of) chil-
dren in these countries were living in absolute
poverty in 2001/02. Disparities between children are
large. Children whose parents are unemployed, who
live in large families, or who come from ethnic
minorities are particularly vulnerable to the risk of
poverty. Moreover, demographic trends indicate that
child populations are shrinking in the richest coun-
tries in the region (now EU members), and growing
in the poorest countries, such as Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan and Uzbekistan, which means a growing
share of the child population region-wide is at risk
of growing up poor. In several of these poorest
countries, public expenditure on health care and
education is low, and has not risen in recent years.

The analysis argues for a more child-centered

approach to the monitoring of economic well-being.
In particular, Poverty Reduction Strategies in poor
countries must specifically consider the impact of
policies on children, and richer countries (such as
the new European Union members) must be vigi-
lant about child poverty, and monitor trends
towards growth in social disparities.

The second article, “Economic Integration, Labour
Markets and Children’, finds that integration into the
global economy, as measured by trade and volumes
of foreign direct investment, has grown across the
region, but is particularly concentrated in the new EU
member countries of Central Europe and the Baltic
States. As elsewhere, the phenomenon of ‘jobless
growth’ means, however, that unemployment rates
have not always fallen. Moreover, even in the new
EU member countries, there are considerable within-
country variations in unemployment. The benefits of
economic integration have by-passed large numbers
of children who live in areas of high unemployment,
low income and poverty. In these same areas of high
unemployment infant mortality rates tend to be high-
er than the national average.

The analysis therefore shows that conventional mar-
ket adjustment mechanisms have impoverished chil-
dren in disadvantaged areas of many countries.
These are often areas that were heavily industrialized
or agricultural under communism, and that suffered
catastrophic decline with the transition to the market.
Public policies appear to have done little to compen-
sate for this market failure, and these same areas
often have lower levels of public service provision
(for example, in health care) than more prosperous
areas. Migration from these disadvantaged areas to
the more prosperous towns and cities is not always
an option, and families with children are often unable
to uproot and cut themselves off from informal net-
works of social support that may have taken years to
build. Governments need to make significant
improvements to public services in areas of high
unemployment, and attract investment to these areas
if they are to improve the life chances and living
standards of children who grow up in them.

The third article, “Migration Trends and Policy
Implications” finds that migration has grown greatly
in the region since the 1980s. Reasons for this
upsurge include the fragmentation of nations from
eight countries into 27 at the start of the 1990s,
causing many people to migrate, often as a result of
conflict or persecution, new freedoms to move
about geographically, and growing regional dispari-
ties in income and wealth. Russia is by far the
largest destination country for migrants in the
region, with 3.7 million more in-migrants than out-
migrants between 1989 and 2002. Albania and
Armenia have lost over a quarter of their popula-
tions to migration since 1989. Across the region,
much of the migration that takes place is undocu-
mented, or irregular.

While little is known about children and migration in
CEE/CIS countries, available evidence does suggest
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that a significant proportion of those who migrate are
children or young people. Over a fifth of in-migrants
to Russia are below the age of 20. Migration, more-
over, also affects many children who do not them-
selves migrate. Children who stay behind may benefit
from remittances, but on the other hand, the migra-
tion of one or both parents increases children’s vul-
nerability to poverty and abuse.

Irregular migration, in the absence of proper docu-
mentation, poses a particular threat to children’s
rights. Migrants and their children are often subject
to exploitation and social exclusion, and may have
difficulty in accessing public services including health
care, education and housing. Irregular migrants may
also face greater difficulty in accessing the banking
system to send remittances ‘home’, or indeed to
make visits ‘home’. The article stresses the need for
governments in both originating and receiving coun-
tries to better manage migration and increase
avenues for legal migration across the region.

The final article, “Young People and Drugs:
Increasing Health Risks’ investigates the health con-
sequences of the use of tobacco, alcohol and illegal
drugs by children and young people, particularly the
links between drug use and young people’s deaths
across the region. In the Baltic States, and in
Belarus, Kazakhstan, Moldova, Russia, and Ukraine,
death rates among young men (aged 15-24) are
especially high. In Russia, one in 30 young men
who were aged 15 in 1993 did not survive until the
age of 25.

Use of all types of drug has increased significantly
among teenagers and young people across the
region since the early 1990s. The incidence of smok-
ing has risen among both boys and girls. Survey
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data show that six in ten 15 year old boys in
Estonia, Lithuania and Ukraine reported having
been drunk on at least two occasions in 2001/02,
more than in any other European country except
Denmark. In some Central Asian countries, the pro-
portion of the population who inject drugs is esti-
mated to be up to ten times that found in many
Western European countries. The direct health con-
sequences are clearest in the case of alcohol, which
is estimated to be associated with up to a third of all
young men’s deaths in some countries. Injecting
drug users also face a high risk of death, through
overdose and suicide, as well as from infections
such as HIV and hepatitis.

The article emphasizes the impact of social exclusion
(of which poverty is one aspect) as a causal factor in
the consumption of drugs of all types. It proposes a
more holistic approach to the prevention and limita-
tion of drug use, including education and informa-
tion aimed at both the general population and at
particular groups of people, and the integral need to
address issues of social disadvantage and exclusion.

Social Monitor 2004 draws a portrait of children in
the region that is part snapshot and part complex
backdrop. Children are especially vulnerable to
adverse impacts of international economic integra-
tion—from growing disparities within and between
countries, from migration, and from increased use
of alcohol, tobacco and illegal drugs. Families and
communities need the resources to make sure the
rights of their children are realized; and govern-
ments have the responsibility to make sure families
and communities have those resources, and that
measures are put in place to address the almost
inevitable social costs of economic adjustment and
transition on children.
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ECONOMIC GROWTH
AND CHILD POVERTY

Childhood is a time of increased poverty risk. The eco-
nomic environment, which influences parents’
employment and public expenditure, is a key determi-
nant of this risk. Over the late 1990s and into the new
millennium, economies in the countries across Central
and Eastern Europe and the Commonwealth of
Independent States performed strongly, and average
income increased. This article examines trends in child
poverty against this background of economic growth.
The proportion of children in poverty has declined in
some countries since the late 1990s. However, the
number of children in poverty remains high, and dis-
parities between children remain considerable.

The article also examines the role that international
initiatives such as the Poverty Reduction Strategies
now being implemented by many CEE/CIS countries
can play in ensuring that all children benefit from
economic growth. Governments sometimes over-
look the potential impact of a wide range of policies
(for example, on taxation, privatization, labour mar-
ket regulation, and public spending) on people’s
(and children’s) lives and well-being. This is arguably
what happened across the region in the 1990s
where the transition was often characterized as
‘from plan to market’, and where democratic consol-
idation, the safeguarding of human rights, and the
reduction of poverty were frequently neglected in
favour of more strictly economic goals. As highlight-
ed in previous MONEE project reports, there were
dramatic increases in child poverty and disadvan-
tage in CEE/CIS countries during this period.’

The equitable distribution of economic growth can
increase the incomes of poor families, and also
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facilitate their access to public services. If the
income of poor people is not raised, increases in
public expenditure on education, for example, may
have less impact on poor children. If public expendi-
ture is neither raised nor better focussed on the
needs of people living in poverty, much of the bene-
fit of increased income among the poor will be lost.
Indeed, some experts argue that policy works
through ‘feedback loops’, and that social policies
(for health, education, social services, social protec-
tion, etc.) are most effective in reducing disadvan-
tage if implemented within a context of general
development policies that promote equitable
growth and the realization of human rights among
all people including those living in poverty.?

The article is organized in five sections. Section 1.1
examines recent trends in economic growth,
employment and public expenditure, and their rela-
tionship to outcomes for children. Section 1.2 dis-
cusses the definition of poverty, and overall levels of
income poverty among adults and children in recent
years. Section 1.3 examines differences between
children in terms of poverty risks. Section 1.4 dis-
cusses the role of economic policy in poverty reduc-
tion, and Section 1.5 presents concluding comments.

1.1 Economic growth
and its distribution

Since the late 1990s all countries in the region have
enjoyed economic growth. Two ways in which this
economic growth generates higher family income

Economic growth and child poverty 1



are increased employment opportunities, and more
public, and particularly social, expenditure. However,
employment is still declining in some countries,
while social expenditure is falling in others.

National income continues to grow

Since the late 1990s, national income has been
growing in all 27 countries in the region. Figure 1.1
summarizes the picture and reports GDP per capita
in US dollars exchanged for local currencies at pur-
chasing power parity rates. A dollar exchanged at
these rates should purchase roughly the same
amount of goods and services in all countries. The
countries are aggregated into 7 sub-regions as per
the tables in the Statistical Annex of this Social
Monitor. The economies of the 5 Central European
countries that joined the European Union in May
2004 have performed best in the region, with
growth from the mid-1990s compensating for early
transition shocks. In the early 1990s the Baltic states,
which also joined the EU in May 2004, experienced
larger declines in national income than the 5 Central
European countries, but have since recovered much
ground. Bulgaria and Romania, both scheduled to
join the EU in 2007, did not begin to enjoy consis-
tent growth until the turn of the millennium.The
experience of countries in South Eastern Europe has
been mixed. Political crisis and conflict retarded
economic development in countries such as FYR
Macedonia, whereas growth in Croatia has matched
that in Central European countries.?

Figure 1.1 GDP per capita (dollars per year in PPPs)
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Source: Statistical Annex, Table 10.3

Note: Data for country groups are unweighted averages. Central
Europe refers to Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia,
Slovenia; Baltic states refer to Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania;
Other South Eastern Europe refer to Albania, Croatia and FYR
Macedonia; Western CIS includes Belarus, Moldova, Russia and
Ukraine; Caucasus refers to Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia;
Central Asia refers to Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan. There are no data for Bosnia-
Herzegovina or Serbia and Montenegro. There are no data for
the Czech Republic or Azerbaijan in 1990 or 1991, for Slovenia in
1990, 1991 and 1992, or for Uzbekistan in 1990.

The 4 Western CIS countries and the 3 Caucasus
countries suffered severe drops in GDP throughout
much of the 1990s, and many suffered further losses
as a result of the Russian financial crisis of 1998.
Since then, there has been considerable economic
growth despite the generally slower pace of econom-
ic and institutional reforms in the CIS relative to
Central Europe and the Baltic states.*The expansion
of per capita national income in the poor countries of
Central Asia is particularly significant in so far as all
these countries, with the exception of Kazakhstan,
have experienced marked increases in population in
recent years (see Statistical Annex, Table 1.1). In near-
ly all other countries in the region, increased national
income is now being shared among populations that
are either falling or remaining stable in size. By con-
trast, population growth in Central Asia means that a
growing proportion of the region’s children are now
living in its poorest countries. In 1990, 11 per cent of
all children in the region lived in 3 countries
(Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan) where per
capita GDP was below $2,500. In 2002, this figure
had increased to 17 per cent in 4 countries
(Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan) (see
Statistical Annex, Tables 1.2 and 10.3).

Changes in employment and public spending

Economic growth is an important, but insufficient,
factor for improving children’s living conditions. The
‘quality’ of economic growth—measured in part with
indicators such as changes in employment (and relat-
ed earnings), and changes in public expenditure, par-
ticularly on social services—is also important.°*The
role of increased employment and social expenditure
as the motors of poverty reduction is clearly recog-
nized in several Poverty Reduction Strategies in the
region. These are national plans for economic devel-
opment and poverty reduction, formulated by gov-
ernments with the participation of civil society and
development partners. The preparation of Poverty
Reduction Strategy Papers is now a precondition for
grants or low-interest loans from the World Bank and
the International Monetary Fund.®

As economies declined in the early 1990s, levels of
employment and real wages fell. When economic
growth picked up, however, increases in employment
did not always follow suit. In the period of almost
universal economic growth in the region between
1998 and 2002, the proportion of working-age people
in paid jobs only increased in 7 countries. In some
countries, including Lithuania, Poland and Serbia and
Montenegro, the proportion actually fell substantially
(see Statistical Annex, Table 10.7). Real wages, how-
ever, did rise, meaning extra income for many fami-
lies. Moreover, while earnings inequality continued
to grow in some countries, for example Romania, it
stabilized in others, suggesting that those with low
earnings were also benefiting from overall economic
growth (see Statistical Annex, Tables 10.10 and 10.11).

In some of the poorest countries in the region, social
expenditure fell. Figure 1.2 reports public expendi-
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ture on health and education as a proportion of GDP
for selected countries. In the early 1990s, this was in
the range of 8-12 per cent of GDP across the region.
This level of expenditure compared well with that in
Western European countries in the 1990s, and was
maintained and even increased in some of the
wealthier countries, such as the Czech Republic and
Latvia. By contrast, in some of the poorest countries,
such as Armenia and Tajikistan, public expenditure
on health and education had fallen below 4 per cent
of GDP by 2002. In particular, public expenditure on
health is very low in some of these poorest coun-
tries. The World Health Organization reports that in
2001, the government in Tajikistan spent the equiva-
lent of $12 per person on health, the same amount
as it spent in 1998, and among the lowest levels of
absolute expenditure in the world. The World Health
Organization reports that the government in
Azerbaijan spent $32 per capita on health in 2001,
less than what it spent in 1998. Over this period,
national income inTajikistan and Azerbaijan grew by
7 and 10 per cent per year, respectively (see
Statistical Annex, Table 10.2). These low, and falling,
levels of public expenditure on health inTajikistan
and Azerbaijan compare poorly with levels in
Hungary, for example, where public health expendi-
ture increased by almost a fifth between 1998 and
2001, reaching $686 per person in the latter year.’

Information on employment and public expenditure
such as that discussed in this section sometimes
gives a partial picture of what it purports to mea-
sure. For example, pubic expenditure on health and
education is an input, and even if it is substantial, it
can have a limited impact on people’s lives if ineffi-
ciently spent.® In the case of employment and earn-
ings, indicators can also be difficult to interpret.

Figure 1.2 Public expenditure on health and
education as a proportion of GDP (per cent)
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education are defined in the Glossary to the Statistical Annex.
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Official data on the total number of people employed
suggest that the numbers in work began to pick up
towards the end of the decade, after several years of
continuous decline as the country recovered from the
financial crisis of 1998. These data, however, do not
take into account the numbers in informal employ-
ment. In 2002, in Russia 6.8 million people are esti-
mated to have worked exclusively in the informal
sector, that is, over one tenth of the number of those
in formal employment.®

Moreover, not all those in formal employment were
paid regularly. In Russia a survey carried out in 2000
reported that almost 2 in 10 employed people had
not been paid in the previous month, and that a fur-
ther tenth received very low pay.®Thus, a reduction
in wage arrears or the number of workers on very
low pay may have a positive impact on child pover-
ty even without an increase in total employment.

Distribution of economic gains

It is not only the totals that influence outcomes for
children, but their distribution. In the case of
employment, this can be measured as the number
of families with children where one or both parents,
or neither is employed. In Bulgaria, both mother
and father worked in less than half of all two-parent
families in 2001; in a fifth of families, neither parent
was employed. Figure 1.3 presents the declining
trend in the number ‘work-rich’ families in Poland.
In 1998, in almost 6 in 10 two-parent families with
children, both parents were employed. By 2002, this
proportion had fallen to half. In the same period, the
proportion of two-parent families with children
where neither parent was employed increased from
7 to 13 per cent.There is a similar trend among fam-
ilies headed by single mothers.

In countries where a substantial proportion of the
population is engaged in agriculture, employment
may be a weaker indicator of well-being. For exam-
ple, parents who work on a family farm may have a
very low income (and may consume most of what
they produce), even though the family is ‘work-rich’
(that is, both parents are in paid work). In some
countries, employment in agriculture actually
increased in the 1990s as other forms of employ-
ment disappeared. In Azerbaijan and Romania, for
example, the proportion of employed people work-
ing in agriculture increased from about 30 to over
40 per cent. In Kyrgyzstan, Moldova and Tajikistan,
the proportion employed in agriculture was about
50 per cent at the turn of the millennium.™

The distribution of public expenditure is also impor-
tant. Geographical distribution may be uneven
across a country leading to an unequal provision of
services. Entry thresholds may impede access to
vital public services. These thresholds include trans-
port costs to access ‘free’ education, informal pay-
ments in ‘free’ public health care systems, adminis-
trative fees to cover the costs of issuing ‘free’ birth
certificates, discriminatory practices against certain



groups, or the provision of services that are unsuit-
ed to people’s real needs. For example, a previous
MONEE project report reveals that in the late 1990s,
the proportion of patients making informal pay-
ments for health care ranged from 2 in 10 in
Bulgaria, to 9 in 10 in Armenia.” Obstacles such as
these undermine the efficacy of public expenditure
in reducing poverty, and diminish the gains that
families accrue through economic growth, and
greater employment, earnings and income, with
inevitable consequences for children.

1.2 Adult and child poverty

Economic growth, wage growth and stable or rising
numbers of people in employment suggest that
income poverty in general, and child poverty, should
arguably have declined since the late 1990s. This
has been the case in some countries, although the
numbers of children in poverty remain high.

Defining and measuring poverty

Poverty is most commonly associated with a lack of
income. In reality, however, it is a complex mix of
deprivations, from not having enough to eat, to dis-
crimination and the denial of respect for human
dignity. Poverty can also mean lack of access to key
services (housing, clean water, health care, educa-
tion), and exclusion from participation, choices and
opportunities that are considered normal in
society.® It is now increasingly understood that
poverty cannot be measured solely in terms of
income, but that it requires the assessment of sev-
eral indicators that capture poverty in a range of

dimensions. People may, for example, be poor in
one dimension (effective access to appropriate
health care or education), and not in another (such
as income). Article 27(1) of the Convention on the
Rights of the Child, ratified by every government in
the region, calls for a comprehensive approach
compatible with the dignity of the child, and states
that every child has a right to a standard of living
which is “adequate for the child’s physical, mental,
spiritual, moral and social development.” According
to the Convention’s definition, poverty is also the
negation of this right, and means a standard of liv-
ing that fails to provide for the child’s development
in all the dimensions cited.

Some indicators of poverty, such as a lack of partici-
pation, respect for human rights, choice, and the
presence of discrimination, are difficult to measure.
In policy research, poor outcomes are therefore
more likely to be attributed to associated factors,
such as income poverty or lack of education, than to
these processes. While there is general agreement
that factors such as discrimination are causal factors
(and outcomes) of poverty, there is less agreement
on how these factors can be given meaning in the
analysis of poverty.™

The issue of assessing poverty among children is
complicated, not only by the developmental and
long-term consequences that accompany childhood
poverty, but also by other factors. Children are gen-
erally ascribed the income of their parents, yet non-
poor parents can impoverish their children through
unequal treatment or neglect, including preventing
them from attending school.” In some cases, fami-
lies may be lifted out of income poverty thanks to
children’s earnings." Despite the now widespread
recognition of the multidimensionality of poverty,

Figure 1.3 Employment trends among parents in Poland, 1998-2002 (per cent)
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4 Economic growth and child poverty
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Table 1.1 Subsistence minima and poverty rates,
2001

GDP Subsistence  Per cent Percent  Number of
per capitain  minimum persons children children
PPP 2001  aspercent living below living below living below
(regional of GDP  subsistence  subsistence  subsistence
average = 100) percapita ~ minimum  minimum  minimum

(thousands)

Slovenia 257 12

Czech Republic 220 16 4.3 8.6 153
Hungary 188 23

Poland 150 15 9.5 16.1 1151
Latvia 123 51

Russia 13 30 213 29.3 8566
Bulgaria 99 30

Kazakhstan 78 25 28.4

Belarus 75 55 247 24.0 567
Albania 67 30 29.6 32.8 293
Azerbaijan 42 44 49.0 52.0 1326
Armenia 40 38 50.9 54.3 548
Georgia 31 63 24.9 25.1 231
Kyrgyzstan 24 48 476 52.6 881
Moldova 20 58 51.2

Tajikistan 13 60

Source: MONEE Project Country Analytical Reports;
Government of Kyrgyzstan (2003) Expanding the Country’s
Capacities: Comprehensive Development Framework of the
Kyrgyz Republic to 2010 (poverty.worldbank.org, 29 April
2004); UNDP (2004) Poverty in Kazakhstan: Causes and
Cures, Kazakhstan, UNDP (www.undp.kz, 26 May 2004).
Note: Per capita subsistence minima are calculated for a
family of 2 adults and 2 children, divided by 4. Poverty rates
are for the number of people falling below subsistence mini-
ma presented in the table. For Poland, the subsistence mini-
mum should be distinguished from the ‘legal minimum’,
which is higher, and which acts as a threshold for eligibility
to social assistance. Bulgaria has a subsistence minimum
and a social minimum (valued at about 1.8 times the per
capita subsistence minimum). In this table the subsistence
minimum is used. Georgia has an official and a revised sub-
sistence minimum. In this table the revised minimum is
used. In the case of Azerbaijan, the official poverty threshold
is used, as the official subsistence minimum is greater than
average GDP per capita. The subsistence minimum for
Moldova represents 50 per cent of the ‘official’ subsistence
minimum, as poverty statistics are based on this threshold.
In 2001, 85 per cent of the population fell below the ‘official”
subsistence minimum. The overall poverty rate of Belarus is
for households. Poverty is measured among children aged
0-14, except in Belarus, the Czech Republic and Russia,
where the age range is 0-15. Data for Albania, Kyrgyzstan
and Poland are for 2002.

the interplay between poverty and issues such as
intra-family inequality and child labour are not fully
understood.

Notwithstanding the fact that family income (or
expenditure) is a partial measure of poverty, it still
continues to be used as a key indicator of child
poverty for several reasons. First, children living in
low-income families are often excluded from other
important dimensions of social life. Second, indica-
tors such as the presence of discrimination are not
easily measured. Third, governments usually mea-
sure poverty according to monetary indicators.”
Therefore, income-based poverty measures are
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more readily available for several countries in the
region than information on discrimination, participa-
tion, or access to public services.™

Income poverty

Trends in overall poverty and child poverty can be
examined in terms of what governments in the region
stipulate is a minimum acceptable standard of living
or national subsistence minimum.This is the amount
of money necessary for an individual or family to pur-
chase a minimum basket of goods and services (food,
clothing, shelter, health care, etc.). For example, in
Kazakhstan the subsistence minimum is based on the
cost of specific quantities of food (including sugar,
tea, oils, meat and fish), with non-food items making
up 30 per cent of the total basket.™

Table 1.1 reports subsistence minima in several
countries in the region. Countries are ordered in
terms of income per person, measured as per capita
GDP. Among higher-income countries, in Slovenia,
the subsistence minimum is equal to 12 per cent of
income per person, whereas in Hungary it is worth
more at 23 per cent. In Latvia per capita national
income is little more than half the amount reported
for the Czech Republic, but its subsistence minimum
as a percentage of per capita GDP is three times
higher. Among the poorer countries in the region
the value of the subsistence minimum, as a percent-
age of GDP, is considerably greater than in the high-
er income countries. In Georgia and Tajikistan, it is
60 per cent or more of per capita GDP. Differences
are also apparent among the poorer countries. In
terms of GDP, Belarus and Kazakhstan are about
equal, but the subsistence minimum in Belarus is
almost double that in Kazakhstan.

Table 1.1 also reports overall and child poverty rates
based on the subsistence minima for countries
where recent data are available. Direct comparisons
of percentages among countries cannot be made
due to the differences in national subsistence mini-
ma, but the data do provide a useful indication of
the extent of poverty within each country according
to its own national standards.® In all 9 countries for
which the MONEE project has information child
poverty rates are higher than overall poverty rates,
highlighting the increased risk of poverty faced by
children in all countries.” In these 9 countries alone,
an estimated 14 out of 44 million children are poor
according to national criteria.

The definition of what constitutes a minimum accept-
able standard of living differs greatly between higher
and lower-income countries and to some extent
depends on the average national standard of living.
One factor accounting for this variation between and
among high-income and low-income countries may
be that in some countries the state provides some
services (for example, health care, or water and sani-
tation) free at the point of use, while in other coun-
tries, families pay for the same services. Families in
these countries will need higher incomes to pay for



Figure 1.4 Proportion of the overall population and children living in poverty (per cent below national

subsistence minima)
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Republic to 2010” (www.worldbank.org, 30 June 2004).

Note: National subsistence minima differ across countries (see Table 1.1). Since 2000, the method for calculating the subsistence mini-
mum has been changed in Russia. Georgia has an official and a revised subsistence minimum. In these figures, the revised minimum
is used as the poverty threshold. Poverty is measured among children aged 0-14, except in Russia and Belarus, where the age is 0-15.

such services, and this may be reflected in a higher
level of the subsistence minimum.

While subsistence minima are defined with advice
from nutritionists, economists and other experts, they
also reflect a value judgement by policy-makers on
what a minimally acceptable standard of living
should be, and their validity is often justifiably ques-
tioned. This is clear from current debate in several
countries in the region. A recent report on poverty in
Kazakhstan argues that many basic needs, particularly
housing, cannot be met with a subsistence minimum
level income.? A study of poverty in Georgia reveals
that the national subsistence minimum does not take
account of marked seasonal variations in food prices,
so that many people living at or above this level of
income may still be inadequately nourished.?

There are differences in the treatment of children
across countries in terms of their relative consumption
needs. In Russia, it is assumed that a child has almost
the same consumption needs as a working age adult,
that is, the subsistence minimum for a family consist-
ing of a single adult and a child is 1.9 times that of a
single adult living alone. In Hungary, on the other
hand, the subsistence minimum for the same family is
1.65 times that for a single adult living alone.*

The subsistence minimum is often referred to as an
absolute poverty line because it is the amount
deemed necessary to purchase a minimum basket of
goods. This poverty line does not usually change in
real terms as average real income in a country
changes (although, as noted, it may be initially set
with reference to average living standards). An alter-

native way to measure poverty is to define ‘poor
people’ as those living in households with an income
or expenditure significantly below the national aver-
age. For example, the EU has adopted a poverty line
that is equivalent to 60 per cent of median income or
expenditure in each country. The rationale underlying
this definition of relative poverty is that people with
an income that falls well below the average are at
risk of being excluded from the advantages and ben-
efits considered normal in society.

Poverty trends

Figure 1.4 reports recent trends in absolute poverty
in several countries, where poverty is defined
according to national subsistence minima.The data
cover the period 1996-2002, and therefore do not
reflect the massive increases in poverty that took
place in all countries in the region in the early years
of the transition. In Belarus and Georgia, overall
poverty rates have declined slightly or remained
steady since the late 1990s. In Armenia the percent-
age of people living below the subsistence level fell,
but remained at above 50 per cent in 2002. In Russia,
at a time when GDP and real wages were rising, the
proportion of people living below the subsistence
minimum decreased from 29 per cent in 2000, to 25
per cent in 2002. Over the same period, the propor-
tion of children living in poverty dropped from 34 to
29 per cent. In Kyrgyzstan, child poverty rates
declined, but still remained high. In Poland, howev-
er, both overall and child poverty rates rose. This
trend may be partly explained by the increase in
overall unemployment, and in the rising number of
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Figure 1.5 Children attending basic education
2000-2002, by poverty status (per cent)
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Source: Falkingham (2003), “Inequality and Poverty in the CIS-
7' paper prepared for the Lucerne Conference of the CIS-7
Initiative, 20-22 January, Table 15 (www.cis7.org, 8 March
2003); Tesliuc, Pop and Panduru (2003) “Poverty in Romania:
Profile and Trends During the Period 1995-2002"7 mimeo, Table
3 (www.worldbank.org, 23 May 2004), Table 3; Bulgaria 2001
LSMS.

Note: The data show school attendance, as distinct from enrol-
ment (students who are enrolled may not always attend).
Moreover, they reflect survey results. For these reasons, they
cannot be compared with the enrolments indicated in
Statistical Annex, Table 7.2, which are drawn from administra-
tive sources. Data for Romania refer to 8-14 year olds in 2002
and are based on an absolute consumption poverty line at 1.5
million Lei per person per month. About 29 per cent of
Romanians were estimated to be below this line in 2002. Those
for Uzbekistan refer to 7-15 year olds in 2000/01, and those for
Bulgaria to 6-15 year olds in 2001. In both countries, ‘poor’ is
defined as the poorest 20 per cent of the income distribution,
and ‘non-poor’ refers to the top 20 per cent of the income dis-
tribution. For a comparison, attendance among children living
in households in the second poorest 20 per cent of the income
distribution are 93 per cent and 77 per cent in Bulgaria and
Uzbekistan respectively.

workless households with children in Poland shown
in Figure 1.3 (see also Statistical Annex, Table 10.8).

Relative measures of poverty show that in some
countries in the region, the benefits of economic
growth are unevenly spread. In Hungary the propor-
tion of people (and children) living in families with
an income below the relative poverty threshold (60
per cent of median income) has hardly changed
since the mid-1990s. In Estonia, the percentage of
people living in relative poverty has only declined
slightly (from 20 to 18 per cent between 1996 and
2002). In Moldova, absolute poverty has declined
since the turn of the millennium, whereas relative
poverty has remained stable.* This trend in relative
poverty is strongly linked to trends in overall
inequality in society. In all 8 new EU member states
in Central Europe and the Baltic states, inequality in
the distribution of household income increased
between 1999 and 2002. Inequality also increased in
most other countries for which information is avail-
able (see Statistical Annex, Table 10.12).

It is difficult to specify the precise nature of the rela-
tionship between the drop in absolute income
poverty in some countries and access to public ser-
vices. However, recent evidence for CEE/CIS coun-
tries indicates that children from poor families are
less likely to attend school than children from non-
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poor families. Figure 1.5 reports the differences in
basic school attendance for 3 countries at the turn
of the millennium.

1.3 Differences between children

Not every child in a country runs an equal risk of
becoming poor. This section examines some of the
factors associated with higher poverty risks, such as
the employment status of parents, family size,
where the child lives, and membership of an ethnic
or minority group.

Parents’ employment

As discussed in Section 1.1 and in the article on
Economic Integration and Children in this Social
Monitor, employment is a key determinant of pover-
ty. As far as income poverty among children is con-
cerned, it is usually parents’ employment status,
together with the wages they receive, that matter
most. Research in high-income countries indicates
that child poverty is significantly reduced by moth-
ers’ as well as fathers’ employment so that the
lower the number of ‘work-poor’ families (that is,
families where no-one is employed), the less fami-
lies are at risk of poverty.?

Figure 1.6 shows that this is also the case in sever-
al countries in the region. In Estonia, 6 per cent of
children living in two-parent families where both
parents work are in poverty, compared with 12 per
cent where only the father works, and 78 per cent
where neither parent works. In Georgia and
Moldova, the relationship between parents’
employment status and children’s poverty is less
clear.This is because some people who are formal-
ly employed do not regularly receive wages, and
many are engaged in subsistence agricultural work.
In Tajikistan research indicates that the important
factor that reduces a family’s risk of income pover-
ty is not so much employment, as the regular
receipt of a wage or salary.” In these countries,
poverty reduction may depend more on the cre-
ation of employment that pays better wages, the
reduction of wage arrears, and the raising of agri-
cultural incomes than on the distribution of
employment per se.

In market economies where jobs are seldom guar-
anteed, the employment of both mothers and
fathers (at decent wage levels) carries a number of
advantages.” It boosts family income, and simulta-
neously reduces the probability that the family will
become ‘work-poor’. In many countries, however,
employment policy for working mothers is a contro-
versial social and policy issue. Maternity rights,
parental leave, support for mothers with new-born
children, and provision of childcare for pre-school
children vary greatly across the region.
Comprehensive maternity leave provisions allow
mothers greater choice in the decision to leave the



Figure 1.6 Child poverty by parents’ employment status, 2001 (per cent)
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Note: Data give the percentage of children aged 0-14 (0-18 in Lithuania) living with both parents where the family income falls below
the national poverty line. Data for Lithuania and Moldova refer to 2002. There are no data on poverty rates among children living with
both parents where only the mother works for Poland or Georgia. Data for Estonia, Lithuania, Moldova and Romania are based on a

relative poverty measure, while data for Poland and Georgia are based, respectively on the national subsistence minimum and the

revised national subsistence minimum.

formal labour market, or to remain in employment
after the birth of a child.

Childcare for pre-school age children is also impor-
tant. In most countries in the region, the proportion
of children attending pre-school has increased since
the late 1990s (see Statistical Annex, Table 7.1). In
some countries, however, the quality and cost of
locally available childcare may deter parents from
using it. Generally, families living in rural areas
have less access to childcare than those living in
cities. In Tajikistan the number of childcare facilities
for pre-school children has decreased since the
early 1990s, as has the rate of children enrolled in
these facilities. In 2002 the enrolment rate was 16
per cent in urban areas, but only 1 per cent in rural
areas.”

Family size

In most families the birth of a child is a strain on
household resources. The baby needs to be fed and
cared for, which means that the family must spend
more on food and clothing, in many cases with a
lower level of economic resources. Often a parent,
usually the mother, will stop or reduce the time
spent in paid employment (and the income earned)
in order to care for a child. As more children are
born, more food and clothing must be purchased,
and simultaneously less time is available for remu-
nerative work. Thus, the risk of poverty for children
tends to increase directly with family size.®

8 Economic growth and child poverty

This is clearly the case in all CEE/CIS countries for
which data are available (see Figure 1.7). In Bulgaria,
only 12 per cent of families with one child have an
income below the national subsistence minimum,
compared with 54 per cent of families with three or
more children. In Ukraine, less than 2 in 10 families
without children are living in poverty, compared with
two-thirds of families with three or more children.*

Because of this increased risk of income poverty,
many governments provide cash help in the form of
family or child allowances to families with children.
In the communist era (and even before, in the case
of Hungary), some countries paid family allowances
to almost all families with children.?? In Western
Europe most countries also provide help, some-
times on a universal basis, to families with children,
and sometimes through a selective, means-tested
system which is targeted at low-income families.®
The Hungarian family allowance system is one of
the most generous in the CEE/CIS region, and pay-
ment levels increase proportionately with the num-
ber of children. Estimates suggest that without it,
child poverty in Hungary in the mid-1990s would
have been 50 per cent higher.®

Urban and rural children

In most CEE/CIS countries, people living in rural
areas face a higher risk of poverty than those living
in cities. In some poorer countries such as
Azerbaijan and Tajikistan, however, overall income
poverty rates are either higher in cities than in rural
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Figure 1.7 Poverty by family size, 2001 (per cent)
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Note: Poverty is defined as the subsistence minimum, except for Bulgaria and Lithuania. In Bulgaria the relative poverty line is 60
per cent of equivalent income. In Lithuania the threshold is 50 per cent of average consumption expenditure. Data for Poland and
Ukraine are for 2002. There are no data for families without children for Bulgaria, Lithuania or Armenia. In Bulgaria and Lithuania,
data for ‘3 children’ refer to ‘3 or more children’. In Armenia, data for ‘4 or more children’ refer to ‘4 children’ only.

areas, or there is little difference between them.*
Table 1.2 reports that in Georgia too, overall poverty
rates are slightly higher in urban than in rural areas.
The ability of households in rural areas to grow their
own food contributes substantially to their well-
being. Income from non-cash sources (for example,
food production for family consumption) accounts

Table 1.2 Urban and rural households in Georgia,
2002 (per cent)

Urban Rural

People living below official subsistence minimum 55 49
Income from non-cash sources (e.g., production

of food for household consumption)

as a proportion of total household income n 51
Women who gave birth at home 5 12
Households with only cold water supply 93 70
Households with a telephone 61 7
Households with a refrigerator 87 74
Households with aTV set 94 87
Households with a camera 25 n

Source: State Department for Statistics of Georgia (2002),
“Poverty Monitoring in Georgia: Report for 2000-2001"
Thilisi, State Department for Statistics, p. 39; State
Department for Statistics of Georgia (2004), “Households of
Georgia 2002-2003" Thilisi, State Department for Statistics of
Georgia, Tables 2.4, 2.7, 6.12 and 8.2 (www.statistics.ge, 30
June 2004)

Note: All data are taken from the State Department for
Statistics Poverty Monitoring Project surveys. Georgia has an
official and a revised subsistence minimum. In this table, the
official subsistence minimum has been used. The percentage
of women giving birth at home is a simple average of per-
centages for 2000 and 2001. All other data refer to 2002.
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for a tenth of total income for urban households (the
remainder is in cash), but over half in rural areas.

Other urban-rural differences highlight some of the
limitations of using income or consumption as an
exclusive indicator of poverty. Table 1.2 reveals that
in Georgia, despite similar income poverty rates in
urban and rural areas, women in rural areas are
much more likely to give birth at home than their
urban counterparts. Rural households are also less
likely than urban households to have their own cold
water supply, or to have consumer goods such as a
telephone, a refrigerator or a television set.

Differences are also apparent in other countries. For
example, recent information for Romania indicates
that 84 per cent of people living in rural areas did
not have a bathroom in their homes, compared with
13 per cent living in urban areas.*® Survey data
reveal that in Turkmenistan, the proportion of chil-
dren who died before their fifth birthday was consid-
erably greater in rural than in urban areas, with 100
deaths for every 1,000 live births in rural areas, com-
pared with 73 per 1,000 in urban areas.”” Children in
rural areas face other disadvantages. They may have
further to travel to attend school, and are more likely
to undertake (usually unpaid) work both during and
outside school hours. This is the description of daily
life for one 12-year-old girl in Tajikistan:

“l get up at 5.30 a.m. and go with my mother
to milk the goats. We come back and make
breakfast for the younger children and my
father. | then prepare lunch to take to school.
We used to have a school canteen at school
[where] we could get a hot meal, but now we
usually take some bread and maybe in sum-
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mer a piece of cucumber from the plot. At 7.30
a.m. | leave the house to walk to school, which
is b kilometres away. | used to catch the bus,
but now we cannot afford the fare—and in any
case it often doesn’t come. | get home from
school mid-afternoon and help prepare the
meal or do [the] laundry. After tea | milk the
goats again, clean the kitchen and go to bed. |
want to be an engineer, but I'll probably leave
school soon and help on the farm!"*

Children from ethnic minorities

Most of the countries in the CEE/CIS region only
came into being in the 5-6 years following the col-
lapse of communism when the 8 CEE/CIS countries
split into 27. The article on Migration in this Social
Monitor discusses the impact of this fragmentation of
larger countries into smaller states on the movement
of people in the region. In each of the new countries,
one ethnic group (usually reflected in the name of the
country) is dominant in terms of its relative popula-
tion size. However, the populations of most countries
include people from ethnic minorities, many of whom
have been living there for generations.

Information on the relative well-being of members
of minority groups is often scarce, for several rea-
sons. First, there may be an official unwillingness to
examine the advantages and disadvantages experi-
enced by specific ethnic groups, for reasons of polit-
ical sensitivity. Second, the majority social group
may be unwilling to recognise the extent, or even
the existence, of discrimination against minorities in
the public and private sphere.* Third, members of
minority groups may be unwilling to self-identify for
fear of stigmatization. For example, in the 2001
Slovakian census, only 92,000 people, or 1.7 percent
of the population, identified themselves as Roma,
whereas informal estimates suggest that there are
between 220,000 and 400,000 Roma living in
Slovakia.®

Several Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers have
sought to identify differences in poverty among dif-
ferent ethnic groups. For example, the Serbian and
Montenegran Papers highlight very high poverty
rates among Roma, and Figure 1.8 indicates that
ethnic Macedonians in Macedonia are significantly
better off in terms of formal employment than eth-
nic Albanians, Turks or others. A report of the United
Nations Development Programme argues that
inequality among ethnic groups with respect to
employment, education and other factors, is a
major cause of distrust and insecurity among peo-
ple in Macedonia.”

1.4 Making economic growth
work for children

Government policy, in particular, economic policy,
and the distribution of economic growth, has an
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Figure 1.8 Share of ethnic groups in population and
employment in Macedonia, 2000 (per cent)
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Source: UNDP (2001), “National Human Development Report
2001: Social Exclusion and Insecurity in FYR Macedonia’;
Skopje, UNDP, Table 3.9.

impact on children. Economic growth should benefit
all sectors of society, including children in large
families, children living in rural areas and children
belonging to ethnic minorities.

Employment: This article highlights the role of
employment in boosting family income. From the
child’s perspective, however, increases in overall
employment and earnings are less important than
parents’ employment. One economist has suggested
that child-centred unemployment statistics provide
information, not so much about total unemployment
rates, as about the number of children living in fami-
lies where nobody is in paid employment.” If the
proportion of children living in income poverty is to
be reduced then the share of children living in fami-
lies where nobody is employed or receives a decent
income from employment, will have to fall.

In many countries, labour market reform, aimed at
generating greater flexibility and economic efficien-
cy among workers and enterprises, is a key element
of overall growth-oriented government policy.
Specific labour market reforms, however, may have
important implications for children, and should be
monitored for their impact on child poverty, as well
as their overall efficacy in terms of generating
growth. One recent example is the policy outlined in
the FYR Macedonia Poverty Reduction Strategy
Paper to reduce the real value of the minimum
wage, in order to ensure “more rational allocation
of labor resources’® Policies such as these can pro-
duce both ‘winners’ and ‘losers’, and need to be
evaluated for their social and poverty impact on dif-
ferent groups in society before, during and after pol-
icy implementation.*

Public expenditure, particularly on social services, is
vital for poverty reduction. This analysis shows that
public expenditure on health and education is low
in several countries in the region. Increased access
to services needed by everybody in the population,
such as a safe water supply, primary health care,
and basic education, are necessary if poverty is to
be reduced. In some countries Poverty Reduction
Strategies seek to improve public services specifi-
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Figure 1.9 Family allowance as a proportion of family
income, Romania (per cent)
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Source: MONEE Project Country Analytical Report 2003,
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cally for poor people and marginalized groups. In
Montenegro, for example, the strategy proposes the
marketization of the water supply, but at the same
time stresses the importance of monitoring the
impact of the resulting higher water charges on
poor households, and the need to provide subsidies
to households to offset the increased costs.*

Cash transfers play an important role in supple-
menting family income. At the onset of the transi-
tion, many countries provided almost universal fam-
ily allowance schemes and this is still the case in
some countries. For example, among the CEE/CIS
countries Hungary provides all families with chil-
dren with one of the most generous family
allowances, irrespective of income. In Kazakhstan as
of 2003 a childbirth benefit is paid for all newborn
children for a period of 15 months.* In Romania,
there was a marked increase in the levels of univer-
sal family allowances in the late 1990s, although, as
Figure 1.9 shows, these only account for a small
component of family income. In contrast, family
allowances that were previously available on a uni-
versal basis in some countries are now means-test-
ed.This is the case in Poland, and in Serbia and
Montenegro.”

Targeting transfer payments, including family
allowances (and other services) by means-testing is
frequently proposed as a key policy goal in Poverty
Reduction Strategies in the region. Means-testing
involves a government official assessing the
resources available to a family to determine
whether they are entitled to a particular payment or
service. This can be an effective way to guarantee
that expenditure reaches the poorest families.
However, policies that involve means-testing need
to be closely monitored. Means-testing is expensive
to carry out, and may lead to a potentially inefficient
use of limited public resources. Means-tested ser-
vices may also reduce incentives for families to earn
additional income from paid work, in cases where a
small amount extra earned means the withdrawal of
the service or benefit. Moreover, means-testing is
subject to discriminatory application by local offi-
cials who administer the means-tests. Universal
entitlement, on the other hand, can increase access
to services for poor people, promoting rights and
equity, and reducing disadvantage. Although the
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provision of universal services may be considered
difficult or expensive in countries where tax rev-
enues are uncertain, targeting on the basis of cate-
gories, where (as in Kazakhstan) an allowance is
paid for new-born children, can be effective in
reducing poverty without compromising rights on
the one hand or incentives on the other.*®

1.5 Conclusion

Previous MONEE project reports have shown that
child poverty (measured in terms of income and
other indicators) increased across the region during
the 1990s. This article has shown how child poverty
in some countries has declined since the late 1990s
with renewed economic growth, but that according
to countries’ own national standards the numbers of
children in poverty remain considerable. Moreover,
demographic trends, with expanding child popula-
tions in the poorest countries, and shrinking child
populations in the highest-income countries, point to
a growing proportion of children region-wide who
are at risk of growing up in absolute poverty.

Initiatives such as the Millennium Declaration with
the Millennium Development Goals, and Poverty
Reduction Strategies, have done much to shift the
debate away from economic growth as the sole
focus of development, and towards a more compre-
hensive range of social and human rights issues.
They have also encouraged the development of
alternative measures of poverty and well-being that
assess not only income but a wider range of indica-
tors. Within this broader context, this article has
tried to locate the discussion of child poverty in
CEE/CIS in the context of the denial of children’s
rights, including the right to survive, grow, develop
and exercise choice.

The Poverty Reduction Strategies being implement-
ed in some of the poorest countries in the region
represent an opportunity for coherent policymaking
to ensure the realization of children’s rights, reduce
disparities, promote economic growth, improve pub-
lic services and lower poverty levels. However, poli-
cies implemented as part of Poverty Reduction
Strategies need to be closely evaluated in terms of
their impacts and the way in which the economic
growth that they promote is distributed. The analysis
has also shown that poverty among children persists
in higher-income countries in the region which are
now EU member states. Here too, countries need to
explicitly tackle child poverty by increasing opportu-
nities directly available to poor people beyond the
trickle-down effect of increased economic growth.

Care must be taken to ensure that future analyses
assess the precise impact of particular economic
and social policies, and monitor the progress of
specific groups, such as children in large families, in
rural areas and in ethnic minorities both in individ-
ual countries using national Poverty Reduction
Strategies, and across the region as a whole.
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ECONOMIC INTEGRATION,
LABOUR MARKETS AND CHILDREN

Since the early 1990s the countries of Central and
Eastern Europe and the Commonwealth of
Independent States have radically changed the way
they interact with the rest of the world. In order to
stimulate economic growth they have become
increasingly integrated into the global economy. They
seek to engage more actively in international trade,
to attract international investment, and to exchange
ideas, skills and technologies with other countries.’
At the same time, however, poverty has become
widespread throughout the region. Economic restruc-
turing has resulted in workers losing their jobs, while
public spending programmes designed to offset risk
and provide basic services and some measure of
income security are increasingly under pressure.
Children have suffered greatly as a result.?

While much attention has been paid to economic
integration in terms of international trade and
investment, a less well understood but essential
component of this integration has been neglected.
This concerns the extent to which integration in a
country’s labour market influences not only wider
integration on an international level, but also the
well-being of households and children nationally. An
integrated labour market can respond flexibly to
shocks and opportunities. Indicators of labour mar-
ket integration include a relatively even distribution
of unemployment and employment rates across
regions in a country, indicating a high degree of
mobility of both workers and businesses in taking
advantage of new opportunities.

Previous MONEE project reports have focused on
differences in poverty and inequality between coun-
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tries. This analysis focuses on differences in unem-
ployment rates among regions within countries as
an indicator of integration in labour markets. It high-
lights large differences in unemployment rates
between sub-national regions, suggesting inefficien-
cies in the allocation of labour, and focuses on the
relationship between these differences and out-
comes for children in terms of income, poverty and
infant mortality. In areas of high unemployment,
these outcomes are invariably worse. Government
action to redress these regional market-induced
inequalities is often limited.

The article is divided into five sections. Section 2.1
examines disparities across the region in terms of
trade and investment, and links these to average liv-
ing standards. In Section 2.2, the relationship
between labour markets and integration is explored
through comparison of employment, unemploy-
ment and earnings in sub-national regions of select-
ed countries. Section 2.3 focuses on how these
regional differences translate into outcomes for chil-
dren. Section 2.4 looks at the role of policy in reduc-
ing differences in outcomes for children that result
from differences in labour market dynamism, and
Section 2.5 presents conclusions.

2.1 Growth, trade
and investment
in the CEE/CIS countries

This section considers how CEE/CIS countries are
integrating into the world economy. In particular, it
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focuses on the unequal distribution of trade and
investment across the region.

National income, trade and investment

The economic performance of countries in the
region has varied substantially since the late 1980s,
as has the extent of integration into the world econ-

Table 2.1 GDP and trade, 2002

GDP per capita,
USS, current
market exchange rates

Imports plus
exports as
per cent of GDP

Central Europe 5,598 38
Czech Republic 6,742 53
Hungary 6,581 55
Poland 4,924 27
Slovakia 4,403 51
Slovenia 11,026 61
Baltic states 4,023 50
Estonia 4,795 80
Latvia 3,605 40
Lithuania 3,988 45
Bulgaria And Romania 2,062 22
Bulgaria 1,984 26
Romania 2,091 20
Other South Eastern Europe 2,391 23
Albania 1,565 14
Bosnia-Herzegovina 1,376 20
Croatia 5,063 43
FYR Macedonia 1,866 37
Serbia and Montenegro 1,879 13
Western CIS 1,947 14
Belarus 1,437 21
Moldova 381 19
Russia 2,400 12
Ukraine 851 17
Caucasus 750 12
Armenia 789 10
Azerbaijan 743 14
Georgia 736 n
Central Asia 687 12
Kazakhstan 1,688 18
Kyrgyzstan 334 8
Tajikistan 187 17
Turkmenistan 648 14
Uzbekistan 308 1

Source: Bornhorst and Commander (2004), “Integration and
the well-being of children in transition economies’; Innocenti
Working Paper, No. 98, Florence: UNICEF Innocenti Research
Centre.

Note: Imports and exports are measured as a percentage of
GDP measured in $US at Purchasing Power Parities. Sub-
regional averages are weighted by population.
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omy through trade and investment.To give an
impression of countries’ relative economic power,
Table 2.1 presents two indicators for performance
and integration across the region. The data indicate
a substantial variation in GDP per capita at US$ at
market exchange rates.*The highest-income coun-
try, Slovenia, has a GDP per capita that is almost 60
times higher than that of the lowest-income country,
Tajikistan. As the article on Child Poverty in this
Social Monitor shows, differences across countries
in per capita income are partly due to different con-
ditions at the start of the transition, and partly due
to differing performance since the early 1990s.

In some countries, integration into the world econo-
my through the trade of goods and services has
developed rapidly. One commonly used measure of
the extent to which a country trades is the value of
exports plus imports as a percentage of GDP—the
higher the percentage, the more open the economy.
The second column of Table 2.1 indicates that
according to this measure, the Baltic states have the
most open economies in the region with the value
of imports and exports accounting for half of GDP,
on average. The Central European countries are also
fairly open.

All other countries remain more closed. In no CIS
country, for example, are imports and exports equal
in value to more than one fifth of GDP. In some
countries, notably Armenia, Kyrgyzstan and
Uzbekistan, international trade accounts for one
tenth of GDP, or less. While lower levels of openness
might be expected in larger countries such as
Russia and Ukraine (their size means they are likely
to be self-sufficient across a wider range of goods
and services), the smaller countries could potential-
ly benefit from further opening their economies. In a
wider perspective, it is worth noting that the whole
region remains relatively closed compared with
many countries in Western Europe and South East
Asia, where the value of trade can account for up to
three-quarters of GDP*

Figure 2.1 Cumulative foreign direct investment per
capita, 1989-2002 ($US)
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Source: Bornhorst and Commander (2004), op. cit., Table 2.1
Note: Country groups are weighted by population. For mem-
bership of country groups, see Table 2.1.
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Figure 2.1 presents the second indicator of econom-
ic integration—the amount of foreign direct invest-
ment per capita in different sub-regions since 1989.
As with GDP and trade, differences between regions
are large.The new EU member countries of Central
Europe and the Baltic states have received the bulk
of all investment into the region, with the Czech
Republic, Hungary and Poland being by far the
biggest countries of destination. Most of this invest-
ment has come from other EU countries.

In the CIS, the bulk of foreign investment has been
directed towards countries rich in natural resources,
particularly Kazakhstan and Russia. Tajikistan and
Uzbekistan have received as little as $30 per head in
direct investment, compared with over $900 in
Kazakhstan. Therefore, investment remains concen-
trated in a few countries in the region. In many
countries, moreover, this investment has been clus-
tered on the development of natural resources, for
example, oil and gas, or in the case of Kyrgyzstan,
gold.®

What is the relationship between economic integra-
tion (as measured, for example, by trade and for-
eign investment) and children’s well-being? The evi-
dence presented inTable 2.1 and Figure 2.1 sug-
gests that the countries with the highest national
income (and therefore potentially with fewer chil-
dren in material poverty, better public services, and
so on), are those which trade more and attract more
foreign investment. The answer, however, is not
simple. More trade can mean higher income and
greater consumer choice, which can help raise living
standards. However, it also opens up countries to
the ups and downs of international economic
trends, exposing poor families in particular to
greater variability in their living standards from year
to year. Specialization in a particular industry or
product in which a country is internationally com-
petitive can prove to be negative if the country
loses its competitive edge over time. Income
inequality can grow, moreover, as wages in interna-
tionally traded sectors of the economy grow more
rapidly than wages in sectors that cater for the
domestic market.®

The impact of foreign investment, too, is not
straightforward. Investment concentrated on one
sector or region of a country may not benefit the
whole country unless the government implements
policies to redistribute the gains. Investment that
tends to displace domestic industry, while increas-
ing economic efficiency, can also increase unem-
ployment.” The protection of poor families from
income variability, and the redistribution of the
fruits of investment are key issues faced by many
governments in the region as they embark on
“Poverty Reduction Strategies” and other national
plans for economic development.®These plans
mostly promote economic growth through trade lib-
eralization, labour market reform and inwards
investment, and redistribution through job creation
and public expenditure on key services such as edu-
cation and primary health care.
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International labour mobility

The international in-migration of people looking for
work is a third indictor of integration into the global
economy. The movement of people is generally
excluded from international agreements designed to
liberalize trade and investment. However, migration
of people into a country for work is an indicator of its
relative economic health. These migrants bring the
skills, expertise and labour power that may be in
short supply in the host country. The article on
Migration in this Social Monitor shows that the num-
ber of people moving across borders increased great-
ly in the early 1990s, in part because of conflict and
persecution, and because of the redrawing of national
borders. Over the 1990s migration has gradually
taken on a more economic character. Russia is the
most important destination country for migrants in
the region, most of them from other CIS countries.®

Given the disparities in income across the region,
and indeed between all countries in the region and
those in Western Europe, it is not surprising that
some people should want to migrate in order to
improve their living standards and life chances.
Given the differences in average income (represent-
ed by GDP per capita inTable 2.1), however, it could
be argued that with some exceptions, levels of
migration have actually been quite low to date.” A
combination of factors, including immigration con-
trols, the costs of moving, language barriers and
lack of information about job opportunities may in
many cases hinder cross-border mobility.

Nor has high unemployment in many countries in the
region always acted as a motor to greater internation-
al migration. Figure 2.2 summarizes unemployment
rates in the different sub-regions of the CEE/CIS in the
period 1995-2002. Here, and throughout this analysis,
the definition of unemployment is similar to that pro-
posed by the International Labour Organization where
a person is defined as unemployed when they have
been without paid work in a specific period (for exam-
ple, the past week), and are available for, and seek-
ing, work." According to this measure, unemploy-
ment rates have generally not declined since the mid-
1990s, in spite of positive economic growth over this
time (Statistical Annex, Table 10.1).

Armed conflict and associated economic crisis are
the main factors accounting for the very high unem-
ployment rates in the countries of South Eastern
Europe other than Bulgaria and Romania. In CIS
countries on the other hand, lower unemployment
rates may be explained by two factors: slow eco-
nomic reform, meaning that many people are for-
mally employed in state enterprises that pay very
low wages (or do not pay regular wages at all); and
the large numbers of people in some countries
engaged in agriculture, often at a subsistence level.
In Kyrgyzstan, for example, over half of all employ-
ment is in agriculture. This compares with only 7 per
cent in Hungary.” As the article on Child Poverty in
this Social Monitor shows, unemployment, low-
wage employment and employment in subsistence
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Figure 2.2 Unemployment rates, 1995-2002
(per cent of labour force)
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Europe states South-  CIS Asia
Eastern
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Source: Bornhorst and Commander (2004), op. cit., Table 2.1
Note:This figure shows averages of the number of people who
are unemployed according to the definition proposed by the
International Labour Organization (they have not worked in a
recent period, and they are available for and looking for work),
as a percentage of this group plus those who are employed.
See also the Glossary to the Statistical Annex in this Social
Monitor. For membership of country groups, see Table 2.1.

farming among parents are all important causal fac-
tors in income poverty among children. The relation-
ship between regional variations in unemployment
and in outcomes for children is the focus of the
remainder of this article.

2.2 Patterns of regional
unemployment:
comparative experience

This section examines the wide differences in
employment and unemployment rates that have
emerged at sub-national level in CEE/CIS countries.
It then takes a look at the reasons why these differ-
ences exist, and the outcomes for children.

Explaining labour mobility and immobility

High unemployment in most CEE/CIS countries has
been accompanied by large variation in unemploy-
ment rates within them. For example, in Poland, the
unemployment rate for the city of Warsaw remained
at around 4-5 per cent throughout the 1990s. Yet, in
the same period and only a few hours’ drive away
in Olzstyn, a largely rural region, the unemployment
rate was stuck at over 20 per cent. Such disparities
are widely replicated throughout the CEE/CIS. The
persistence of these differences over time points to
barriers to investment, labour mobility and to the
effective functioning of national labour markets.

To put this regional variation in context, advanced
industrialized countries also experience variation in
unemployment rates. Regions in high-income coun-
tries with growing levels of unemployment adapt to
their situation in different ways. In some countries,
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capital and labour tend to be more mobile, while in
others mobility—particularly labour mobility—is
largely absent. A common contrast is drawn between
the US and Western Europe. In Western Europe, aver-
age wages tend to fall in regions that are suffering
increases in unemployment. However, mobility across
regions remains relatively limited: people do not tend
to move from regions of high unemployment to
regions of low unemployment in search of work.

In the US, on the other hand, the response at the
level of a region or state to increasing unemploy-
ment is for average wages to fall, and for people liv-
ing in these regions with rising unemployment and
falling wages to move to other regions in search of
work. This mobility in turn affects the incentives for
the creation of new employment opportunities, so
that net employment growth in a region will depend
on the speed at which people leave, versus the speed
at which new jobs are created. Businesses may move
into a depressed region, attracted by falling wage
costs and a growing pool of unemployed people
from which to select workers. If people move out
more rapidly than businesses move in, unemploy-
ment may still decline, but aggregate employment in
the region will also remain permanently lower.

In summary, labour mobility reduces the extent to
which higher than average unemployment persists
in a region. In countries such as the US, where peo-
ple are highly mobile, unemployment rates in differ-
ent regions tend to return to the national average
more rapidly than in countries in much of Western
Europe, where labour is less mobile. The differences
between the US and Europe can be traced to a vari-
ety of factors. In much of Western Europe, welfare
payments to unemployed people are more gener-
ous than they are in the US. Other factors that often
differentiate Europe from the US include employ-
ment protection, national wage bargaining with less
flexibility for individual employers, the rigidity of
housing markets, and cultural factors such as lan-
guage, strong kinship ties and local customs. These
all tend to reduce incentives for labour mobility to a
greater extent in European countries than in the US.

Governments in many countries across Eastern and
Western Europe have initiated reforms to reduce
barriers in the labour market. This has been done
by allowing individual businesses greater control
over the wages they offer to employees, by reduc-
ing the costs involved in hiring and firing workers,
by reforming welfare to encourage unemployed
people to take up low-paid employment, and some-
times by using incentives for unemployed people
to move from areas of high unemployment to areas
of low unemployment. Labour market reform along
these lines is also a key goal of several Poverty
Reduction Strategies in the region. If these policies
achieve their aim, economic growth may be
enhanced, leaving people—including children—on
average better off.

However, families with children are generally less
mobile than those without. Moving from an area of
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high unemployment to one of low unemployment
entails risk, not only for parents who must find
work, but for the entire family. This involves a
search for housing, schools for the children, quality
childcare, and the sort of social networks, both for
the children themselves and their parents, that often
take years to build. For these reasons many families
with children may find it difficult to migrate from
areas with high unemployment, even if there is a
good chance of higher earnings for the parents else-
where.”®Thus, some parents are unable to capitalize
on economic opportunities in expanding economies
where these opportunities do not exist locally.

Unemployment in CEE/CIS countries

Table 2.2 gives average unemployment rates in 9
countries in the region, with data for years around
1991 and 2001 in 5 countries, and for more recent
years only in 4 more. Data for France and Spain are
included for comparative purposes. In all the coun-
tries for which data are available for a period span-
ning a decade, unemployment increased over the
1990s. It doubled in the Czech Republic and Hungary,
and almost tripled in Bulgaria, Romania and Russia.
It is also worth noting that unemployment doubled
in Poland between 1998 and 2001 (see also, the arti-
cle on Child Poverty in this Social Monitor).

Table 2.2 Regional unemployment, 1990s and 2001

1990s 2001

Average Average
unemployment  Coefficient ~ unemployment  Coefficient

rate (percent)  of variation  rate (percent)  of variation

Albania (4) 9.8 56.0
Bulgaria (28) 74 23.0 19.9 46.9
Czech Republic (14) 4.3 35.1 8.0 44.0
Hungary (20) 4.1 63.2 8.5 60.4
Kazakhstan (16) 10.8 16.4

Latvia (5) 14.5 53.2 13.1 5.4
Poland (44) 9.9 41.6 18.4 29.6
Romania (42) 3.0 445 8.8 33.1
Russia (74) 4.8 20.8 12.5 30.5
France (96) 9.0 24.8 g5 32.1
Spain (52) 16.0 35.4 14.2 414

Sources: Bornhorst and Commander (2004), op. cit., Table 2.1;
World Bank (2003), “Albania: Poverty Assessment’, Report No.
26213-AL, Washington DC: The World Bank.

Notes: For definition of unemployment used, see notes to
Figure 2.1. The coefficient of variation is standard deviation
divided by the mean, multiplied by 100. Numbers in parenthe-
ses after country names denote number of sub-national
regions from which coefficients of variation are calculated.
Data for Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Latvia, Poland and
Romania refer to Eurostat NUTS 3 regions. For Kazakhstan and
Russia, data are reported at the oblast level. In the case of
Albania, the country is divided into four large administrative
regions (Coastal, Central, Mountain and Tirana). 1990s data are
for 1991 in the case of Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary and
Romania, for 1992 in the case of Russia, and for 1998 in the
case of Latvia and Poland. Later data for Russia are for 2000,
and for Albania are for 2002.
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In a few countries, the dispersion in regional unem-
ployment rates increased over the 1990s. This can
be seen from the coefficient of variation reported in
Table 2.2.This is a measure of dispersion or varia-
tion in a distribution (in this case, unemployment
rates in sub-national regions of countries): the high-
er the value, the greater the dispersion in unem-
ployment rates between sub-regions in a country.™
In Bulgaria, the Czech Republic and Russia, coeffi-
cients of variation increased considerably over the
1990s. In Hungary and Romania, on the other hand,
coefficients of variation fell. Nonetheless, at the turn
of the millennium dispersion between sub-national
regions in terms of unemployment rates was gener-
ally high—particularly in Albania, Bulgaria, the
Czech Republic, Hungary and Latvia. In these 5
countries variation between regions in unemploy-
ment rates was higher than in France or Spain.

Furthermore, the ranking of sub-national regions
according to unemployment rates in the CEE/CIS
has remained virtually unchanged throughout the
last decade. Regions that saw a rapid increase in
unemployment at the beginning of transition still
report high unemployment now.”*These high-unem-
ployment regions were often heavily industrialized
with most employment concentrated in one branch
of industry, or they were agricultural before the
transition, and have not subsequently managed to
diversify into other areas of production.™

The distribution of children in sub-national regions
of very high and very low unemployment generally
mirrors that of the overall population. In Poland in
2001, for example, 12 per cent of the overall popula-
tion, and 12 per cent of children lived in areas of
very high unemployment, while 15 per cent of the
population and 12 per cent of children lived in areas
of very low unemployment. Similar distributions are
apparent in Bulgaria and the Czech Republic.” Thus,
while it does not appear to be the case that children
are concentrated in regions of high unemployment,
neither are they under-represented in these regions.

With high unemployment in particular areas has
come long-term unemployment, for example where
people are unemployed for more than a year. In the 8
countries that joined the EU in May 2004, plus
Bulgaria and Romania which are scheduled to join in
2007, over half of all unemployed people were out of
work for more than a year in 2002."®This in turn has
lead to people becoming discouraged by long spells
in unemployment and lack of local job opportunities,
causing them to drop out of the labour force. In
many CEE/CIS countries, local non-participation rates
(that is, the percentage of people of working age in a
region who are neither in paid work nor unem-
ployed), are highly correlated with local unemploy-
ment rates (see the example of Latvia in Figure 2.3).”
In other words, where long-term unemployment
rises, non-participation also tends to rise leading to
progressively fewer people remaining in, or search-
ing for, paid employment. Persistent unemployment
and lack of opportunity discourages people from
searching for jobs. Long-term unemployment is also
associated with poverty and health risks.”

19



Figure 2.3 Unemployment and non-participation
among working aged people in Latvia’s regions,
1999 (per cent)
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Source: MONEE Project database

Notes: For definition of unemployment used, see note to
Figure 2.1. Non-participation represents the number of work-
ing age people who are neither employed nor unemployed,
as a percentage of the total number of working age people
(aged 15-59).

Wages and mobility

Experience from the US, and to a lesser extent
Western European countries, suggests that a num-
ber of adjustment mechanisms come into play fol-
lowing an increase in unemployment in a given
region of a country. For example, average wages will
tend to fall over time in comparison with regions
where unemployment is low. This factor, combined
with a large pool of unemployed people, may attract
business to start up in regions of high unemploy-
ment. The question is whether such adjustment
mechanisms are at work in CEE/CIS countries.

One method of assessing the relationship between
changes in unemployment and wages in different
regions in a country is to calculate the correlation
between the two. The correlation coefficient would
have a value close to -1 if average wages decreased
over time in those regions where unemployment
increased. The correlation would have a value
approaching +1 if this relationship was reversed, so
that regions with growing unemployment rates also
experienced growth in wages, relative to other
regions. A correlation coefficient of 0 would suggest
no association between unemployment rates and
wages. Table 2.3 reports the correlations between
changes in unemployment and wages, and unem-
ployment and employment growth over the 1990s in
6 countries. In the Czech Republic, regions that expe-
rienced greater increases in unemployment also
experienced a marked drop in relative wages. In 4
other countries, the relationship between unemploy-
ment and wage trends is also positive but weaker.
However, Table 2.3 also indicates that, irrespective of
declining wages, there was little sign of businesses
being attracted to create employment in regions of
high unemployment. Indeed, for most countries
there is a negative association between a region’s
unemployment rate and the change in employment.
As such, regions that have experienced relatively
high unemployment over this period have not expe-
rienced corresponding increases in employment.
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Table 2.3 Correlation between unemployment,
changes in wages and employment growth, 1990s
to 2001 (correlation coefficient)

Unemployment and Unemployment and

relative wage change employment growth
Bulgaria (28) -0.42 -0.62
Czech Republic (14) -0.78 -0.61
Hungary (20) -0.30 -0.67
Poland (16) 0.10
Romania (42) -0.37 -0.16
Russia (76) -0.04 -0.22

Source: Bornhorst and Commander (2004), op. cit., Table 2.1
Notes: The table reports correlation of average unemploy-
ment rates with the average of the respective indicator.
Numbers in parentheses after country names denote the
number of sub-national regions for which statistics are calcu-
lated. Calculations refer to various years between 1991 and
2001 for which data are available.

In many cases, too, migration out of areas with high
unemployment has been limited. The article on
Migration in this Social Monitor shows that while
there was a surge in migration in the early 1990s,
and heavy out-migration has persisted from the
poorest areas in Albania, Moldova, and several
countries in the Caucasus and Central Asia, migra-
tion in other CEE/CIS countries, including the new
EU members, has often remained low.

There are several reasons for this relative immobili-
ty. Many countries have a weak migratory tradition.
In some cases, cultural and language barriers exist.
Moreover, lack of resources and lack of clarity about
property rights (which are necessary for renting, or
particularly buying or selling, a home) may discour-
age some potential migrants.?' Information about
employment opportunities is often lacking.
However, even where the information is available,
skills and qualifications among unemployed people
in regions of high unemployment do not always
match employers’ needs. Factors such as these,
which raise the risks associated with migration, are
likely to assume greater importance for people with
dependent children. On the other hand, where
large-scale migration has occurred and a migrant
community already exists, these difficulties may be
diminished. Migrants can relay information about
work and accommodation to their home countries,
and thus provide support for new arrivals. This is
often the case, for example, with people from
Albania migrating to Greece or ltaly, or people from
Georgia orTajikistan migrating to Russia.

To summarize, regions within countries that experi-
enced very high unemployment in the early 1990s
are likely to be still experiencing high unemploy-
ment now. The child population in these regions of
high unemployment is proportional to the adult
population, and is generally neither under- nor over-
represented. In these regions, many people have
dropped out of the labour market altogether. Wages
for those who remain employed have fallen relative
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to national averages. However, there is little evi-
dence that regions with high relative unemploy-
ment—be they in the more dynamic economies of
the new EU member states, or in poorer countries
of the CIS, such as Kazakhstan or Russia—have
been able to attract new jobs or employers.

2.3 Unemployment and children

This section examines outcomes for children in
regions with high unemployment. Even in the high-
income countries, children in these areas are far
worse off in terms of income poverty (perhaps the
most immediate impact of unemployment) and
infant mortality, in comparison with the average.

Income and poverty in regions
of high unemployment

As noted in the article on Child Poverty in this Social
Monitor, a child’s material well-being depends to a
large extent on how their parents fare in the labour
market. In all countries examined, if parents are
unemployed, the chances that their children will
grow up in income poverty are greatly increased.
This may also be true at the regional level within
countries. A recent study of regional inequalities
within Western Europe shows that income, employ-
ment levels and poverty within regions tend to be
well correlated. In the case of Italy, for example,
Sicily is shown to be the region with the highest
unemployment, the highest poverty levels and the
lowest income per capita.?

Available information for some CEE/CIS countries
also suggests a strong relationship between unem-
ployment rates and average disposable income.This
is hardly surprising, given low income among unem-
ployed people themselves, and the tendency, dis-
cussed above, for wages of employed persons to fall
in regions of high unemployment. Among the 15
counties of Estonia, counties with higher unemploy-
ment rates report lower average disposable
income.” Figure 2.4 shows that in Poland, 3 regions
with the highest unemployment rates also have the
greatest proportion of children living in income
poverty, while the 2 regions with the lowest unem-
ployment also have relatively low levels of child
poverty. Data for Kazakhstan also show a strong pos-
itive association between unemployment rates and
overall income poverty rates at the oblast level.*

However, the relationship between unemployment,
income and poverty, while generally strong, is also
complex. One important factor is that in many coun-
tries, large numbers of people engage in subsistence
agriculture. Some regions where many people are
engaged in agricultural work may have low average
income levels and high levels of income poverty, but
also low unemployment, as measured according to
the standard definition. Figure 2.4 shows that
Podlaskie, a predominantly agricultural region in the
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Figure 2.4 Unemployment and child poverty in
Poland’s regions, 1999 (per cent)
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Source: Data provided by A. Szulc, Warsaw School of
Economics, and GUS (Polish Statistical Office)
(www.stat.gov.pl, 24 June 2004).

Notes: For definition of unemployment used, see notes to
Figure 2.1. Child poverty represents the number of children liv-
ing in households with expenditure below 60 per cent of the
median.

East of Poland, had an unemployment rate of 11 per
cent in the late 1990s, and a child poverty rate of 27
per cent. Lubuskie, located next to the German bor-
der and more dependent on employment in industry
and services, had a higher proportion of people
unemployed (15 per cent), and a lower child poverty
rate (19 per cent). In many regions within CEE/CIS
countries where a large proportion of employment is
in agriculture, both income and unemployment, as
generally defined, are likely to be low, and income
poverty is likely to be high.

What occurs if the definition of unemployment is
‘stretched’ to take account of potential underemploy-
ment in subsistence agriculture? Table 2.4 reports
how in Albania, the relationship between poverty and
unemployment rates in different regions can change
where seasonal workers or people working in agri-
culture for less than 15 hours per week are counted
as unemployed. The first column reports standard
unemployment rates, as used throughout this analy-
sis, for 4 regions in Albania. The second column
broadens the definition to include discouraged work-
ers (those who are not employed, and not looking for
work), those who have been laid off (i.e. who may
technically be still employed), and seasonal workers
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Table 2.4 Unemployment according to different
definitions and poverty in regions of Albania, 2002
(per cent)

Definition of unemployment

Standard  Including discouraged, Including agricultural  Poverty
definition  laid off and seasonal ~ workers who work

workers less than 15 hours
per week
Tirana 19.6 25.2 19.6 178
Coastal 8.4 14.5 15.1 20.6
Central 8.9 14.3 21.6 25.6
Mountain 8.6 13.9 19.0 445
Total 9.8 15.4 19.1 25.4

Source: World Bank (2003), “Albania: Poverty Assessment’;
op. cit. (www.worldbank.org, 30 April 2004).

Note:The standard definition of unemployment is that used
by the International Labour Organization. See notes to Figure
2.1.The poverty line is estimated as food consumption
equalling 2,288 calories per person per day, plus 40 per cent
of the amount needed to buy this food to cover non-food
expenditure.

among the unemployed. This adjusted unemploy-
ment rate is higher in all regions. The third column
broadens the definition in a different way to include
agricultural workers who estimate that they spend
less than 15 hours a week in productive work. Here,
the most notable impact is on unemployment rates
in the heavily agricultural Central and Mountain
regions—the regions with also the greatest levels of
income poverty. This indicates the extent to which
low-income farming can ‘disguise’ unemployment
in agricultural areas. Therefore, in such areas, the
problems of poverty and low income are often also
the result of a lack of employment opportunities.

Infant mortality

The relationship between unemployment and health
among adults has been the subject of research in
several advanced industrialized countries. These
studies indicate that unemployment is a stressful
experience often associated with lower self-esteem,
anxiety and ill-health. While the relationship
between unemployment among parents and the
health of their children is less well studied, existing
research in both Eastern and Western countries
finds that key indicators of child health, such as
infant mortality or nutrition, do indeed vary within
countries and among families according to their
socio-economic circumstances.? A study carried out
in the Czech Republic, where average infant mortali-
ty is among the lowest in Europe, reveals nonethe-
less that socio-economic status is a key determinant
of a child’s chances of survival, and a study in
Poland links maternal unemployment directly to
probability of a pre-term birth.?® In Bulgaria, the
Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland, moreover, dif-
ferences in infant mortality rates between the best
and the worst performing regions increased over
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the 1990s.” Are differences such as these associated
with the general economic health of regions within
countries?

Table 2.5 presents data on the level and variation in
infant mortality rates among regions within coun-
tries in 2001. There are considerable differences in
average rates between countries. Kazakhstan has
the highest rate, followed by Romania. Differences
among regions within countries are also notable. In
most countries, moreover, there is a strong correla-
tion between regional infant mortality rates and
unemployment. In the Czech Republic, Hungary,
Kazakhstan, Latvia and Romania, correlation coeffi-
cients are all greater than 0.5. Figure 2.5 maps
unemployment and infant mortality rates in the 6
regions of Kazakhstan in the late 1990s and 2001.

Care needs to be taken when interpreting the infor-
mation inTable 2.5 and Figure 2.5.The data do not
suggest that unemployment is a cause of infant
mortality, but that it may lead to two possible out-
comes. First, the disadvantages that parents suffer
in terms of their own exclusion and unemployment
(these may include ill-health or poor nutrition and
lifestyles as a result of low income and psycho-
social stress) feed through to higher infant mortality
rates in regions where unemployment is high. These
disadvantages affect not just families with unem-
ployed people, but also other people living in the
region where earnings, income and living standards

Table 2.5 Infant mortality and unemployment, 2001

Infant mortality (deaths per 1,000 live births)

Country National ~ Minimum ~ Maximum Coefficient ~ Correlation
Average of coefficient
variation  for infant
mortality and
unemployment
rates
Bulgaria (28) 14.4 14 271 26.6 0.49
Czech Republic (14) 4.0 2.2 70 29.0 0.70
Hungary (20) 8.1 4.1 12.9 22.5 0.53
Kazakhstan (6) 54.9 278 772 272 0.56
Latvia (5) 11.0 9.1 13.9 16.5 0.78
Poland (44) 17 4.8 12.0 20.7 0.12
Romania (42) 18.4 1.1 29.5 22.8 0.66
Russia (74) 14.7 8.1 28.0 19.1 0.43

Source: Bornhorst and Commander (2004), op. cit., Table 2.1;
Statistical Annex Table 3.1.

Notes: Numbers in parentheses after country names denote
number of sub-national regions from which data are calculat-
ed. Infant mortality data for Bulgaria refer to 1999, and for
Kazakhstan to the period 1990-1999. All infant mortality data
are from official administrative sources, except those for
Kazakhstan, which come from the 1999 Kazakhstan demo-
graphic and Health Survey. Survey data for Romania for the
period 1995-1999 suggest an infant mortality rate in that
country of 32 per 1,000 live births. See Serbanescu, Morris
and Marin (eds.) (2001), Reproductive Health Survey
Romania, 1999, Atlanta: Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention. Correlation coefficients between infant mortality
and unemployment rates are calculated on the basis of aver-
age unemployment and infant mortality data for various
years between 1991 and 2001.
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Figure 2.5 Unemployment and infant mortality in
Kazakhstan
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Source: UNICEF (2003), Quality of Life for All in Kazakhstan,
Almaty: UNICEF Area Office for the Central Asian Republics
and Kazakhstan; Kazakhstan Demographic and Health Survey
1999.

are generally likely to be lower. Second, regions
with high unemployment may also suffer from
other disadvantages, for example in terms of poorer
quality provision of public health services that
reduce infants’ chances of survival. Indeed, these
two factors may act together to further increase
infant mortality. The role of policy in reducing (or
exacerbating) such regional differences is discussed
in the next section.

2.4 Public provision of benefits
and social programmes

If differences in unemployment and employment
within countries are associated with differences in
critical outcomes for children, what are governments
in the CEE/CIS doing to equalize children’s rights in
all parts of their countries? In several countries, gov-
ernment policy may actually reinforce market out-
comes rather than compensate for differences.

Unemployment benefit and social assistance

One of the main tools used by governments to
redistribute income towards unemployed people
and their families is cash transfers in the shape of
unemployment insurance, social assistance and
family allowances. Payments can be based on con-
tributions (unemployment insurance), numbers of
dependent children (family allowances), or need
(means-tested social assistance).

The aim of unemployment insurance and social
assistance is to provide a basic fallback income
without reducing the incentives for unemployed
people to search for work. Table 2.6 presents some
characteristics of unemployment insurance benefits
in 7 countries. The systems differ greatly in terms of
their generosity and coverage. The average replace-
ment rate—the amount of unemployment benefit a

Social Monitor 2004

person receives on average as a percentage of their
last wage—ranges from 8 per cent in Russia, to 64
per cent in Hungary. Coverage of those who are reg-
istered as unemployed also varies greatly, from a
quarter in Poland, to three-quarters in Hungary.

Table 2.5 also gives government expenditure as a
percentage of GDP on both passive labour market
programmes (usually cash transfers, such as unem-
ployment benefits), and active ones (for example,
training, employment subsidies or other services to
unemployed people). With the exception of Poland,
spending on these programmes is substantially
below the EU average. Although transfers to unem-
ployed people are not on average generous, in some
cases they constitute a disincentive to searching for
work. This has been found among some workers in
parts of Hungary and Poland,® but is not the case in
most countries, particularly in the CIS. Instead, the
low levels of benefits and direct help for unem-
ployed people means that they do little to compen-
sate for regional inequalities within countries.

After unemployment benefits expire (after a period
of 3-24 months, depending on the country and the
circumstances of the worker) people in some coun-
tries can apply for social assistance, which is only
granted after family income is assessed as below a
given threshold. Both coverage and generosity of

Table 2.6 Characteristics of unemployment
insurance systems

Benefit ~ Benefit Coverage  Spending Spending
replacement duration  rate on passive  on active labour
rate (months) (per cent) labour market market
(per cent) (1998) policies policies

(per cent GDP)  (per cent GDP)

Czech Republic 50 6 49 0.31 0.19
Estonia 10 3-6 55 0.08 0.08
Hungary 64 12 74 0.56 0.4
Poland 40 1224 23 171 0.49
Russia 8 12 na na na
Slovakia 60 6-12 28 0.54 0.56
Slovenia 63 3-24 33 0.89 0.83

Europe Union
Averages 60 - - 173 1.16

Source: Riboud, Sanchez-Paramo and Silva-Jauregui (July
2001), “Does Eurosclerosis Matter? Institutional Reform and
Labour Market Performance in Central and Eastern European
Countries in the 1990s’ Washington, DC: The World Bank.
Notes:The benefit replacement rate is the initial level of
unemployment benefits divided by previously earned
income. Benefit duration is maximum duration in months of
unemployment benefit. Coverage refers to the percentage of
registered unemployed people receiving unemployment ben-
efits. The difference between registered unemployment and
unemployment as defined by the International Labour
Organization is explained in the Glossary to the Statistical
Annex. Spending on passive and active labour market poli-
cies as a percentage of GDP is for the years 1997-1999.
Passive labour market spending includes unemployment
insurance benefits. Active labour market spending includes,
job assistance, training, public works, wage subsidies and
other items.
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social assistance is often very limited. In Russia for
example, there is no uniform safety net scheme
across the country. By contrast, in Hungary around
one third of unemployed people were in receipt of
either unemployment insurance or social assistance
in 2000.” In Kazakhstan, recent survey data show that
over 6 in 10 poor people do not apply for social assis-
tance because they assume they will not receive it.*

The options used to improve the way unemploy-
ment insurance and social assistance programmes
work in the CEE/CIS countries will depend on a
country’s ability to finance, and the trade-off
between providing payments to unemployed peo-
ple, and their dependants, without diminishing their
willingness to work. In some countries, particularly
Russia, there is some degree of latitude to increase
the level of payments to unemployed people and
their families, and equity in payments between
regions. However, experience in Russia over the last
decade suggests that attempts to equalize regional
fiscal resources and programmes, such as for social
assistance, have met with limited success. As a
result the level of benefits offered by different
regions has varied enormously.

One way to deal with this variation in coverage and
generosity of unemployment benefit and social assis-
tance would be to move away from systems of local
finance and decision-making towards more national-
ly mandated and supervised systems. This could, in
principle, help secure greater equity. Hungary offers
one such model where social assistance is adminis-
tered and partly funded locally, but in accordance
with national guidelines and overall financing. There
are also a number of ways to stimulate mobility
among unemployed people. One option is to offer
unemployed people in high-unemployment areas
part of their social security payment as a lump-sum
or as a grant to facilitate movement to regions of low
unemployment. This would be clearly yet more effec-
tive if a national employment service was also able
to help match workers to jobs once they moved.*
However, the question of whether or not such a
scheme would be taken up by unemployed parents
with dependent children to care for, and indeed,
whether such mobility would be appropriate for fami-
lies with children, needs careful consideration.

Child allowances and public services

In most countries, problems of unequal distribution
within regions of countries exist with family
allowances and other public services. In Bosnia-
Herzegovina, child benefits are decentralized (as are
other payments), not just to the two major entities
(The Federation of Bosnia-Herzegovina and
Republika Srpska), but within the Federation, to its
10 cantons. In 2000, only 2 out of 10 cantons
(Sarajevo and Bosansko-Podrinjski) paid any child
benefits at all, even though all children were legally
entitled to payment.*® In Russia too, levels of child
benefit have varied between oblasts. Yet moving
towards a nationally funded, universal child benefit
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scheme in Russia aimed at reducing regional dispar-
ities and reaching more eligible households should
not be prohibitively expensive.* Similar universal
schemes already exist in several countries in the
region, including Hungary and Romania (see also
the article on Economic Growth and Child Poverty in
this Social Monitor).

In principle, the provision of public services, for
example, in health care and education, should help
offset regional disparities and offer the same quality
of service across all regions within a country. While
meaningful information on the relationship between
local public service provision and outcomes for chil-
dren is not always easy to obtain, available evi-
dence suggests that this ideal is seldom achieved. In
Kazakhstan, infant mortality is higher in regions
where the share of households without a water sup-
ply is greater. In the Czech Republic, regions with
the highest infant mortality rates are also those with
the lowest concentrations of hospital doctors. Data
for Romania indicate the existence of a similar neg-
ative correlation between the number of hospital
beds per region and infant mortality rates.* Figure
2.6 shows that in Albania, the number of general
practitioners per head of population is lowest where
poverty rates are highest.

2.5 Economic integration,
labour market reform
and children’s rights

The key points of this analysis can be summarized
as follows:

® While integration into the global and European
economy has grown across the region, the new EU
member states of Central Europe and the Baltic
states have made the most progress. In terms of
foreign direct investment and international trade,

Figure 2.6 Distribution of poverty and general prac-
titioners in Albania, 2002

50 mPopulation in poverty (per cent)
m General practitioners per 10,000 population 40 43
37

Source: World Bank (2003), “Albania: Poverty Assessment’; op.
cit. (www.worldbank.org, 30 April 2004), Tables 3.7 and 5.6
Note: For definition of poverty, see Table 2.4.
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some countries in the Caucasus and Central Asia
remain more disconnected from the international
economy. This partly explains the widening gulf in
national income, and resulting average living stan-
dards for families and children, between the new
EU member states and the rest of the region.

@ Along with economic integration, employment
has generally fallen, and unemployment has
increased. Moreover, even though nearly all coun-
tries have enjoyed steady economic growth since
the late 1990s, unemployment levels have general-
ly remained high. The number of people migrating
from countries and regions of high unemployment
has increased, but in many cases remains low.

e Differences between regions within countries in
terms of unemployment rates are wide—this is the
case in the new EU member states, and in some of
the poorer countries. This suggests not only rigidi-
ties in labour markets that may inhibit economic
growth, but differences in outcomes for children in
regions with low and high unemployment rates.

e There are strong correlations between regional
unemployment rates within countries, and region-
al measures of income, poverty and (where data
are available) child poverty.

e In addition, where unemployment rates within
countries are high, infant mortality rates are also
high. This again holds true for both higher- and
lower-income countries in the region.

e Available evidence suggests that public policies
do not compensate for market failures. In regions
where unemployment is highest or average
income the lowest, the standard of public services
is often below the national average.

There are no easy answers as to how governments
should respond to the challenge of improving out-
comes for children in economically deprived regions.
This becomes clear when the problem is seen from
two different perspectives. From the economic per-
spective, it is a problem of labour and housing mar-
ket rigidities, caused by low skill levels among the
workforce, and low levels of mobility. If labour mar-
kets were less rigid, and working-age people more

Notes and references

1. Economic integration is analogous to what many experts
describe as globalization: “... those policy measures aim-
ing at creating a global market for goods, services, foreign
investment, other types of financial flows and so on!”
Cornia, G.A. (2003), “The Impact of Liberalisation and
Globalisation on Within-country Income Inequality’] CESifo
Papers, Vol. 49, No. 4, pp. 581-616.

2. World Bank (2000), “Making Transition Work for Everyone:
Poverty and Inequality in Europe and Central Asia’;
Washington, DC: The World Bank.

3. A $US exchanged at market rates can be used to buy
goods and services on the international market.
Statistical AnnexTable 10.3 reports GDP per capita in $US
at Purchasing Power Parity exchange rates. A dollar
exchanged at Purchasing Power Parity rates takes
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mobile, businesses would move into regions of high
unemployment to take advantage of falling wages
and to soak up the excess labour, while people
would out-migrate to regions of lower unemploy-
ment and greater opportunity. Unemployment levels
would rapidly drop towards the national average,
thus generating economic growth.

From the perspective of people’s, and children’s
well-being, such an economic approach is positive
in some dimensions. To the extent that the flexibility
described above promotes efficiency and economic
growth, this in itself is a positive outcome.
Moreover, many policies to promote flexibility, such
as better dissemination of information about
employment opportunities, a more secure property
market so that people easily move from one region
to another, and the opportunity to convert unem-
ployment benefits or social assistance into lump-
sum grants to finance mobility, can also be positive
for families with children.

There is, however, a limit to the degree of flexibility
that can reasonably be expected from families with
children in terms of relocating from areas of high
unemployment to areas of lower unemployment.
Policy must establish a careful balance between the
market demand for economic flexibility and incen-
tives on the one hand, and the right of parents and
children to freedom from poverty and disadvantage,
on the other. Social policies need to be sufficiently
adaptable to cater to both these prerogatives. An
equitable approach implies that governments
should work towards equalizing public service pro-
vision across all regions, and towards attracting, or
redirecting investment towards the poorest regions,
so that families everywhere benefit from economic
growth. Such an approach is embodied, for exam-
ple, in the EU’s policies “to support development in
less prosperous regions’; where grants are provided
to develop infrastructure, making these regions
more attractive for both private and public invest-
ment.* By promoting inwards investment, and by
ensuring equitable service provision in all regions,
not only are governments promoting the rights of
families and children to the support that they need,
they are also helping nurture a healthier and better
educated population that can contribute to the
nation’s overall and long-term prosperity.

account of local market conditions, and will buy roughly
the same amount of goods and services within different
countries.

4. See EBRD (2003), Transition Report 2003: Integration and
Regional Integration, European Bank for Reconstruction
and Development: London, Chart 4.1, p. 75.

5. In the case of Kyrgyzstan, the Kumtor mine directly
employs only 1,500 people, but accounts for a tenth of
national income. It is worth noting that in many CIS coun-
tries, for example those of the Caucasus and Central Asia,
there are major hurdles to changing the direction of trade
and to greater integration with the rest of the world econo-
my in general. These countries are mostly landlocked,
which raises transportation costs significantly.
Furthermore, political instability in this region has also
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been a barrier to greater growth. For more information,
see EBRD (2003), op. cit.

. For a fuller discussion on trade and poverty, see Cornia

(2003), op. cit.,, and Winters, L.A. (2000), “Trade, Trade
Policy and Poverty: What are the Links?’] mimeo,
Washington, DC: The World Bank (www.worldbank.org).
See Cornia (2003), op. cit.

. Poverty Reduction Strategies are national medium-term

plans for economic development and poverty reduction.
Development of such plans are a pre-condition for obtain-
ing concessional loans and grants from the World Bank
and the International Monetary Fund.Ten countries in the
region have developed, or are in the course of developing
World Bank and IMF sponsored Poverty Reduction
Strategies: Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bosnia-
Herzegovina, FYR Macedonia, Georgia, Kyrgyzstan,
Moldova, Serbia and Montenegro, and Tajikistan. For more
information on Poverty Reduction Strategies, see the
World Bank website at www.worldbank.org.

. Among Western CIS countries—Belarus, Moldova and

Ukraine—migrants may now be increasingly orienting
themselves towards Western Europe instead of Russia.
However, much of this migration is undocumented, and
comprehensive evidence is still scarce. See also the article
on Migration in this Social Monitor.

The exceptions include Albania, Armenia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina, Georgia, Moldova and Tajikistan. It is also
worth noting that there has been considerable migration
of people from the Northern regions of Russia to the
Centre and South. These are discussed in greater depth in
the article on Migration in this Social Monitor.

The International Labour Organization’s definition of unem-
ployment, and how it differs from registered unemploy-
ment, is spelled out more precisely in the glossary to the
Statistical Annex in this Social Monitor.The unemployment
rate is the number of unemployed people as a proportion
of the number of unemployed plus employed people.
Cazes, S. and A. Nesprova (2003), Labour Markets in
Transition: Balancing Flexibility and Security in Central
and Eastern Europe, Geneva: International Labour Office,
Table 3.1.

A study for the UK finds that while people with children
aged up to 6 years are more mobile than the average, those
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not to migrate for economic reasons. See Boheim, R. and M.
Taylor (2002), “Tied Down or Room to Move? Investigating
the Relationships Between Housing Tenure, Employment
Status and Residential Mobility in Britain’; Scottish Journal
of Political Economy, Vol. 49, No. 4, pp. 369-92.

For convenience, the coefficient of variation is used as a
measure of dispersion in this analysis. This coefficient is
equal to the standard deviation divided by the mean of the
distribution. It is a scale invariant relative measure of dis-
persion. A coefficient of variation calculated from a distrib-
ution with a mean of 20 can be reasonably compared with
a coefficient of variation calculated from a distribution
with a mean of 40. This means, however, that where an
indicator has a complement (for example, employment is
the complement to unemployment) the coefficient of varia-
tion on the distribution of the complement may be differ-
ent. Standard deviation, on the other hand, is scale invari-
ant, making comparisons across distributions with differ-
ent means more difficult. However, the standard deviation
for a measure and its complement will always be the
same. See Micklewright, J. and K. Stewart (1999), “Is the
Well-Being of Children Converging in the European
Union?7 The Economic Journal, Vol. 109, F692-F714.

See Bornhorst, F and S. Commander (2003), “Regional
Unemployment and its Persistence in Transition Countries’,
London: EBRD and London Business School, mimeo.
Scarpetta, S. (1995), “Spatial Variations in Unemployment
in Central and Eastern Europe’; in OECD, The Regional
Dimension of Unemployment in Transition Countries, Paris,
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development.
Here sub-national regions of high unemployment are
defined as those where the unemployment rate is greater
than the mean plus one standard deviation. Regions of
low unemployment are those where the unemployment
rate is less than the mean minus one standard deviation
(MONEE project database).
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Within-country correlation coefficients for unemployment
and non-participation rates for recent years in 7 different
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countries are as follows: Bulgaria (2000) 0.59; Czech
Republic (2000) 0.72; Hungary (1999) 0.87; Latvia (1999)
0.72; Poland (2000) 0.47; Romania (2000) -0.04; Russia
(2001) 0.66.Thus, in 6 of the 7 countries (Romania is the
exception), the correlations are positive and strong. See
Bornhorst, F and S. Commander (2004), “Integration and
the Well-being of Children inTransition Economies’
Innocenti Working Paper, No. 98, Florence: UNICEF
Innocenti Research Centre.

See Harris, E. and M. Morrow (2001), “Unemployment is a
Health Hazard: The Health Costs of Unemployment’,
Economic and Labour Relations Review, Vol. 12, No. 1, pp.
18-31; Wadsworth, M., S. Montgomery and M. Bartley
(1999), “The Persisting Effect of Unemployment on Health
and Social Well-being in Men Early in Working Life; Social
Science & Medicine, Vol. 48, No. 10, pp. 1491-1499. For a
discussion on the relationship between economic crisis
(including increased unemployment), health and mortality
in CEE/CIS countries, see also UNICEF (1994), “Crisis in
Mortality, Health and Nutrition’] Regional Monitoring
Report, No. 2, Florence: UNICEF Innocenti Research Centre.
A World Bank report on Poland argues that the lack of a
properly developed housing rental market is a barrier to
labour mobility within the country. An IMF report on
Estonia makes a similar claim, also citing language barriers
in the case of the ethnic Russian minority in that country.
See World Bank (2004), “Growth, Employment and Living
Standards in Pre-Accession Poland’] Report, No. 28233-POL,
Washington, DC: The World Bank (www.worldbank.org, 10
June 2004); International Monetary Fund (2003), “Republic
of Estonia: Selected Issues and Statistical Appendix’; IMF
Country Report No.03/331, Washington, DC:The
International Monetary Fund (www.imf.org, 2 May 2004).
Stewart, K. (2002), “Measuring Well-Being and Exclusion in
Europe’s Regions’] CASEpaper 53, London: Centre for the
Analysis of Social Exclusion, London School of Economics.
The correlation coefficient for county level unemployment
rates and annual disposable income in Estonia ranged
from -0.49 in 1997 to -0.42 in 2003.

The correlation coefficient for oblast level unemployment
rates and percentages of people living below the national
subsistence minimum in Kazakhstan in 2001 is 0.59.

For discussion on the impact of unemployment on a peo-
ple’s health, see Harris and Morrow (2001), op. cit.;
Wadsworth, Montgomery and Bartley (1999), op. cit. The
debate on the relationship between parental unemploy-
ment and child health is less well developed, although
several analyses do find that child health is negatively
affected by parental unemployment. For examples, see
Unger, J., J. Hamilton and S. Sussman (2004), “A family
member’s job loss as a risk factor for smoking among ado-
lescents’] Health Psychology, Vol. 23, No. 3, pp. 308-13;
Harland, P, S. Reijneveld, E. Brugman, S. Verloove-
Vanhorick and F. Verhulst (2002), “Family factors and life
events as risk factors for behavioural and emotional prob-
lems in children’] European Child & Adolescent Psychiatry,
Vol. 11, No. 4, pp. 176-84.

Koupilova, I. (1998), “Increasing Social Variation in Birth
Outcomes in the Czech Republic after 19897 American
Journal of Public Health, Vol. 88, No. 9, pp. 1343-1347;
Hanke, W., M. Saurel-Cubizolles, W. Sobala and J. Kalinka
(2001), “Employment status of pregnant women in Central
Poland and the risk of preterm delivery and small-for-ges-
tational-age infants’] European Journal of Public Health,
Vol. 11, No. 1, pp. 23-28.

In Bulgaria, the infant mortality rate in the region with the
lowest score fell from 9.1 in 1995 to 7.4 in 1999. Over the
same period, the rate in the worst performing region
increased from 24.8 to 27.1. In the Czech Repubilic, the low-
est and highest regional rates were, respectively, 5.7 and
11.5 in 1993, compared with 2.2 and 7.0 in 2001. In Hungary,
the respective scores were 10.1 and 18.7 in 1992, as com-
pared with 4.1 and 12.9 in 2001. In Poland, rates equalled
8.5 and 17.5 (lowest and highest rates) in 1995, compared
with 4.8 and 12.0 in 2001 (MONEE project database).

See Kollo, J. (2001), “The Patterns of Non-employment in
Hungary’s Least Developed Regions’, Budapest, Institute of
Economics, Working Paper. See also, World Bank (2004),
op. cit.

Note that this proportion refers to people who are unem-
ployed according to the definition proposed by the
International Labour Organization. See Nagy, G. (2002),
“The Generosity and Targeting of Unemployment
Benefits’ in Fazekas, K. and J. Koltay (eds.) (2002), The
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Hungarian Labour Market: Review and Analysis 2002,
Budapest: Institute of Economics, Hungarian Employment
Foundation, Table 3.3. See also, the Glossary to the
Statistical Annex in this Social Monitor.

UNDP (2004), Poverty in Kazakhstan: Causes and Cures,
UNDP Kazakhstan (www.undp.kz, 25 May 2004).
Klugman, J., J. Micklewright and G. Redmond (2001),
“Fighting Poverty in the Transition: Social Expenditures
and the Working-Age Poor” Innocenti Working Paper, No.
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Birks Sinclair and Associates (2002),"Reforming the
Systems and Structures of Central and Local Social Policy
Regimes’, Draft Report, Contract No. CNTR 00 1629A,
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Klugman, Micklewright and Redmond (2001), op. cit., esti-
mate that a scheme paying 5 per cent of the national
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34.

35.

median wage to the first child and 10 per cent to subse-
quent children would cost around 0.7 per cent of GDP. If
funded by personal income tax, this would imply a mar-
ginal tax rise of around 8 per cent.

See Bornhorst and Commander (2004), op. cit. It is unlike-
ly that a more even distribution of hospital beds in
Romania is a cause of regional differences in infant mortal-
ity. However, the negative relationship between hospital
bed provision and infant mortality rates in Romania may
perhaps be one indicator of a more generally unequal dis-
tribution of resources between regions. More research is
needed on the spatial allocation of public services in
CEE/CIS countries, and their relationship to outcomes for
populations in general, and for children.

The European Union’s regional policies are explained
more fully on its website at europe.eu.int.
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MIGRATION TRENDS AND
POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Since the beginning of the transition, there has been
a considerable movement of people both within and
from the countries of Central and Eastern Europe and
the Commonwealth of Independent States. In
Albania, a quarter of the population has left the coun-
try since the early 1990s, mostly for destinations in
Greece and ltaly. In Armenia a quarter of the popula-
tion has migrated to Russia and several high-income
countries. In the far North East of Russia some
regions have lost over half of their populations, while
the population of Moscow has grown by 1.5 million.

This article examines migration patterns across the
region since 1989, and develops a framework to
examine its impact on children (aged up to 18), and
young people (aged 15-24)." Three factors in particu-
lar help explain migration patterns in the region since
1989. First, when the Soviet Union, Yugoslavia, and
Czechoslovakia broke up, 8 states became 27.The
armed conflict and persecution that accompanied this
disaggregation forced millions to leave their homes.
Others chose to migrate to the country or region
where their ethnic group was in the majority. Second,
growing economic disparities between countries and
regions provided the impetus for many to migrate
from poorer to higherincome regions and countries.
Third, social and political liberalization meant that for
the first time people had the opportunity to travel
freely within their own country and abroad, and
many took advantage of this new freedom.

Some of this new migration is regular but much of
it is irregular. For many migrants, the lines are
blurred, and frequently changing. For this and other
reasons there is often a lack of data on migration
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trends in the region.There is also little information
on the characteristics of migrants. For example, for
most countries in the region, there are no data on
the numbers of migrants who are children.

Young people sometimes see migration as an
opportunity to earn a better income, to experience a
new culture, and to establish independence from
parents and family. Children, on the other hand,
generally migrate as dependants of parents or
guardians. Migration also impacts on those children
who stay behind, both positively, for example
through remittances from family members that sup-
port children’s living standards, and negatively, for
example through the separation of children from
parents who migrate in search of work. Children
who migrate, and many of those who stay behind
when their parents migrate, may be especially vul-
nerable to trafficking abuse and exploitation.

The article is organized in five sections. Section 3.1
describes the role of migration in the context of the
demographic change taking place in the region.
Section 3.2 examines migration within countries.
Section 3.3 looks at some of the impacts of young
people’s migration. Section 3.4 focuses on policy
challenges for migration in the region and Section
3.5 makes concluding comments and policy recom-
mendations.

3.1 International migration

Since 1989, most CEE/CIS countries have experi-
enced more out-migration than in-migration and a
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few have lost substantial percentages of their popula-
tions. ‘In-migration’, understood as migration into a
country or region, has exceeded ‘out-migration’, under-
stood as any move away from a country or region, in
only three countries. As with migration streams else-
where, those in the CEE/CIS region over the past
decade have included significant numbers of children.

Migration and population change

Traditionally, migration has been defined as a per-
manent change in residence.? International migra-
tion involves moving from one country to another,
while internal migration refers to movements within
the borders of one country. Migration is one of the
two components of a country’s or region’s popula-
tion change over time, the other being natural
increase (which can be positive or negative), that is,
the difference between the number of births and
deaths in a given period.

Figure 3.1 reports the extent of natural increase and
migration in CEE/CIS countries between 1989 and
2002.The blue bars show that in four countries of
Central Asia, plus Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, and
FYR Macedonia, the number of births minus the num-
ber of deaths in this period totalled at least 10 per
cent of the 1989 populations. In all other countries,
natural increase was considerably smaller, and in 10
countries more people died in this period than were
born.The grey bars indicate that in Albania, Armenia,
Georgia and Kazakhstan, out-migration exceeded
generally high positive natural increase, resulting in
populations that were smaller in 2002 than in 1989.

In other countries, including Bulgaria, Estonia, and
Latvia, out-migration together with more deaths
than births also caused a significant population
decline. On the other hand, Belarus, Ukraine and the
5 countries of Central Europe all experienced small
population losses or gains (1 per cent or less) from
migration. Belarus, Hungary and Russia are the only
countries where the number of in-migrants exceed-
ed the number of out-migrants over the first decade
of the transition. The 2.5 per cent gain in population
from migration in Russia represents a net move-
ment into the country of 3.7 million people, making
it by far the most important destination country for
in-migrants in the region.

The summary statistics in Figure 3.1 conceal a much
more complex picture of population movement and
change. With the emergence of 22 new countries in
the region in the early 1990s, many migration move-
ments went, almost overnight, from being internal
to international.’ However, in many CEE/CIS coun-
tries a lack of experience in the administration and
quantification of migration means that these statis-
tics do not capture all movements. The migration
measurement systems that existed under commu-
nism, based on resident permits and with little inter-
national migration to account for, have been slow to
adapt to and measure new migration flows.
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Migration movements, moreover, have become
much more complex. Dichotomies between tourism
and migration, forced and voluntary migration, reg-
ular and irregular migration, permanent and tempo-
rary migration, and internal and international migra-
tion, are often blurred, so that the traditional defini-
tion of ‘permanent’ migration is becoming less rele-
vant.* For example, media reports suggest that
between 350,000 and 800,000 people from Tajikistan
(between 6 and 12 per cent of the total population)
may be working temporarily abroad at any given
time, most of them in Russia and most illegally.®

Figure 3.1 Change in net migration and natural
increase, 1989-2002 (per cent)
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Source: MONEE project database
Note: Countries ordered by percentage population change
(numbers in parentheses after the country names). Bosnia-
Herzegovina and Turkmenistan are not included. Net migration
is computed using the ‘residual method’ where natural
increase is subtracted from total population change.The data

are based on permanent, long-term migration and do not
include short-term or temporary movements.
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Similary, large numbers are sometimes estimated
for other countries such as Moldova. Largely undoc-
umented migrations such as these mean that data
on the numbers of children and young people who
migrate are often difficult to obtain. There is also lit-
tle hard information on the more nuanced aspects
of migration in CEE/CIS countries, such as whether
children migrate as part of entire families, how they
assimilate into new communities, and the effect of
remittances on children when one parent migrates.

Migration streams influenced by economic factors
have a well-established age structure. In terms of
economic migration, young people in their early
twenties who are embarking on their own careers
tend to be the most mobile, followed by parents
with children under the age of 6. (Forced migration
movements tend to have more uniform age distrib-
utions.) Figure 3.2 shows that in the case of Russia,
the number of young people under the age of 20 as
a proportion of all in-migrants declined from almost
28 per cent in 1995 to a little over 22 per cent in
2002, and children under the age of 6 declined from
almost 7 per cent in 1997 to almost 5 per cent in
2002.This drop in the number of children and young
persons among in-migrants is probably due to the
decline in fertility in the other CIS and Baltic coun-
tries where the bulk of migrants to Russia originate
(see Statistical Annex, Table 2.9).

Explaining migration in the CEE/CIS

Although migration is not a new phenomenon in
the region, under communism voluntary individual
or family migration was not encouraged. People in
the Soviet Union were required to obtain a resident
permit or propiska in order to move within the
country’s borders and international migration was
severely restricted.

Figure 3.2 Share of young people in in-migration to
Russia by age, 1995-2002 (per cent)
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Migration of the Population of the Russian Federation
(Chislennost' i migratsiya naseleniya Rossiyskoy Federatsii v
20—godu), Moscow: Goskomstat Rossii.

Note: No data are available for children aged under 6 for 1995
and 1996.
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Figure 3.3 Net migration by country for Russia,
1989-2002 (absolute numbers, in thousands)
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Sources: Goskomstat Rossii (2002), Demographic Yearbook of
Russia: Statistical Handbook (Demograficheskiy yezhegodnik
Rossii: Statisticheskiy sbornik), Moscow: Goskomstat Rossii,
pp. 336-39, and Goskomstat Rossii (2002), Number and
Migration of the Population of the Russian Federation in 2002:
Statistical Bulletin (Chislennost' i migratsiya naseleniya
Rossiyskoy Federatsii v 2002 g.: Statisticheskiy byulleten’),
Moscow: Goskomstat Rossii, pp. 31, 41.

The Soviet Union operated as single migratory space.
People moved within its borders, and very seldom
outside. For the most part, this is still the case.® Figure
3.3 shows that between 1989 and 2002, net in-migra-
tion to Russia of 3.7 million people consisted of net in-
migration of 5 million from the other 11 CIS countries
and the Baltic states (which together made up the
Soviet Union until 1992), and net out-migration of 1.3
million to countries outside the former Soviet Union.

Under communism there was relatively little migra-
tion among the countries of Central and South
Eastern Europe and what international migration
existed tended to be towards Western Europe. This
pattern continued during the transition period. While
most of this migration was economic in character, an
important part, particularly in the 1990s, was the
mass movement of people fleeing conflict and perse-
cution in countries of the formerYugoslavia. Figure
3.4 shows that in the period 1992-1994 alone almost
half a million people from Bosnia-Herzegovina and
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Figure 3.4 Asylum applications in industrialized
countries, by country of origin (absolute numbers)
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Source: UNHCR (2003), op. cit., Figure 3.1, Annexes C.6 and C.7
Note: Some people may have made more than one asylum
application in any given year. Industrialized countries: Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Cyprus, Czech Republic,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Republic of Korea, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, UK and US.

Serbia and Montenegro sought asylum in other
European countries. In total, over a million people
fled these two countries as refugees in the 1990s.’

In the mid to late 1990s as ethnic migration receded,
economic factors began to play a more overt role in
influencing overall migration patterns. This took two
forms: a steady level of migration from many CIS
countries to Russia; and migration from Russia and
many Central and South Eastern European countries
to the West. Figure 3.5 shows for selected countries

Figure 3.5 Net international migration rates for
selected CEE/CIS countries, 1989-2002 (in-migrants
minus out-migrants per 1,000 population)
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Source: Statistical Annex, Table 1.7

Note:The information in this figure is based on annual data on
in-migration and out-migration, and may differ in some
instances from total net migration data presented in Figure 3.1
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that migration levels rose after 1990 before falling
again after 2000 to almost the same levels as before
the transition. In some countries, mobility rates have
been kept low by a combination of factors: undevel-
oped housing markets, legal restrictions on in-migra-
tion in high-income countries, information shortages
about jobs and accommodation, and a lack of a
migratory tradition.

Migration and children

The presence and ages of children in the family influ-
ence adults’ migration decisions. Yet questions of how
children are affected by migration are often over-
looked, and little is known about the impact of migra-
tion on children in CEE/CIS countries. Moreover,
migration can shape not only the well-being of those
children who migrate, but also the well-being of some
who do not. In general, the impact of migration on
children and young people in the region has not been
analyzed. The recent emergence of new migration
patterns, insufficiently developed systems for tracking
migration in some of the newly independent states,
and the relatively recent establishment of social sci-
ence surveys on migration, mean that there are sub-
stantial gaps in our knowledge of the impact of
migration on children in these countries.

Children who migrate, usually with their parents, or
who are born to migrant parents, have the potential
to benefit from resources and opportunities that
might not be available to them in their former
places of residence, for example, a higher standard
of living and access to possibly better education
and other public services. This is particularly the
case for children who migrate with their parents
from economically depressed areas to more dynam-
ic regions and countries.

Adjustment, however, can be difficult. New networks
for help, support and friendship have to be found.
Migrants may have to cope with a new language.
Children may struggle at school and may face dis-
crimination or exclusion, both at the official and per-
sonal level. They may be insecure about their cultur-
al identity. Where migrations are forced, conditions
in host countries can be harsh, sometimes initially,
and sometimes for extended periods. Refugee chil-
dren may face an extra set of hurdles insofar as they
may have lost family members, or been traumatized
by war and violence or have no opportunity to
return to their home country.®

Difficulties may be exacerbated where parents’ status
as migrants is uncertain. This makes them more vul-
nerable to exploitation by employers and landlords,
and means that they and their children may be at
greater risk of poverty and destitution, and may be
unable to access a range of public services that are
available to legal migrants and citizens in the host
country.® Because of their dual vulnerability as both
migrants and children, many United Nations resolu-
tions addressing migration call upon states to take
extra efforts to recognize and protect them.”
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Children who remain behind can also be affected by
migration. The separation of parents from children as
a result of parental migration is one such impact. In
many cases, barriers to legal migration may prevent
children migrating with their parents. Sometimes, a
migrating parent may be better able to financially
support his or her family through remittances than
one who stays behind, thus contributing to a range
of positive outcomes. One study of migration of peo-
ple from Mexico to the US shows that the stay-
behind children of migrants are less likely to drop
out of school than the children of non-migrants.”

The well-being of children can also be affected in a
more general way by the out-migration of large
numbers of people of working age. In countries
such as Albania and Moldova, substantial out-
migration over the past decade has had a marked
impact on the age structure and productive capacity
in these countries, exacerbating problems of eco-
nomic development and poverty reduction.The
impact of migration on age structure is examined in
more detail in Section 3.3.

3.2 Within-country migration

Migration within countries, much of it economically
motivated, has increased since the collapse of com-
munism. In some cases major urban centres have

expanded while the population in the rest of the
country has declined. Such population shifts have
significant implications for public service provision
and planning.

Causes of within-country migration

As is the case with international migration, within-
country migration has been prompted both by con-
flict and persecution, and by economic factors.
Major movements of people within countries as a
result of conflict have occurred particularly in
Azerbaijan, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Russia, and Serbia
and Montenegro. In Azerbaijan internally displaced
persons account for about 7 per cent of the total
population. About one third are children, and most
were displaced from their homes during conflict
with Armenia in the early 1990s, and have not been
resettled since. The vast majority of the 330,000
people who fled Chechnya since the mid-1990s,
have moved to other parts of Russia. Experts sug-
gest that half of these are children.”

Economically motivated migration usually involves
people moving from areas of low wages and high
unemployment to regions with greater opportuni-
ties, more employment and higher wages. The liber-
alization of trade, wages and prices, coupled with
reductions in state intervention in the market, has

Figure 3.6 Net migration in the oblasts of Russia, 1989-2002 (per cent 1989 population)
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Sources: Net migration computed using the ‘residual method’ by subtracting natural increase from total population change. Data on
population, births and deaths are from selected issues of Goskomstat Rossii, Demographic Yearbook of the Russian Federation
(Demograficheskiy yezhegodnik Rossiyskoy Federatsii), Moscow: Goskomstat Rossii. 2003 population totals (October 2002 popula-
tion census): Goskomstat Rossii (2003), Preliminary Results of the All-Russian Population Census of 2002 (O predvaritel'nykh itogakh
Vsesrossiyskoy perepisi naseleniya 2002), Table 1. As accessed from Goskomstat Rossii website (www.gks.ru, 25 April 2003).
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resulted in large differences in average wealth and
living standards in different regions within coun-
tries. Some people have sought to improve their
opportunities and living standards by moving to
more dynamic regions. However, as the article on
Economic Integration in this Social Monitor argues,
considering growing geographical disparities in
incomes within countries, levels of within-country
migration have often been quite modest.

In general, internal migration is ‘freer’ than interna-
tional migration.” Figure 3.6 shows that in since the
late 1980s, the most significant migration stream in
Russia has been from the North and East of the
country to the more densely populated South West,
where most of the large metropolitan centres are
located. The figure presents net migration for the
different regions. The dark shaded regions, nearly all
in the West of the country, experienced a net gain
from migration of 5 per cent of their 1989 popula-
tions, or more. The white coloured regions experi-
enced net out-migration over the 1990s equalling at
least 4 per cent of their 1989 populations. Many of
these regions are part of what is referred to as the
‘Far North'’. In the regions of Magadan and
Chukotka, the population declined by over 50 per
cent.The economies of both regions were based pri-
marily on resource extraction, much of which was
unviable under market conditions. Distance from
large population centres, an inhospitable climate,
and withdrawal of transport and other subsidies,
have meant that the cost of living in these regions is
now among the highest in Russia. Moreover, the
extensive migration of people of working age has
resulted in population imbalances that have impact-
ed on average living standards and public services
(see Section 3.3).

Figure 3.7 Share of population living in urban areas
by sub-region, 1989 and 2001 (per cent)
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Source: World Bank (2002), World Development Indicators
(CD-ROM), Washington, DC: The World Bank.

Note: Central Asia refers to Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan; Other South Eastern Europe
refers to Albania, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, FYR
Macedonia, and Serbia and Montenegro; Caucasus refers to
Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia; Central Europe refers to
Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia, Slovenia; Baltic
States refers to Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania; Western CIS
refers to Belarus, Moldova, Russia and Ukraine.
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Urban-rural population change

In many CEE/CIS countries the collapse of commu-
nism resulted in a considerable reallocation of eco-
nomic activity and employment. Population move-
ments followed as major cities became growth nodes
for newly expanding service industries, for example,
retailing, finance and tourism. In some countries,
however, there was also a ‘return to the land’, as tra-
ditional communist-era industries collapsed. For
example, in Kyrgyzstan the number of agricultural
workers as a proportion of all employed persons
increased from one third to a half, while the number
of industrial workers fell from 28 to 12 per cent.™

Figure 3.7 gives the proportion of people living in
urban areas in the 7 sub-regions of the CEE/CIS in
1989 and 2001.” In the Caucasus and Central Asia,
the proportion of the population living in urban
areas declined as a result of more rapid population
growth in the rural areas, coupled in many cases
with growing employment in agriculture. By con-
trast, the proportion living in urban areas in Central
Europe, Bulgaria and Romania and other South
Eastern European countries grew, not least because
of growing employment opportunities in the service
sector in large cities. Most of these countries experi-
enced a drop in employment in both industry and
agriculture. Urban populations declined as a per-
centage of the total in the Baltic states and
remained about the same in countries of the
Western CIS. These countries generally experienced
overall population decline, but also structural shifts
away from industry and agriculture, and towards
services.

Many countries have one city that contains a large
portion of its population and where considerable
economic activity is also located. These ‘primate
cities’ as they are known, are often capital cities,
usually important cultural centres, and often have
the best or the most sophisticated public services,
including education and health care.They are some-
times also where the historical origins of the coun-
try are found.™ Classic examples include London,
Paris, and Moscow. Such large cities are often mag-
nets for migrants from other parts of the country,
and in some cases, from other countries.

Figure 3.8 reports the percentage change in the pop-
ulation of primate cities and the rest of the country
over the 1990s. In percentage terms, the population
of Belgrade in Serbia and Montenegro grew the
most. The city with the largest absolute gain in pop-
ulation was Moscow, which grew by 1.5 million at a
time when the population in the rest of the country
fell by over 3 million. InTajikistan, on the other
hand, the population of Dushanbe actually
decreased while the population in the rest of the
country grew. This was the result of the migration of
ethnic Russians from Dushanbe to Russia in the
1990s, the collapse of industry and food shortages
during the Tajik civil war in the early 1990s, and
higher population growth in the rural areas.
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Figure 3.8 Population change in primate cities in
selected CEE/CIS countries, 1990 and 2000 (per cent)
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and Lithuania—UN Population Division (2002), World
Urbanization Prospects, 2001 Revision, New York: United
Nations. Kyrgyzstan—National Statistical Committee of
Kyrgyzstan (1999), Results of the First National Population
Census of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan 1999, Bishkek: National
Statistical Committee. Russia—Goskomstat Rossii (2003),
Preliminary Results of the 2002 All-Russian Population Census
(O predvaritel’nykh itogakh Vsesrossiyskoy perepisi naseleniya
2002), Table 1 (www.gks.ru, 25 April 2003). Belarus—MinStat
Belarus (2002), Statistical Yearbook 2001, Minsk: MinStat
Belarus. Kazakhstan—Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan for
Statistics (2000), Nationality Composition of the Population of
Kazakhstan, Vol. 1, Almaty: Agency of the Republic of
Kazakhstan for Statistics; Croatia 1991—Central Bureau of
Statistics (1997), 1996 Statistical Yearbook; 2001 data,
www.dzs.hr, 20 February 2004. Armenia 1989—Goskomstat
Armenia (1991), Results of the 1989 All-Union Population
Census for the Armenian SSR (Itogi Vsesoyuznoy perepisi nase-
leniya 1989 goda po Armyanskoy SSR), Yerevan: Goskomstat
Armenia. Armenia 2001—Natsional’naya statisticheskiy sluzhba
Respubliki Armeniya (2003), Socio-economic Situation of the
Republic of Armenia in January-December 2002 (Sotsial’no-eko-
nomicheskoye polozheniye Respublikii Armeniya v yanvarye-
dekabre 2002 g.), Yerevan: Natsional'naya statisticheskiy sluzhba
Respubliki Armeniya. Tajikistan—Goskomstat Tajikistan (2001),
Naseleniye Respubliki Tadzkikistan 2000, pp. 28-32, Dushanbe:
Goskomstat Tajikistan. Romania—National Institute of Statistics
of Romania, General Results of the Population Census, July
2003 (www.insse.ro, 23 February 2004). Latvia and Estonia
1989—EastView Publications (1996), 1989 USSR Census CD-
ROM, Minneapolis: EastView Publications; 2000 data, 2000
Round of Population and Housing Censuses in Estonia, Latvia,
and Lithuania, Vilnius 2003.

Note: Name of primate city is in parenthesis following country
name

Population growth in the Albanian capital of Tirana
illustrates the confluence of internal and internation-
al migration flows. Between 1989 and 2001 out-
migration resulted in a total population decline of 3
per cent in Albania, while internal rural-urban
migration caused the number of people living in
Tirana to increase from 368,000 to 520,000, with
estimates of up to 800,000 if the unregistered popu-
lation and those living on the outskirts of the city
are included.” Many of these rural-urban migrants
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came from the poorer mountainous regions in the
North of Albania. This large in-migration resulted in
shortages of housing and social infrastructure in
Tirana and other urban centres.™

In many countries, rural-urban migrations are one
factor accounting for mismatches between supply
and demand for key public services, including
health and education. In Serbia and Montenegro, for
example, a UNICEF report notes that physical school
space is in short supply in urban areas, and more
plentiful in rural areas.” Some Albanian families liv-
ing in the urban areas surrounding Tirana and other
cities also report difficulty in registering their chil-
dren for school. The attendance rate in pre-schools
is actually lower inTirana than in other urban or
rural areas (although there is little difference in
basic school attendance rates).?

For some children, migration to the cities can result in
extreme forms of exploitation. One recent report
argues that there are significant numbers of child sex
workers in most cities in Central Asia, and that migra-
tion from impoverished rural areas to the cities pro-
vides a constant stream of new recruits. The report
argues that many children from rural backgrounds
who become sex workers in cities may be escaping
violence and abuse in their own homes. Nonetheless,
across Central Asia there are few services available
for vulnerable migrant children to secure their rights
and protect them from exploitation.”

3.3 The impact
of young people’s migration

For the most part, it is the younger and better edu-
cated who migrate. This represents a loss to the
region or country, since such people could use their
education and training to help boost the local econ-
omy. On the other hand, remittances sent ‘home’ by
migrants can be important in supporting families’
living standards in the community of origin.

Young people’s migration in the Russian North and
Albania

Both the northern oblasts of Russia (the ‘Russian
North’) and Albania have the common characteristic
of disproportionate population declines among their
young adult populations due to migration.The
Russian North encompasses 70 per cent of Russian
territory but accounts for only 8 per cent of the coun-
try’s total population.2The North is important for the
Russian economy as it contains the bulk of the coun-
try’s oil, gas, diamonds, timber, and other resources.
However, intensive development in the Soviet period
resulted in the region being much more densely pop-
ulated than comparable northern regions elsewhere,
such as Alaska or the North of Canada.®

Overall, as economic activity in the Russian North
fell, the region’s population declined by over a tenth
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Figure 3.9 Age pyramids for the Russian North, 1989
and 2001 (absolute numbers, in thousands)
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Source: EastView Publications (1996), 1989 USSR Census
CD-ROM, Goskomstat Rossii (2001), Number of People in the
Russian Federation by Sex and Age on January 1, 2001
(Chislennost' naseleniya Rossiyskoy Federatsii po polu i
vozrastu na 1 yanvarya 2001 goda), Moscow.

Note:The Russian North as defined here refers to the following
regions—Karelian Republic, Komi Republic, Arkhangel'sk
Oblast, Nenets Autonomous Okrug, Murmansk Oblast, Khanty-
Mansiy Autonomous Okrug, Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug,
Tuva Republic, Taymyr Autonomous Okrug, Evenki
Autonomous Okrug, Sakha Republic (Yakutia), Chukotka
Autonomous Okrug, Kamchatka Oblast, Koryak Autonomous
Okrug, Magadan Oblast, and Sakhalin Oblast.

between 1989 and 2001, in comparison with a drop
of 1.5 per cent in the overall Russian population.
Figure 3.9 shows that the decline in population
among those aged 25-34 was particularly marked,
with almost 40 per cent fewer in 2001 compared
with 1989.This exodus of people of parenting age
has in turn resulted in a greater than average
decline in the number of children under the age of

Figure 3.10 Age pyramids for Albania, 1989 and 2001
(absolute numbers, in thousands)
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10, and an increase in the elderly as a proportion of
the total population.* Maintaining this still large
population has placed a costly burden on the
Russian government budget. Surveys indicate that
many more people would like to migrate from the
North to Central Russia but lack the financial
resources to do so.”

Nonetheless, in spite of the considerable migration
to date, almost 2 million children under the age of
16, that is, 7 per cent of all children in Russia, contin-
ue to live in these regions.*To address the special
issues of children in these regions, the Russian gov-
ernment has developed a programme called
‘Children of the North’ to ensure adequate education-
al facilities, access to health care, a supply of vita-
mins to counter the lack of sunlight, and measures to
address the needs of indigenous Siberian children.”

In South Eastern Europe, Albania was almost com-
pletely isolated from the rest of the world between
the end of World War Il and 1990, and remains one
of the poorest countries in Europe. Three separate
episodes in the 1990s gave rise to outflows of peo-
ple from the country. The first was in the summer of
1990 when 20,000 people sought asylum in
embassies of Western countries inTirana. The sec-
ond was the period 1991-1993, when 300,000, or 1
in 10 Albanians fled, mostly to Italy and Greece, and
many of them irregularly. Following the collapse of
the pyramid scheme of savings investment in 1997,
there was a third wave of out-migrants. By 2001,
there were an estimated 600,000 Albanians living
abroad, from a 1989 population of 3.2 million.%
Figure 3.10 shows that the population aged 20-29
fell by a quarter between 1989 and 2001, from
600,000 to below 450,000.The population aged
under 10 fell by one fifth partly as a result of a gen-
eral decline in fertility, but also because of the spe-
cific emigration of young people of parenting age.”

Remittances

In the CEE/CIS the Russian North and Albania are
two examples of regions which witnessed marked
outflows of young adults in the 1990s, resulting in
significant age imbalances in the population, with
rapidly shrinking child populations, and growing pro-
portions of elderly people. Other countries experi-
encing similar exoduses included Armenia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina and Georgia. These migrations had both
negative and positive impacts on those who
remained. On the negative side, it is often the most
educated people who migrate. This is seen in the
case of Russia, which gained relatively well-educated
in-migrants from other CIS countries and the Baltic
states during the 1990s, and lost a smaller number of
highly educated out-migrants to Western countries.®
Similarly, although hard evidence is scarce, it can be
assumed that many people leaving countries such as
Albania have a better than average education. One
young migrant with a university degree complained
that /| would like to return to Albania, but nobody
[there] seems to appreciate my education.!”*
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Figure 3.11 Remittances as a share of GDP, 2001
(per cent)
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Notes: Three components of workers remittances in the IMF's
balance of payments statistics are used to construct a broad,
encompassing definition. These are lines 2391—workers' remit-
tances recorded under the heading ‘current transfers’ in the cur-
rent account section, line 2310—compensation of employees of
non resident workers under the ‘income category’ subcategory
of the current account, and line 2431—migrants' transfers under
‘capital transfers’ in the capital account. GDP data are taken
from the World Bank’s World Development Indicators.

On the other hand, if young people who migrate
send back remittances, this can help support living
standards in the ‘home’ country or region. In all
developing countries globally in 2001, migrants’
remittances accounted for 1.3 per cent of GDP* In
some CEE/CIS states, the value of remittances is
considerably greater (see Figure 3.11). In Albania,
Bosnia-Herzegovina, Moldova, and Serbia and
Montenegro, remittances accounted for over a
tenth of GDP in 2001. Survey data indicate that in
Albania, over a quarter of households receive
remittances, mostly from relatives abroad. On aver-
age, a third is spent on food and basic needs, and a
further tenth on medical expenses.® In the case of
Tajikistan, remittance flows are often the result of
short-term, temporary, and seasonal migration
movements, a growing phenomenon in many
countries in the region.

3.4 Policy challenges

There are various measures that governments in
CEE/CIS countries can take to deal with the new
migration realities that they face, in order to
improve the positive aspects for children and young
people and to ameliorate the negative ones. Most
countries need better information on who migrates,
what work they do, and how long they stay away.
Many migrants need better advice about their rights
and opportunities, both before they leave their
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home country, and after they arrive in the host
country. Steps should be taken to ensure that irreg-
ular migrants are not exploited. Given the political
sensitivity surrounding debates about in-migration
in many high-income countries (and in Russia),
these are controversial issues.

Future migration patterns

The future trajectory of migration flows and pat-
terns depends on a wide range of political, social
and economic factors. Recent UN projections indi-
cate that of the 27 CEE/CIS countries, in-migration is
expected to exceed out-migration in only 5 of them
(the Czech Republic, Hungary, Russia, Slovakia and
Slovenia) in the first half of the 21 century. In
Albania and Georgia, on the other hand, both of
which experienced considerable out-migration in
the 1990s, population loss through out-migration is
expected to continue up to 2050.*

Economic performance and population trends are
the main factors that will determine the shape of
both in-migration and out-migration in the 21st cen-
tury. In Russia the median age of the population was
37 in 2000, and the population has been declining
since 1992.*The populations of some of the Central
Asian states, on the other hand, are quite young. In
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan, the median
age is about 20. In these countries, there is therefore
considerable population growth potential.

Figure 3.12 reports that while the population of
Russia is expected to continue shrinking over the
next 50 years, populations in the 8 countries of the
Caucasus and Central Asia will continue to grow
and that by mid-century this combined population
will be almost equal to that of Russia.This, and the
fact that Russia is wealthier, should ensure a contin-
uing stream of migrants northwards from the
Caucasus and Central Asia. Moreover, some survey
data suggest a high degree of willingness among
young people in the latter countries to out-migrate.*
In addition to geographical proximity, these coun-
tries retain linguistic, economic, and other ties with
Russia, thus facilitating migration. To maintain its
current population size of about 145 million over the
first half of the 21 century, Russia would need in-
migration of over half a million people a year and is
now receiving less than 100,000 annually.¥

The populations of most EU member states (both
old and new) are also declining. Given current rates
of population decline, the higher-income Western
European members would need an annual intake of
over 800,000 people annually to maintain their pre-
sent size. Nonetheless, one of the principal concerns
of politicians in Western European EU countries is
that following the accession of 8 countries in
Central Europe and the Baltic states, many people in
these new member states would want to migrate
westwards. Because of these concerns, most of the
15 ‘old’ EU countries have now imposed restrictions
on the access of migrants from new entrants to
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Figure 3.12 Population estimates for Russia and the Caucasus and Central Asia, 1950 to 2050 (in millions)
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their labour markets and welfare systems.*Yet over-
all flows westward may actually be small, partly
because nearly all the new EU members are them-
selves experiencing population decline, and partly
because the accession process should help increase
incomes and opportunities in these countries.®

One survey of migration potential in 11 CEE/CIS
countries asked respondents about both temporary
and permanent migration plans. Figure 3.13 reports
the number of respondents who indicated they were
planning to go abroad for a few years or move
abroad permanently. People in Romania, Croatia, and
Serbia and Montenegro expressed the strongest
desire for both temporary and permanent out-migra-
tion, while people in Bulgaria, on the other hand, had
generally low expectations of future migration.
Differences in responses can be explained by a num-
ber of factors, including traditions of migration, geo-
graphical proximity to destination countries, relative
poverty and optimism about the future.

Allowing greater regular (“legal”) migration

Irregular migration is widespread in Europe and
Central Asia. This is largely the result of highly
restrictive in-migration policies in most Western
European countries and also in Russia.* It is associ-
ated with human rights abuses (including, for exam-
ple, trafficking), the separation of parents from their
children, exploitation in the workplace and denial of
access to public services.” People may take a con-
scious decision to become irregular migrants by
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entering a country illegally, or more subtly, for exam-
ple by not renewing their visas, or by taking up
employment when their visa conditions do not per-
mit it. One report suggests that many young people
from Tajikistan who currently migrate to Russia for
work are subject to police harassment, and have to
pay bribes to cross borders. Some therefore resort to

Figure 3.13 Migration potential in selected CEE/CIS
countries, 1998 (per cent)
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Note: Percentage answering ‘likely’ or ‘very likely’ in response
to the question on whether respondents would like to work
abroad for a few years or go abroad for the rest of their lives.
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illegal channels to evade border controls.*?The
CEE/CIS is also one of the most important regions
of origin in the world for trafficked women.* People
smuggling, and trafficking for sexual exploitation is
now well recognized as a growing problem of
human rights abuse across Europe and Central Asia.

The efficient management of migration and the
replacement of irregular migration with regular
migration can generate considerable benefits for
both sending countries and host countries. It is in
both their interests to ensure that migration is mon-
itored and quantified, that migration procedures are
clear, that legal forms of migration are possible, and
that the rights of all migrants are enforced.
Migration (both within countries and internationally)
is a positive and inevitable part of the process of
international integration.

Children and young people are big stakeholders in
the migration debate. The availability of well-man-
aged legal avenues for migration for adults should
ensure that children also gain from migration choic-
es. Migration policies in host countries should not
force families to be split up. They should ensure that
children have access to public services, such as
health care and education, and they are not discrim-
inated against, either as users of these services or
as members of the community. Moreover, they
should take into account the vulnerability of chil-
dren and young people, and take steps to ensure
that they are not trafficked, mistreated or exploited.

In relaxing quotas on in-migration, host countries
can help meet labour shortages, particularly in low-
skilled sectors. This is true in both Russia and in
Western European countries with ageing popula-
tions and declining labour forces. Concluding labour
agreements with sending countries and granting
work permits would allow a more efficient alloca-
tion of migrants to jobs, reduce exploitation of
migrants by employers, and allow their earnings to
be taxed. In entering into agreements that allow a
degree of in-migration, host countries can also
secure the cooperation of sending countries for effi-
cient registration and monitoring of would-be
migrants. Both Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan are negoti-
ating agreements with Russia to regulate employ-
ment conditions for workers from their countries in
Russia, including better wages, payment of insur-
ance, and improved sanitary conditions.*

The regularization of migration also has numerous
benefits for the countries from which migrants origi-
nate, including more regular flows of people, not
just out of the country, but also back to it, for holi-
days, visits, and permanently. Flows of remittances
from out-migrants can help raise living standards
and alleviate poverty. Legal migrants generally have
better access to the formal banking system, which is
important for the safe transmission of remittances
and allows in-migrants to manage their own finan-
cial resources. Even where migration is undocu-
mented, governments can assist their migrant citi-
zens in managing their finances. For example, the
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Mexican authorities now issue identity cards called
matricula consular to Mexicans migrants living in
the US, legally or illegally. US banks generally rec-
ognize these as proof of identity, allowing migrants
to open accounts, and use the formal banking sys-
tem for remittances and other purposes.*

Making use of the diaspora

The countries of origin of migrants can capitalize on
the existence of national diasporas, as sources of
development finance, ideas, and human capital. They
can encourage migrant citizens to invest, return, and
engage in tourism by simplifying journeys ‘home’,
and by facilitating the repatriation of earnings and
investments.®The large Armenian diaspora provided
considerable humanitarian assistance during the
country’s economic and political crisis in the early
1990s and continues to provide investment.”

Sending countries can set up databases of their
diaspora populations to keep track of them. For
example, the Tajikistan State Migration Service has
set up a system of foreign migration cards in order
to facilitate keeping track on its citizens working
aboard.®Taiwan has actively used its large diaspora
population to boost economic development.® In the
1970s and 1980s, most Taiwanese students who
went abroad to study did not return. More recently,
many have returned with the active encouragement
of the government, which provides information on
opportunities, and sometimes travel subsides and
job placements. CEE/CIS countries with large dias-
poras can also encourage their migrant citizens to
retain strong ties to their home countries. As the
countries develop economically, governments can
make efforts to tap into the rich human capital in
their emigrant populations.

Improving administration

Some countries in the region have poorly devel-
oped migration institutions. Systems for border con-
trol, and to register and quantify the number of
migrants often need reinforcing. Measurement of
migration, both internally and internationally is
often quite poor. While the broad picture on migra-
tion is becoming clearer, much remains to be
learned about who migrates, their dependants, the
regions they move to, their living conditions, and
how long they stay away from their home countries.
Censuses carried out in most countries in the region
between 1999 and 2002 may help fill some of these
gaps. The most recent Tajikistan census asked ques-
tions about those temporarily absent from the
household.®* Information such as this could be used
to address some important questions about child
well-being, such as the number of children left
behind by migrant parents, and some basic infor-
mation about their family and material conditions.

In a global era of inexpensive transportation and
communications some degree of migration is
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inevitable.®" Therefore, the choice on the part of
governments is not between allowing or prevent-
ing migration, but between regularizing or crimi-
nalizing it.** The motto of the International
Organization for Migration is “managing migration
for the benefit of all”*This organization promotes a
number of policy measures to facilitate better man-
aged migration.**These measures include policy-ori-
ented migration research, investment in migration
governance, targeted labour assistance, including
building up the skills of potential international
migrants, targeted assistance in regions of high out-
ward migration, and information dissemination to
migrants at all points of the migration spectrum,
from origin to destination. While provision of infor-
mation is not a guarantee that migrants will not be
exploited, it allows potential migrants to make more
rational choices with a better understanding of their
rights, and the risks that they are likely to
encounter.

The International Organization for Migration also
promotes economic and cultural integration pro-
grammes for in-migrants in destination countries. It
proposes that a strong distinction be drawn between
regular (“legal”) and irregular (“illegal”) migration,
so that legal migration is rewarded, and restrictions
on illegal migration are enforced. This would include
working with private-sector employers so that they
draw their labour from legal sources, and ensuring
that a sufficient pool of legal labour is available to
draw from. People in countries of out-migration also
need to have recourse to legal channels in order to
gain entry to countries of in-migration.

Freedom of movement both within countries and
internationally was recognized in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights over a half century
ago.®The 1994 International Conference on
Population and Development noted the positive
benefits that orderly migration can have on both
origin and destination communities. In 2006, the UN
General Assembly will have a high-level dialogue
on “the multidimensional aspects of international
migration in order to identify appropriate ways and
means to maximize its development benefits and
minimize negative impacts.”* International dialogue
should help develop a global consensus among
both sending and receiving countries about migra-
tion and the rights of migrants.

Facilitating internal migration

Labour migration across regions within CEE/CIS
countries has been limited because of the absence
of a flexible housing and mortgage market, limited
information about jobs and living conditions in
other regions, and links between jobs and non-wage
benefits.*’ This has resulted in many families falling
into ‘mobility traps’ where they become stuck in
regions with high unemployment, low incomes and
declining economies. Both governments and the
private sector can help facilitate mobility by increas-
ing information flows about jobs and opportunities
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in different regions, and by working to create more
flexible housing markets.

In some regions and towns with declining
economies, extra public intervention may be neces-
sary. The Russian North, discussed in Section 3.3, is
one example where the government has borrowed
$80 million from the World Bank to assist with the
voluntary out-migration of unemployed, disabled
and elderly persons, as well as large families, to
more dynamic parts of Russia.®*This is a model that
could be applied elsewhere in the region.

For some people however, migration may not be a
viable option. As mentioned earlier, (and as dis-
cussed in the article on Economic Integration in this
Social Monitor) families with school-going children
often find it difficult to uproot. Therefore, govern-
ments need to ensure that adequate levels of public
services continue to be provided, even in areas of
economic and population decline. It is worth noting
in this regard that one of the positive legacies of the
communist system was a highly literate and educat-
ed population.* This was accomplished in part by
ensuring access to basic education across social
groups and between regions.® With the movement
of people, and devolution of responsibility for
financing education to lower levels of government,
there is the potential for increasing regional dispari-
ties in the availability and quality of education. In
Russia, the federal share of total education expendi-
tures fell from 34 to 15 per cent between 1992 and
1996, while the local share rose from 52 to 68 per
cent.® Previous MONEE project reports have high-
lighted the growing gap in the quality of education
between rural and urban regions in Russia.®

3.5 Conclusion

This article has reviewed major migration trends in
CEE/CIS countries since 1989, and the major reasons
underlying them—the break-up of countries, some-
times accompanied by violent conflict and persecu-
tion, growing economic inequality between coun-
tries and regions, and simply, increased ability to
travel. While there was a surge in migration across
the region in the 1990s, it is now more concentrat-
ed. Most out-migrants originate from a few coun-
tries, such as Albania, Armenia, Georgia and
Tajikistan while Russia and the countries of Western
Europe are the major destinations.

Information on children and migration is scarce, and
more research is needed on how they are affected by
migration in the region. This article shows that they
constitute an important part of migration move-
ments. This is seen in the large numbers of children
who are counted among displaced persons, and in
the fact that about one fifth of all in-migrants to
Russia are under the age of 20. For these reasons
alone, migration in CEE/CIS countries should be seen
through the lens of child-friendly policies. However,
the number of children affected by migration is far
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greater than the number of those who actually
migrate. In some cases, a parent may migrate, leav-
ing children in the care of the other parent. In some
regions and countries, mass migration of working
age people can affect economic development, leav-
ing those who remain behind, including children,
worse off (although remittances can offset this loss).

Governments in both destination and sending coun-
tries can do more to secure children’s rights,
whether the children are migrants themselves, or
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YOUNG PEOPLE AND DRUGS:
INCREASING HEALTH RISKS

For adolescents and young people, seeking indepen-
dence is a natural and important part of growing up.
This implies some degree of risk-taking: making
choices and taking advantage of opportunities that
may lead to uncertain outcomes, perhaps positive or
benign, or perhaps harmful.

For teenagers (aged 13-19) and young people (aged
15-24) growing up in the countries of Central and
Eastern Europe and the Commonwealth of
Independent States in the 1990s and the new millen-
nium, the range of opportunities for making indepen-
dent choices, and the attendant risks, have changed a
great deal as these countries have opened up to the
market, to globalization and to new cultural influ-
ences." In many respects, the range of positive oppor-
tunities has expanded, but in other respects increased
levels of poverty and social exclusion have pushed
young people towards more harmful forms of risk-
taking. One particularly striking indicator of risk-taking
is the increasing use of drugs, understood in the con-
text of this article as the consumption of tobacco,
alcohol and illegal substances such as cannabis,
amphetamines or heroin. Across the region, the con-
sumption of tobacco, alcohol and illegal drugs has
risen. The incidence of drunkenness among teenagers
has increased, and the use of cannabis and opiates
has grown. In several CEE/CIS countries, the percent-
age of people injecting heroin and other opiates is
now greater than in any Western European country.

This behaviour can be seen as a consequence of
some of the more negative impacts of the transition
over the 1990s, including increased poverty and
unemployment, particularly among young people.
Even without the benefit of precise estimates, it is
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clear that many thousands of young people die
across Western and Eastern Europe and Central Asia
as a consequence of drug consumption. Alcohol
consumption is estimated to be a significant factor
in up to a quarter of young men’s deaths in Europe.
For every recorded death, there are likely to be
many more people who suffer long-term effects of
injury, disease or mental illness as a result of their
use of drugs. The age at which people start using
drugs is a key issue. The younger people start using
tobacco, alcohol and illegal drugs, and the more
they consume, the more likely they are to suffer
severe consequences. Costs, moreover, fall not only
on drug users, but also on their families and com-
munities, which often take responsibility for support
and rehabilitation, and which sometimes experience
increased levels of drug-associated crime.

This article is divided into five sections. Section 4.1
discusses overall death rates among young people in
Europe and Central Asia. Section 4.2 examines trends
in consumption of tobacco, alcohol and illegal drugs
among adults in general, and among young people.
Section 4.3 focuses on the consumption of tobacco,
alcohol and illegal drugs as aspects of risk-taking
behaviour and contributors to mortality among young
people. Section 4.4 considers policy responses to this
risk-taking behaviour by young people, and Section
4.5 makes recommendations for future action.

4.1 High death rates

Most young people’s deaths are preventable.
Nonetheless, many thousands die every year in
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Europe and Central Asia. Differences in death rates
between countries are large.

Trends in death rates

Since before the start of the transition, death rates
among teenagers and young people in nearly all
parts of the CEE/CIS have been higher than among
young people in Western European countries. Figure
4.1 shows that death rates are particularly high in the
countries of the Western CIS, Central Asia and the
Baltic states. These countries account for two-thirds
of 15-24 year olds in the CEE/CIS, and death rates for
this age group have remained over double the level
in Western countries since 1989, and markedly higher
than in other countries in the region.

In the early 1990s, the huge increase in deaths
among young people in Caucasus countries, and in
the countries of South Eastern Europe, illustrates the
impact of violent conflict on young people’s lives,
both directly and indirectly, as both regions were
torn apart by war in this period.? Figure 4.1 illus-
trates the considerable drop in youth mortality in
these sub-regions since the mid-1990s. In common
with Central Europe and Bulgaria and Romania,
death rates in these sub-regions are now around, or
even below, the average for Western Europe.

Most young people who die are male. Death rates
among boys and young men aged 15-24 are often 4
times higher than those for girls and young women
in the same age group. On average, there were 207
deaths per 100,000 males aged 15-24 in Estonia each
year in the decade to 1993-2002, compared with 58
deaths per 100,000 females. In other words, 1 in 50
Estonian boys who were aged 15 in 1993 died before
they reached the age of 25, compared with 1in 170
girls. Some countries had even higher male death
rates. In Kazakhstan, 1 in 40 boys died between the
ages of 15 and 25, while in Russia, 1 in 30 died.?

Preventable deaths

The major cause of deaths among young people is
injury due to accidents, poisoning, suicide or vio-
lence.* For example, three-quarters of all deaths
among 15-24 year olds in Belarus and Slovenia in
2001 were due to injuries.®* One way to gauge how
easily such deaths could be prevented is to compare
injury death rates in CEE/CIS countries with those in
Western Europe. The first column inTable 4.1 reports
the actual number of deaths among young people
due to injuries in CEE/CIS countries in 2001, while
the second column gives the hypothetical number
of deaths that would have occurred had death rates
been the same as levels for countries in Western
Europe. The third column gives the difference
between the two. In 2001, nearly 58,000 young peo-
ple died as a result of injury throughout the
CEE/CIS. If injury death rates had been at the same
level as in Western Europe, this would have meant
around 34,000 fewer deaths across the region. In
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most Western European countries, moreover, injury
death rates are viewed as unacceptably high, and it
is generally accepted that more needs to be done to
reduce them.®

Table 4.1 shows that Russia in 2001 had the highest
mortality rate due to injury among countries exam-
ined, with almost 36,000 deaths. Had young people
in Russia experienced the same death rate as those
in Western European countries, only a quarter of
this total would have died. By contrast, 9 countries
reported lower death rates among young people
than the Western average. However, one can expect
death rates due to injury to be lower in CEE/CIS
countries than in Western Europe for the simple rea-
son that far fewer young people in CEE/CIS coun-
tries have access to motor cars. As a consequence,
fewer young people die in road accidents than in
the West, where road deaths account for half of all
deaths among young people. Among CEE/CIS coun-
tries, only the Baltic states have a higher death rate
among young people due to road accidents than the
Western European average.’

Where CEE/CIS countries do have a worse record
than Western countries is for suicide, homicide and
accidental deaths excluding road accidents. Suicide
rates for 15-24 year old men and women are highest
in Russia and Kazakhstan, at more than three times
the Western European average. The homicide rate for
the same age group in Russia—the proportion of
young people who are violently killed by other peo-

Figure 4.1 Trends in mortality among young people,
1989-2001 (per 1,000 population aged 15-24)

180
160
140
120
100

80

60

40
R LA B e R e R R N

Caucasus —~A— Bulgaria and Romania
—— Central Asia —e— Central Europe
—I1— Baltic States —— Western Europe

—a— Other South Eastern Europe —=— Western CIS

Source: MONEE project database, WHO Mortality database
(www.who.dk, 9 May 2004)

Notes: Central Europe refers to Czech Republic, Hungary,
Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia; Baltic states refers to Estonia,
Latvia and Lithuania; Other South Eastern Europe refers to
Albania, Croatia, FYR Macedonia, and Serbia and Montenegro;
Western CIS refers to Belarus, Moldova, Russia, Ukraine;
Caucasus refers to Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia; Central
Asia refers to Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan; Western
Europe includes all 15 countries that were EU members in 1989.
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ple—is higher than in any other country in the

Table 4.1 Annual deaths from injury among 15-24 CEE/CIS and is almost 20 times the Western
year olds, and hypothetical numbers based on EU European average. Homicide rates are also high in
rates, 2001 (absolute numbers) the Baltic states, Kazakhstan, Moldova and Ukraine.
Actual Hypothetical deaths, Difference Deaths amor)g young people by poisoning and other
deaths using EU rate forms of accident are also more common across the
region than in Western countries.® Section 4.3 in this
Czech Republic 643 555 88 article argues that a large part of these deaths can
Hungary 469 536 68 be either direct_ly or indirectly attributed to the use of
Poland 2718 2409 309 both legal and illegal drugs among young people.
Slovakia 321 336 -15
Slovenia 153 105 47 .
Estonia - T 0 4.2 Consumr_)tlon of tobacco,
Latvia 300 126 173 alcohol and illegal drugs
Lithuania 500 186 313
Bulgaria 135 48 17 In many countries of Eastern an(_i Western Eu_rope,
Romania 1268 1309 0 S(_everal forms of drug consumption t_hat can jeopar-
! ! dize health have become almost ‘mainstream’. The
Albania 133 97 36 use of tobacco and alcohol, and some illegal drugs,
Croatia 276 222 54 is extensive, particularly among young people.
FYR Macedonia 85 122 -37
Serbia and )
Montenegro 449 585 136 Smoking
Belarus 1,554 571 977 With the introduction of market reforms in CEE/CIS
Moldova 364 246 18 countries during the 1990s, the marketing of tobac-
Russia 35,828 8,438 27,389 co by large international firms became more wide-
Ukraine 6,297 2,714 3,584 spread. By contrast, during the 1990s, restrictions
Armenia 135 260 25 on the marketing, sale a.nd use of tobacco were
.. gradually strengthened in most Western European
Azerbaijan 311 561 -250 A/l e e dreer
) countries.? While it is difficult to assess how the
Georgia 18 253 134 presence or absence of such restrictions directly
Kazakhstan 3,024 1,004 2,020 influences smoking patterns, the overall trend since
Kyrgyzstan 413 361 52 the early 1990s in Eastern European countries has
Uzbekistan 1803 1882 79 been upwards, while the trend in many Western
countries has been in the opposite direction.®
TOTAL 57773 23,379 34,395
Source: MONEE project database and WHO Mortality Figu.re 4.2 presenjcs the current situation for the pro-
Database (www.who.dk, 9 May 2004) portion of adults in selected European countries
Note: Data for Albania, FYR Macedonia, Serbia and who smoke daily. Smoking rates among men are
Montenegro, and Ukraine refer to 2000 generally higher in CEE/CIS countries than in the

Figure 4.2 Men and women who smoke daily (per cent)
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Source: WHO (2003), "WHO European Country Profiles on Tobacco Control 2003", Copenhagen: World Health Organization Europe
Notes: Data refer to adults aged 15 and over
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West. In Kyrgyzstan and Belarus, over 6 in 10 men
smoke, compared with 4 in 10 in Spain, the Western
country with the highest smoking rate for men. On
the other hand, fewer men smoke in Slovenia and
the Czech Republic than in many Western European
countries. In all countries examined a smaller per-
centage of women than men smoke. In Western
countries the rates of smoking for women exceed
those in many CEE/CIS countries.

In the 1990s, smoking rates among adults increased
in many CEE/CIS countries. In Belarus, the propor-
tion of men who smoke rose by one sixth (from 55
to 64 per cent), and the percentage of women who
smoke more than doubled. Similarly large increases
in women'’s and men’s smoking rates have taken
place in Georgia and Lithuania. In Western coun-
tries, on the other hand, smoking rates for men
have generally declined over the 1990s, while rates
for women have remained stable.”

The prevalence of smoking among adults has an
important impact on, and is a key indicator of, the
behaviour of teenagers and young people. Most
adults who smoke report that they started in their
teens or early twenties.” Children who grow up in
households where an adult or elder sibling smokes
are more likely to take up smoking than their coun-
terparts who live in households where no-one
smokes.” Thus, the extent of adult smoking may
well be indicative of future smoking trends for the
young. Indeed, in most CEE/CIS countries for which
data are available, smoking among teenage boys is
now higher than the Western European average.
Smoking among teenage girls in most CEE/CIS
countries still lags behind the very high levels found
in Western countries, where over a fifth of 15 year
old school-going girls reported smoking in 2001.
However, there are signs in Eastern Europe of con-
vergence towards the higher levels seen in Western
Europe. In Belarus in 2001, 4 in 10 girls in their early
teens reported being regular smokers.™

Alcohol consumption

Alcohol consumption has long been considered an
acceptable and even encouraged form of relaxation,
as accompaniment to food and to socializing in
most of Europe and Central Asia. However, unlike
with tobacco, which is now considered an addictive
and toxic substance by health experts and the gen-
eral public alike, the consumption of moderate
amounts of alcohol is not generally perceived as
harmful, and is often seen as beneficial for health.™
This benign attitude, combined with widespread
consumption of alcohol among adults and strong
marketing of alcohol products targeted at young
people, does little to highlight the risks associated
with alcohol use. In many countries, particularly in
the CEE/CIS, the consumption of alcohol among
teenagers and adults continues to rise.

Table 4.2 reports the proportion of 15 year old
schoolgoers of both sexes in different European
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countries who reported in a 2001/02 survey that
they had been drunk on two or more occasions. Of
the 11 CEE/CIS countries surveyed, boys and girls in
Ukraine reported the highest incidence of being
drunk twice or more, followed by Estonia and
Lithuania. In Western Europe, Denmark was the only
country where a higher percentage of boys reported
being drunk on two or more occasions. On the other
hand, more girls in Denmark, England and Finland
reported being drunk on two or more occasions
than in any CEE/CIS country. By contrast, 15 year
old boys and girls in FYR Macedonia reported the
lowest incidence of being drunk in all European
countries surveyed. In general, teenagers in coun-
tries in Northern Europe, often characterized as ‘wet’
cultures, were more likely to report episodes of

Table 4.2 15 year old school-goers who report hav-
ing being drunk on two or more occasions, 1993
and 2001/02 (per cent)

Boys, Percentage Girls,
2001/02 point change 2001/02
1993 to 2001/02

Percentage
point change
1993 to 2001/02

Ukraine 61 45
Estonia 57 31 42 32
Lithuania 57 30 42 25
Hungary 47 10 26 6
Slovenia 44 34
Latvia 4 6 25 4
Poland 40 6 23
Russia 39 18 29 17
Croatia 38 21
Czech Republic 38 2 29 10
FYR Macedonia 17 6
Denmark 68 1 65 0
England 55 55
Finland 53 1 56 6
Germany 44 10 34 8
Sweden 40 13 38 16
Austria 38 -8 35 5
Belgium 37 6 26 10
Netherlands 35 22
Ireland 33 32
Portugal 26 19
Spain 25 2 26 7
Greece 23 17
Italy 23 17
France 22 -2 15 2

Sources: King, Bente and Tudor-Smith (1996), “The Health of
Youth: A Cross-National Survey’; WHO Regional Publications,
European Series, No. 69, Copenhagen: World Health
Organization Europe; Currie, Roberts, Morgan, Smith,
Settertobulte, Samdal and Rasmussen (2004), “Young People’s
Health in Context. Health Behaviour in School-aged Children
(HBSC) Study: International Report from the 2001/2002
Survey’, Health Policy for Children and Adolescents, No. 4,
Copenhagen: World Health Organization Europe.

Note: Data for Belgium refers to Flemish part only. Percentage
point change 1993-2001/02 represents the per cent figure for
2001/02 minus that for 1993.
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drunkenness compared with teenagers in countries
in Southern Europe.™

Table 4.2 also shows how the proportions who
reported having been drunk have changed for some
countries over the 1990s.There is a clear upward
trend among both boys and girls in CEE/CIS coun-
tries. The proportion of Russian boys who reported
having been drunk increased by 18 percentage points
(from 21 to 39 per cent) between 1993 and 2001/02.
Among Estonian girls, the proportion reporting hav-
ing been drunk was 42 per cent in 2001/02, 32 per-
centage points higher than (or a fourfold increase on)
the 1993 figure. In Western European countries, the
proportion of boys who reported being drunk on two
or more occasions was already higher than in
CEE/CIS countries at the start of the 1990s, and did
not increase to the same extent over the next decade.
Among girls, however, the percentage reporting hav-
ing been drunk on two or more occasions did
increase in several Western European countries. This
suggests a convergence in Northern Europe between
West and East, and between boys and girls, towards
a higher norm of teenage drinking. It is worth noting
that while the information on drunkenness inTable
4.2 refers to 15 year olds, in most European countries
the minimum age at which people can legally pur-
chase alcohol is 18.”

For many years governments across the region
have used legislative and other measures to curb
the use of alcohol, yet consumption in many coun-
tries remains high.” A World Health Organization
study classifies countries in Europe and Central Asia
into three groups according to average alcohol con-
sumption among adults of all ages. Table 4.3 shows
that 9 CEE/CIS countries are classified as having
high average consumption, including FYR
Macedonia, where the proportion of teenagers

Table 4.3 Alcohol consumption in European and
Central Asian countries, 1998 (litres of pure alcohol
per adult per year)

More than 10 litres ~ Czech Republic, Denmark, France,

FYR Macedonia, Germany, Greece, Hungary,
Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, Moldova, Portugal,
Russia, Slovenia, Spain, Ukraine

Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Bulgaria, Estonia,
Finland, Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Poland,
Romania, Slovakia, Switzerland, Sweden,
United Kindgom.

Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkey.

5-10 litres

Less than 5 litres

Source: Rehn, Room and Edwards (2001), Alcohol in the
European Region: Consumption, Harm and Policies,
Copenhagen: World Health Organization Regional Office for
Europe, Table 1 and p. 7 (www.who.dk, 9 May 2004).

Note: Data represent estimates of recorded and unrecorded
consumption (including, for example, home-made liquor).
Estimates of unrecorded consumption are not available for
every country. Data for Kyrgyzstan, Lithuania and Moldova
are for 1993. Data for Azerbaijan, Belarus, FYR Macedonia,
Slovenia, Turkey and Ukraine are for 1997. CEE/CIS countries
are highlighted in bold.
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reporting drunkenness is low. In the middle (with
5-10 litres of consumption per person per year) are
a mixture of Eastern and Western countries, includ-
ing Estonia and the United Kingdom, both of which
report high levels of teenage drinking inTable 4.2.
Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan and Turkey have low levels
of consumption (less than 5 litres of alcohol per
adult per year).”

lllegal drug use

As with other illegal activities, measuring the preva-
lence of illegal drug use in a population can prove
difficult. This is partly because some people who use
illegal drugs are unwilling to admit it (even anony-
mously), and partly because some are marginalized
or detached from their communities, and therefore
hidden. Figure 4.3 gives estimates of the use of dif-
ferent illegal drugs among adults over the age of 15
in Western Europe and CEE/CIS countries in 2000/01.
Across the region, cannabis is the most widely used
illegal drug, with an estimated 35 million users in
2000/01, over two-thirds of them in Western Europe.
This is followed by opiates, used by about 5 million
people, mostly concentrated in the CEE/CIS, with
particularly high user populations in Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Russia, Tajikistan and Ukraine. In
Kyrgyzstan and Russia, 1 in 50 of the adult popula-
tion is estimated to have used opiates in 2000/01, as
is over 1 in 100 inTajikistan.*® About 5 million people
(evenly divided between East and West) used
amphetamines, whereas cocaine and ecstasy were
overwhelmingly consumed in Western Europe.

The estimates presented in Figure 4.3 have been
calculated by the UN Office of Drug Control, and as
with most statistics relating to illegal drug use or

Figure 4.3 lllegal drug use in Western Europe and
CEE/CIS countries, 2000/01 (absolute numbers,
millions of adults aged 15 or over)

m Western Europe
m CEE/CIS

Cannabis

Opiates Amphetamines Cocaine Ecstacy

Source: UNODC (2003), “Global lllicit Drug Trends 2003 Vienna:
UNODC, Sections 1.3 and 2.3 (www.unodc.org, 9 May 2004),
and MONEE project database.

Note: Data refer to people aged over 15 who consumed the
drug in a 12 month period mostly ending in 2001. In the case of
some countries, data refer to an earlier year. Western Europe
includes Turkey as well as all other European countries outside
of the CEE/CIS. Numbers were provided by country experts for
UNODC, and should be seen as ‘guess estimates’ rather than
precise counts. See UNODC (2003), op. cit., pp. 346-67.
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other illegal activities they represent ‘guess esti-
mates’. Data for Albania, Bosnia-Herzegovina and
Serbia and Montenegro are particularly scarce, even
though small-scale studies and treatment statistics
do indicate patterns of expanding illegal drug use in
these countries.”

The major users of illegal drugs tend to be
teenagers and young people. The 35 million adults
over the age of 15 who are estimated to consume
cannabis in Western Europe and CEE/CIS countries
represent about 7 and 3 per cent the adult popula-
tion in the two parts of the continent respectively.?
Survey data suggest that usage rates among
teenagers are considerably higher than this. A
2001/02 survey shows that four-tenths of school-
going children aged 15 in England reported having
tried the drug, as did a quarter or more in the Czech
Republic, Slovenia and Ukraine.” Less than 1 in
1,000 adults in Lithuania and Romania are estimat-
ed to have used opiates during 2000/01. However, a
1999 survey indicates that a considerably higher
proportion of school-going children aged 15 in these
countries reported having used heroin. It is possible
that across the region, use among teenagers not
attending school may be greater than use among
school-going children.?

Why do young people use tobacco,
alcohol and illegal drugs?

In all countries in Europe and Central Asia, large
numbers of young people do not use tobacco, alco-
hol or illegal drugs. Nonetheless, young people
from all social backgrounds come into contact with
legal and illegal drugs, at home, at school, through
friends or at clubs and parties. Some use drugs
because their friends do, or to overcome inhibitions
in social situations, or out of curiosity or boredom.
Some young people see drug use as a lifestyle
choice, one that marketing, for example of tobacco
and alcohol products, tends to reinforce.

However, the social and economic environment with-
in which young people live also plays a key role.
Those who experience instability in their homes or
exclusion from society are more likely to smoke ciga-
rettes, drink alcohol and consume illegal drugs than
young people from stable and economically secure
backgrounds. Research in Western European coun-
tries indicates that the majority of drug users under-
going treatment have completed only basic educa-
tion.” Children and young people in institutional care
or in detention, those who are refugees or displaced,
and those who are being sexually exploited are par-
ticularly likely to use drugs (and in greater quanti-
ties), not least for functional reasons in order to stay
awake for work, to fall asleep, to ease anxiety or to
reduce physical or emotional pain.*

Moreover, in both Western and Eastern European
countries it is reasonable to assume that young
people from disadvantaged backgrounds are more
likely to suffer the severest consequences of drug
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use, in terms of ill-health—including HIV infection,
experience of violence, getting into trouble with the
law, and death. This is a key point highlighted by a
recent study of injecting drug users in CEE/CIS
countries. Better understanding of the more haz-
ardous patterns of drug use may be critical for
appreciating the influence of poverty, income
inequality and poverty on drug use.? In this context,
it is worth emphasizing that in most CEE/CIS coun-
tries there is little systematic information on the
relationship between a young person’s social and
economic status and their probability of suffering
injury, ill-health, or even death as a direct or indirect
consequence of consuming drugs of any type.

4.3 Risks multiplied

How does consumption of tobacco, alcohol and ille-
gal drugs translate into health risks? This section
examines two important aspects of drug use: multi-
ple drug use, and injecting drug use. It also explores
the relationship between drug use and death rates
among young people.

Multiple drug use

The consumption of tobacco, alcohol and illegal
drugs entails risks that can impact on a person’s
health in both the short and long-term. Arguably,
the greater the quantity and variety of drugs taken,
the greater the risk of damage. While there is no
automatic relationship between the consumption of
tobacco and the use of alcohol and illegal drugs,
available information does point towards experi-
mentation with one type of drug, including tobacco,
serving as a gateway for the use of other drugs.? A
Dutch study links tobacco to illegal drug use: 86 per
cent of cannabis users aged 12-16 also smoked cig-
arettes, in comparison with 26 per cent of all 12-16
year olds.” A study carried out among teenagers in
Slovakia indicates that as tolerance for alcohol
increases (this usually occurs with regular con-
sumption of alcohol over time), so does the use of
illegal drugs.® And a survey of drug use among
vocational school students in Lithuania showed that
one tenth had consumed alcohol in combination
with pills (for example, tranquilisers).*

Figure 4.4 presents patterns of lifetime use by
school-going teenagers in 1999 of cannabis, or
cannabis plus at least one other illegal drug (for
example, amphetamines, ecstasy, cocaine, heroin,
or magic mushrooms). The figure shows that in
most countries, the majority who had tried cannabis
had not experimented any other drug. It also shows
that the overwhelming majority of those who had
experienced an illegal drug other than cannabis had
also tried cannabis. Moreover, those who had used
cannabis were more likely to experiment with other
drugs than those who had never used cannabis. In
the Czech Republic, almost one tenth of school-
going respondents reported having tried an illegal
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Figure 4.4 Multiple drug use among school-going
children aged 15, 1999 (per cent)
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Source: Hibell, Andersson, Ahlstrom, Balakireva, Bjarnason,
Kokkevi and Morgan (2000), The 1999 ESPAD Report: Alcohol
and Drug Use Among Students in 30 European Countries,
Stockholm: The Swedish Council for Information on Alcohol
and Other Drugs (CAN), Tables 27¢c, 28c and 31c.

drug other than cannabis; among cannabis users,
this proportion rose to a quarter. In Russia, a third
of cannabis users reported using other illegal drugs.
A similar proportion is reported for Hungary, where
overall illegal drug use among school-going
teenagers is low by European standards.

Injecting drug use

While injecting drug users in most countries com-
prise only a small proportion of all young people,
and even of all illegal drug users, the risks they run,
in terms of their health and their lives, are high. Of
particular concern are fatal overdoses, and the
spread of life-threatening infections including HIV
and hepatitis by sharing infected equipment. While
there are no region-wide estimates of the number of
people who inject drugs (mainly opiates, sometimes
mixed with other drugs), Figure 4.5 shows informa-
tion for some countries. In Western European coun-
tries, the number of people who inject ranges from
about 2 per 1,000 working age adults in Germany, to
about 5 per 1,000 in Denmark. In some Central Asian
countries, the estimated number of injecting drug
users is much higher with 26 per 1,000 working age
adults in Kazakhstan and 24 per 1,000 in Kyrgyzstan
While recent estimates are not available for Russia
or Ukraine, the proportion of adults who inject drugs
is also likely to be large, given the extent of opiate
use in these countries.

Why do people, most of them young, engage in this
high-risk form of behaviour? As noted in the previ-
ous section, the main reasons are likely to be social
and economic, related to poverty, marginalization
and exclusion. More proximate reasons may relate
to price and efficiency:

“Local drug consumption patterns are influ-
enced by easy access to drugs. People are
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switching from alcohol to heroin, which is
cheaper, and heroin users are starting to
switch from smoking or snorting to injection,
because it is a more efficient method of drug
ingestion. The retail price of a single dose of
heroin in Kyrgyz Republic is as low as (US)
$0.50-1"

(World Bank)®*

Subcultural influences also play an important role.
In the 1970s, the production of opiates from poppy
straw and other chemicals developed in Poland, and
in the 1980s this spread to western parts of the then
Soviet Union, including the Baltic republics,
Ukraine, Leningrad (St Petersburg) and Moscow.
With the onset of transition and increased contact
with Western Europe, the use of home-made opi-
ates was gradually replaced by imported drugs,
including heroin and synthetic drugs, in both
Poland and the newly independent Baltic states.
These were less commonly injected,* although
some experts argue that in Russia itself, and among
Russian-speaking minorities in the Baltic states,
injecting drug use appears to have continued on an
ever increasing scale.*

Information on awareness of the dangers of inject-
ing is mixed. In Moscow a survey of injecting drug
users carried out in the late 1990s suggests that
drug users were aware of the dangers of sharing
needles, and that they were concerned about health
issues such as hepatitis, overdoses, poisoning,
abscesses and vein problems, but that only a quar-
ter believed they ran a high risk of HIV infection.The
same research showed that sharing needles is com-
mon among friends, and among ‘friends of
friends”.*® Figure 4.6 reports estimates of the propor-

Figure 4.5 Estimates of injecting drug users, 2001
(per 1,000 working age population)
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Source: Godinho, Novotny, Tadesse and Vinokur (2004),
“HIV/AIDS and Tuberculosis in Central Asia: Country Profiles”
Working Paper No. 20, Washington, DC: The World Bank
(www.worldbank.org, 17 May 2004); European Monitoring
Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction (2003), Annual Report on
the State of the Drugs Problem in the European Union and
Norway, Lisbon: EMCDDA, Figure 6.
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Figure 4.6 Estimates of HIV infection among
injecting drug users in selected cities (per cent)

80
60
40

20

0Svetlogorsk Irkutsk ~ Odessa Nikolayev Tashkent Odessa  Kharkiv
(Belarus) (Russia) (Ukraine) (Ukraine) (Uzbekistan) (Ukraine) (Ukraine)
1997 2000-02 2002 1995 2003 1995 2002

Source: Howard, Hunt and Arcuri (2003), “A Situation
Assessment and Review of the Evidence for Intervention for
the Prevention of HIV/AIDS Among Occasion, Experimental
and Young Injecting Drug Users’] Background Paper prepared
for the UN Interagency CEEHRN Technical Consultation of
Occasional, Experimental and Young IDUs in the CEE/CIS and
Baltics, Randwick (Australia), Ted Noffs Foundation; Godinho et
al. (2004), op. cit., p. 71.

Note: Estimates are based on samples of direct HIV tests on
injecting drug users seeking treatment, and tests on needles at
needle exchanges.

tion of injecting drug users infected with HIV in
selected cities in Belarus, Russia, Ukraine and
Uzbekistan. In Svetlgorsk (Belarus) in the late 1990s,
and in Irkutsk (Russia) at the start of the millennium,
2 in 3 injecting drug users were estimated to be
infected with HIV. In Odessa (Ukraine), the propor-

Figure 4.7 Deaths attributable to alcohol among
15-29 year olds in Europe and Central Asia, 1999
(per cent all deaths)
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Source: Rehm and Gmel (2002), “Average Volume of Alcohol
Consumption, Patterns of drinking and Mortality among
Young Europeans in 19997 Addiction, Letters to the Editor, Vol.
97, pp- 95-109.

Note: Countries are grouped according to a WHO grouping sys-
tem classifies countries according to their infant and adult mor-
tality rates. Western Europe includes all EU member states prior
to 2004, plus Croatia, Iceland, Norway, Slovenia and
Switzerland. Central and South Eastern Europe includes
Albania, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Bulgaria, FYR Macedonia,
Georgia, Poland, Romania, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovakia
and Turkey. Caucasus and Central Asia includes Armenia,
Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan.
The remaining category includes the three Baltic states, the four
countries of Western CIS, plus Hungary and Kazakhstan.
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tion of injecting drug users estimated to be infected
with HIV almost doubled between 1995 and 2002,
from 31 to 58 per cent. In CIS and Baltic countries in
particular, sharing injecting equipment remains the
factor most responsible for the transmission of HIV.*

Drugs and death

Earlier MONEE project reports have warned that the
number of deaths from AIDS related illnesses in
CEE/CIS countries is set to increase rapidly as the
HIV epidemic develops, particularly if steps are not
taken to halt the epidemic, and if access to anti-
retroviral treatment remains very limited.*” Other
drug-related threats to young people’s lives and
health are also apparent. In most European coun-
tries, the use of alcohol is probably associated with
more deaths of young people than any other drug.*
Figure 4.7 shows estimates from a study indicating
that a quarter of all deaths among young men aged
15-29 across Europe and Central Asia in 1999 were
at least partially attributable to the use of alcohol.
Immediate causes of death included road accidents,
poisoning, suicide and homicide. However, the
share of deaths attributable to alcohol use varied
greatly across the regions, from 13 per cent of
deaths among young men in Western Europe, to 32
per cent in the Baltic states, Western CIS,
Kazakhstan and Hungary. Among young women, 8
per cent of deaths in Western Europe, the Baltic
states, the Western CIS, Kazakhstan and Hungary
were attributed to alcohol, compared to 13 per cent,
and 3 per cent in Caucasus and Central Asia.

The scale of deaths is highlighted in Figure 4.8 by
the annual death toll for people of all ages caused
by alcoholic poisoning in Russia, as the result of
binge drinking and consumption of home-made
liguor. The number of deaths from alcoholic poison-
ing reached a peak in 1994 after which time it began
to decline. Since 1998, however, as economic

Figure 4.8 Deaths from alcoholic poisoning in
Russia, 1991-2001 (absolute numbers, in thousands)
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Source: Feshbach (2003), "Russia's Health and Demographic
Crises: Policy Implications and Consequences”, Washington:
Chemical and Biological Arms Control Institute.

Note: This total only includes deaths that are directly attrib-
uted to alcohol poisoning, and not accidents, suicides or homi-
cides where alcohol may have been a factor in the death.
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growth has picked up and average incomes have
increased, the number of deaths from alcoholic poi-
soning has risen. In 2001, over 41,000 people in
Russia died from alcoholic poisoning, almost as
many as died in that year as a result of road acci-
dents. By way of comparison, the annual average
number of deaths from alcoholic poisoning in the
US (with almost double the population) is about 1
per cent of the Russian total.*®

The extent of illegal drug use also contributes to
deaths among young people. A report from a
European Union agency estimates that the mortality
rate among opiate injectors is 20 times higher than
that for the general population, due to overdoses,
suicide, drug-related illnesses (including hepatitis
and AIDS-related illnesses), and accidents. About
7,000-8,000 deaths (of people of all ages) related to
the use of illegal drugs are recorded in Western
Europe annually.® Although there are no compara-
ble figures available for CEE/CIS countries, given
the high levels of mortality among young people
and the high number of injecting drug users in
some Baltic states and CIS countries, it is likely that
the annual death rate caused by the use of illegal
drugs will be significantly greater for these coun-
tries than for Western Europe. In Estonia, the num-
ber of deaths related to illegal drug use increased
every year between 1997 and 2001, and young peo-
ple under the age of 25 accounted for more than
half of these deaths."

Deaths resulting from alcohol and illegal drug-tak-
ing represent the tip of an iceberg. For each death,
there are likely to be several instances of unsafe
behaviour by young people who are drunk or under
the influence of drugs, including violent behaviour,
consuming highly dangerous combinations of
drugs, and having unsafe sex, thus risking HIV
infection. A study carried out in Belgium, Russia and
the US shows that adolescents who used any type
of drug were more likely to be exposed to vio-
lence.”? A 1999 survey of schoolchildren aged 15-16
indicates that in some European countries, up to
one tenth reported having unprotected sex, or sex
that they later regretted having, as a result of their
use of alcohol.®

Death from poisoning, suicide, homicide and other
injuries are arguably outcomes, not just of drug-
taking, but also of economic and social disadvan-
tage. Although hard evidence on CEE/CIS countries
is scarce, it is likely to be those from poorer back-
grounds, those who the education system has
failed, and those who have least recourse to the
resources and support of their families and com-
munities who are most likely to die while still
young as a result of alcohol and drug use. Under
the communist regime, young people in CEE/CIS
countries were to some extent ‘protected’ by a
system that allowed them little choice and few
options for alternative forms of behaviour. With
the onset of the transition, the growth in personal
freedom, the exchange of ideas, the opening up of
national borders and the movement of people
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within and between countries were almost univer-
sally welcomed (see also the article on Migration
in this Social Monitor). However, part of this
exchange involved the increased marketing of
alcohol and tobacco, and the sale of illegal drugs
to young people who may have been ill-prepared
to cope with momentous and not always positive
changes in their societies and communities, or
with the effects of the drugs themselves. Several
countries in Central Asia, on the drug smuggling
route from Pakistan and Afghanistan to Russia and
Western Europe, were flooded with illegal drugs
throughout the 1990s. The transition generated
greater poverty and inequality, destroying the aspi-
rations and opportunities of many people, and
leaving a vacuum that some sought to fill with
increased drug use.

4.4 Responding to the crisis

A disproportionately high number of young people
in CEE/CIS countries are dying before they reach the
age of 25. Many more face lives marked by depriva-
tion and illness, often followed by premature death,
as a result of using legal and illegal drugs. Policy
action is needed to save young lives.

Understanding young people’s motivations

Drug-taking, and particularly long-term and very
high-risk drug-taking, need to be understood from
the perspective of young people themselves.
Adolescence and youth are characterized by a
search for independence from parents and other
adults, seeking close friendships with peers, experi-
mentation with a range of ideas, products and
lifestyles, and taking increased risks. Independence
seeking, experimentation and risk taking are part of
growing up.The environment in which adolescents
mature can strongly influence the nature of these
actions, and their consequences.

Poverty, broadly understood as exclusion from what
most people consider normal in society, and partic-
ularly its associations with poor educational out-
comes, severely restricts the opportunities for
young people to seek independence and experiment
(for example through continuing to higher educa-
tion, travel, earning an independent income, or
actively participating in the lives of their communi-
ties), and can make other forms of experimentation
and risk taking more attractive. In these circum-
stances, drugs of all kinds can become both means
of escaping from, and coping with restricted oppor-
tunities and ambitions. In the case of alcohol and
tobacco, marketing techniques can fuel this sense of
escape.

Insecurity among adolescents and young people—
often the result of an unstable home and social
environment—increases their vulnerability. Peers
(and marketing strategies) may persuade them that

51



in order to ‘belong’ or be popular, they should
engage in certain types of risk-taking behaviour.
Young people with poorly developed social skills
are less able to protect themselves against the neg-
ative influences of the peer group.

Stress and anxiety can be strongly linked to poverty
and insecurity, but can also be the result of sudden
life changes, sexual exploitation, exposure to vio-
lence and danger, isolation or indeed, boredom.
Young people often use drugs to cope with difficult
and sometimes extreme situations that they often
feel powerless to change.

Availability of drugs is also a key issue. Tobacco,
alcohol and many types of illegal drugs are now
widely marketed throughout the CEE/CIS region.
Evidence suggests that young people from all social
backgrounds can be drawn towards drug use.Young
people for whom drug use is a means of coping
with daily life may be prepared to pay a higher
price, for example by going without necessities
such as food, risking arrest or allowing themselves
to be exploited by others, in order to continue their
drug use.

Policies focused on vulnerable young people

Responses to this crisis of drugs, ill-health and
death fall into 4 categories: developmental respons-
es relating to wider society; emergency responses
to immediately reduce harm; supply reduction; and
services targeted at young people.*

Developmental responses should centre on the
underlying factors that make young people vulnera-
ble to drug use and its related risks. The most
important of these are poverty and social exclusion,
lack of opportunity and isolation. If drug use (of all
types) is seen as a functional response to daily situ-
ations that are difficult, stressful or hopeless, then
the solution to this drug use must lie in the amelio-
ration of these causal factors. Economic growth that
benefits all sections of society, poverty reduction
and the generation of a greater range of opportuni-
ties for education, work and social mobility for all
young people are part of this solution.

In this context, the recent economic growth and
falls in poverty discussed in the article on Child
Poverty in this Social Monitor are welcome. In them-
selves, however, they are not enough. A recent UK
study has found that widespread localized drug use
can impede economic regeneration, and damage a
community’s confidence.”* Therefore, positive action
may also be needed to revive communities in
CEE/CIS countries that remain excluded, for exam-
ple towns and districts that have suffered cata-
strophic declines in employment and wealth since
the late 1980s, and that now include large numbers
of people who rely on drugs of all kinds to cope
with daily life.

Emergency responses should use concrete and tar-
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geted actions to focus on young people who are
particularly vulnerable to risk-taking behaviour. This
includes young people who are neither in education
nor in employment, who are homeless, who are
sexually exploited, or who use drugs as a means of
coping with everyday life.

The aim of emergency responses is immediate
harm reduction. This usually entails a user-friendly
and non-punitive approach, respectful of human
dignity and rights. The purpose is to reduce or
eliminate harmful drug use, but can also focus on
making drug use safer in the short-term. It has
been applied in particular to injecting drug users
and sex workers through the provision of needle
exchanges and practical advice on safe sex, but is
still very underdeveloped in many CEE/CIS coun-
tries with large populations of injecting drug users
and sex workers. Harm reduction is important not
only because it saves lives in the present, but also
because the experience gained, and outreach
made to people on the margins of society can be
used as a mechanism for inclusion and access to
services, and promotion of rights among these
people.

Reduction in supply is important for both legal and
illegal drugs. The supply of legal drugs can be
reduced through restrictions in marketing and use
(for example bans on consumption of alcohol and
tobacco in public places), and price rises. Research
by the World Bank indicates that increases in taxes
on tobacco can cause consumption to fall.® In the
case of illegal drugs, effective border controls or
legal action against mafia-like criminal networks can
play an important role. However, policies to reduce
supply are only a partial answer and need to be
supplemented with effective treatment and with-
drawal programmes for users. In several countries,
political will needs to be mobilized, and legal restric-
tions lifted in order to provide effective services. In
Russia, for example, the use of methadone is still
legally prohibited.

Services, education and information targeted at
young people are necessary, but so is a more uni-
versal approach. Given that young people’s behav-
iour is to a large extent influenced by the behaviour
of adults, reductions in drug-taking of all types
among young people may succeed best in the con-
text of changes in adult behaviour. Education pro-
grammes that emphasize holistic approaches to
health and well-being, such as the World Health
Organization’s Health Promoting Schools initiative,
and peer group education that helps build young
people’s social skills are also important.¥ Young peo-
ple should be able to participate in the design of
services that are aimed at them and at the types of
behaviour often closely associated with drug use.
Through active participation, young people can both
contribute to their own health and well-being, and
to the effectiveness of public social services in gen-
eral. In this regard, the linkages between different
types of drug use are important.
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4.

“Prevention programmes aimed at young peo-

ple need to take into account the strong over-

laps between smoking, drinking and illicit drug

use in youth culture, and particularly between

intoxication from alcohol and from drugs. In

view of these links, there is a risk that a nar-

rowly based illicit drug prevention approach

will lack credibility among young people”
(European Monitoring Centre for Drugs

and Drug Addiction)*

5 Conclusion

As the relationship between different types of drug
consumption, and their impacts on young people’s
health, are better understood, policy approaches to
drug use by young people are changing. In some
countries, experts are calling for a more holistic
approach to drugs policy. This would involve
increased restrictions on the marketing of tobacco
and alcohol, combined with education about differ-
ent types of drug (legal and illegal) both inside and
outside the formal education system, all within the
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Statistical Annex

Most of the data in the Statistical Annex have been provided by the central statistical offices of the countries par-
ticipating in the MONEE project. In some cases, additional calculations have been made in order to obtain figures
which are comparable among countries, e.g. educational enrolment rates. The sources of the data in the tables
are given in the table notes.

The Statistical Annex can be downloaded free of charge as an Excel workbook from the UNICEF IRC website at
www.unicef.org/irc. The IRC website also contains the TransMONEE Database which includes over 100 indicators
dealing with human welfare in the 27 countries involved in the MONEE project. This menu-driven database can
also be downloaded free of charge.

The Glossary at the end of this publication provides a brief description of the key concepts and indicators and
abbreviations used in the Statistical Annex.
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1. Population

1.1 Total population (beginning-of-year population, in 1,000s)

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

a. Data for 1991-2001 based on 1991
census; 2002-2003 based on 2001
Census.

b. Data refer to de facto population.

Czech Republic? 10,360 10,362 10,305 10,313 10,326 10,334 10,333 10,321 10,309 10,299 10,290 10,278 10,267 10,206 10,203 D Datofefertoce fcto popuet
Hungary® 10,589 10,375 10,373 10374 10,365 10,350 10,337 10,321 10,301 10,280 10,253 10,222 10,200 10,175 10,142 census
Poland¢ 37885 38,038 38,183 38,309 38,418 38,505 38581 38,609 38,639 38,660 38,667 38,654 38,644 38,632 38,219  d.Datafor 2003 based on 2002
Slovakiae 5,264 5288 5272 529 5314 5336 5356 5368 5379 5388 5393 5399 5403 5379 5319 IS i iseedonion
Slovenia 1996 1,996 2000 1999 1994 1989 1,989 1,990 1987 1985 1978 1,988 1,990 1994 1995  conss
f. Data for 1991 taken from 1991
Estonias 1566 1571 1568 1585 1511 1477 1448 1,425 1,406 1393 1379 1,372 1,367 1361 1366  consus
Latvias 2666 2668 2658 2643 2586 2541 2501 2470 2445 2421 2399 2382 2364 2346 2331 U Dawloriuenfonse
Lithuanias 3675 3694 3702 3,706 3,694 3671 3643 3615 3588 3562 3536 3512 3487 3476 3,463 b Datafor 2001 taken rom 2001
census; 2002 based on 2001 census.
Bulgariae 8,987 8767 8669 8595 8485 8460 8427 8385 8341 8283 8230 8191 8149 7891 7846 ;gg;basedm US Census Bureau
Romania® 23,112 23211 23192 22811 22,779 22,748 22,712 22,656 22,582 22,526 22,489 22,485 22,430 22,392 21,773 | Dutafor 1969 and 2003 e C
estimates; 2001 based on March
Albania®® 3182 3287 3260 3190 3,167 3202 3249 3283 3324 3354 3373 3401 3068 3,084 -  A0censs. ,
Bosnia-Herzegovina® - 4457 4460 4438 4290 3928 3530 3302 3291 3418 3596 3763 3879 3943 3977 ool Ebeeniheme
Croatiai 4762 4773 4781 4783 4780 4778 4777 4,635 4533 4537 4527 4467 4,437 4440 4,443 | Dt for Kosouo curently under
FYR Macedoniat 1873 1895 1910 1921 1929 1937 1957 1975 1991 2002 2013 2022 2031 2039 2,047  UniedNotonssiminisiaton
Serbia and Montenegro' 10,445 10,500 10,558 10,434 10,469 10,503 10,535 10,568 10,594 10,614 10,629 10,637 10,645 10,662 S N et
census.
Belarus®s™ 10,152 10,189 10,190 10,198 10,235 10,244 10,210 10,177 10,142 10,093 10,045 10,019 9,990 9951 9,899  n.Data for 19962003 exciuce
Moldovats" 4335 4350 4364 4357 4346 4350 4346 4332 4318 3651 3650 3644 3635 3628 3618 Tensdesr o
Russias® 147022 147662 148,164 148,326 148,295 147997 147939 147609 147,137 146,739 146,328 145,55 144,819 143,954 143,007 Gonccennr o FobOn 10
Ukraing® s 51,452 51584 51,690 51,802 51,989 51,860 51,474 51,079 50,639 50,245 49,851 49,456 49,037 48,241 47787 the permanent populaton of Russia
was 145,185, 000.
Armenia? 3449 3515 3578 3649 3708 3739 3753 3767 3780 3790 3798 3802 3802 3213 321  pDaviorzuzandaisbaseden
Azerbaijans 7014 7132 7219 7324 7440 7850 7644 7726 7800 7877 7949 8,016 8,081 8141 8203 g Datafor 1969 recaluleted rom
Georgia®s" 5401 5424 5453 5467 5346 4930 4794 4675 4558 4505 4470 4,435 4,401 4372 4343 1989 census; 2002 and 2003 based
on October 2001 census.
Kazakhstan®s 16,194 16,298 16,358 16,452 16,426 16,335 15957 15,676 15481 15,188 14,955 14,900 14,863 14,846 14,862 o ict 192 oxlude
Kyrgyzstants 4254 4358 4425 4502 4528 4505 455 4596 4661 4732 4806 4,867 4908 4946 4,984 s Datafor 19901994 based on 1995
Tajikistans 5094 5244 5361 5506 5567 5580 5634 5701 5769 5876 6001 6,127 6250 6376 6,506 census 19952003 based on survey
Turkmenistanss 3518 3668 3818 3970 4,124 4288 4,435 4525 4601 4685 4766 4,849 4934 5014 5089
Uzbekistan® 19,887 20,222 20,608 21,106 21,602 22,092 22,462 22,906 23,349 23772 24,136 24,488 24,813 25,116 25,428
1.2 Population aged 0-17 (beginning-of-year, in 1,000s)*
a. For population sources, see notes
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003  toTabicir
b. Data for 2003 based on 2002
Czech Republic 2804 2780 2721 2679 2611 2543 2467 2386 2302 2226 2166 215 2067 2022 198 e
Hungary 2,648 2611 2589 2565 2508 2439 2380 2325 2270 2216 2166 2,19 2,083 2051 2021 o e
Poland? 11,352 11,350 11,319 1,275 1,175 11,032 10,857 10,645 10,418 10,166 9,889 9,614 9305 8971 8,664 . Datafor 189-2000 re RC
Slovakiac 1615 1613 1595 1584 1563 1543 151 1479 1442 1405 1370 1336 1301 1270 1,223 esinatsbasedon aone dt for
Slovenia BI1 506 500 490 481 470 459 452 438 425 413 402 393 384 37 o cdme
e. Data for 1989-2000 and 2002 are
Estonia 45 416 413 407 390 375 363 362 341 332 323 314 306 297 289  IRCestimates based on natonal
Latvia 681 682 680 673 653 635 619 604 589 572 555 539 522 503  d4gg  fewlorSvemoseqoups
Lithuania 1000 997 992 989 981 968 950 934 918 902 887 871 853 828 802  ganas
g. Data for 1990-2001 and 2003 are
Bulgarias 2273 2188 2138 2,083 2000 1954 1901 1844 1791 1731 1678 1,634 1594 1500 1,459  RCestmates based on natona
Romania® 6661 6635 6543 6398 6235 6069 5900 5723 5553 5398 5241 5108 5009 4924 4754  Celorsveerageorous
Albania? 1244 1261 1257 1248 1,243 1245 1247 1,261 1276 1,277 1279 1284 1,083 1078
Bosnia-Herzegovina - 131 1289 1265 1186 1046 899 813 802 838 889 933 957 962
Croatia® 1156 1,149 1,134 1101 1098 1,17 1,19 1,700 1087 1088 1083 1,067 932 925
FYR Macedonia 595 595 594 593 588 583 583 582 580 573 565 656 547 538
Serbia and Montenegro 2,923 2916 2,907 2846 2822 2795 2767 2743 2716 2685 2648 2614 2578 2548
Belarus 2777 2793 2786 2772 2765 2742 2698 2649 2593 2530 2448 2397 2332 2252 2171
Moldova 1420 1439 1439 1432 1415 1403 1387 1,366 1,339 1,132 1,907 1079 1,048 1,009 971
Russia 40,048 40,174 40,082 39,881 39,458 38,823 38,260 37570 36,718 35846 34927 33901 32,828 31,623 30,548
Ukrainee 13317 13,325 13,257 13,183 13,136 12,973 12,705 12,449 12,151 11,839 11,489 11,143 10,770 10,307 9,843
Armenia’ 1203 1243 1,272 1290 1301 1298 1283 1,265 1243 1216 1183 1,045 1108 964 -
Azerbaijan 2698 2,743 2781 284 2866 2891 2906 2915 2920 2933 3000 2961 2917 2860 2,798
Georgias 1589 1582 1578 1565 1507 1374 1322 1,278 1235 1209 1187 165 1,146 1137 1,110
Kazakhstan 6,091 6,066 6038 6051 6002 5924 5746 5604 5467 5297 5142 5052 4960 4,865 4,771
Kyrgyzstan 1850 1,894 1,923 1958 1975 1894 1905 1,936 1962 1992 2025 2025 2013 1,999 198
Tajikistan 2513 2588 2657 2734 2777 2797 2832 2880 2912 2949 2996 3034 3,058 3077 3,094
Turkmenistan 1648 1721 1,793 1865 1937 2012 2073 2105 2127 2,149 2165 2,182 2194 2,200 2,197
Uzbekistan 9332 9522 9725 9,973 10210 10,418 10,553 10,738 10,879 10974 11,007 1,01 10984 10,924 10,850

56 Statistical annex Population

Social Monitor 2004



1.3 Population aged 0-4 (beginning-of-year, in 1,000s)*

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003  toTeblein

b. Data for 2003 based on 2002

Czech Republic 663 655 642 639 632 622 602 570 532 502 472 455 450 446 451 E.egsag'forzooz-zooabased on 2001
Hungary 622 617 615 616 613 606 599 585 563 542 522 502 487 479 478 census.

Poland® 3145 3009 2884 2799 271 2620 2540 2430 2316 2218 2124 2,029 1978 1920 1,864  d.Datafor 2001 taken from 2001
Slovakia® 426 416 401 394 386 378 367 B0 332 317 302 292 286 215 267 Zegsa“;'forzoozmse §on 2001
Slovenia 128 126 122 17 M2 106 102 100 97 9% 94 92 91 90 0 census.

Estonia 122 1217 M9 M3 104 93 8 76 71 66 63 61 62 61 62

Latvia 28 209 208 191 178 161 148 134 120 109 100 96 95 95 97

Lithuania 295 292 288 281 274 263 250 234 219 203 194 188 181 174 167

Bulgaria® 591 569 543 515 482 460 435 409 390 366 348 340 342 321 38

Romania® 1,794 1811 1763 1615 1507 1,397 1281 1225 1,191 1,168 1,155 1,145 1,143 1,134 1,090

Albania’ 379 382 36 368 360 353 345 349 3B3 342 332 325 210 265

Bosnia-Herzegovina - 363 367 34 317 272 223 187 175 184 204 224 239 247

Croatia 299 292 284 219 281 283 284 218 275 215 272 266 238 232

FYR Macedonia 168 166 164 162 157 152 153 153 152 148 145 139 134 127

Serbia and Montenegro 806 789 779 765 744 726 710 696 684 679 667 654 640 632

Belarus 819 81 791 754 722 673 624 580 542 503 476 465 458 456 455

Moldova 438 433 420 400 379 357 338 318 299 245 229 215 204 195 186

Russia 12,032 11,730 11,300 10,624 9,759 8841 8,192 7585 7090 6,749 6,633 6,410 6303 6,306 6,428

Ukraine 3791 3714 3616 3474 3343 3146 2950 2,773 2596 2,442 2303 2,174 2,069 1974 1,904

Armenia® 377 382 383 379 371 33/G 33 302 273 248 228 213 198 197 -

Azerbaijan 861 81 864 872 85 854 824 810 773 765 711 654 612 574 559

Georgia 466 456 449 435 401 3B4 332 315 297 285 272 258 247 244 238

Kazakhstan 1927 1897 1852 1810 1,744 1,654 1557 1,466 1372 1268 1,195 1,929 1,090 1,074 1,079

Kyrgyzstan 617 631 641 653 659 510 514 523 530 539 547 529 508 495 490

Tajikistan 902 928 946 953 942 920 910 900 882 876 889 882 855 853 849

Turkmenistan 559 583 602 619 639 655 668 656 644 630 616 601 594 588 576

Uzbekistan 3225 3243 3264 3302 3322 3333 3322 3312 3239 3153 3,033 2931 2792 2674 2,605

1.4 Child dependency ratio (ratio of population aged 0-14 to population aged 15-59, per cent)®

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003  toTable .

b. Data for 2003 based on 2002

Czech Republic 312 359 346 34 32 311 209 288 279 20 262 55 248 43 By e
Hungary 34 339 327 317 309 301 204 289 283 278 214 269 263 258 255 on e
Poland® 426 421 415 408 399 389 378 365 352 337 321 306 292 279 273 d.Datafor 2001 and 2002 based on
Slovakiac 135 426 416 406 395 383 369 356 343 330 318 306 204 285 272  D0lcensus
Slovenia 335 330 324 315 308 299 200 283 213 264 257 249 243 237 237 Nelrdzmsdonan
Estonia 366 368 368 364 359 353 347 340 382 323 312 301 201 281 269

Latvia 369 360 351 356 366 352 347 340 331 321 307 294 283 21 258

Lithuania 367 367 368 368 368 365 361 357 353 348 341 333 323 309 296

Bulgarias 38 341 333 324 314 307 298 200 281 212 262 254 248 289 232

Romania® 396 390 382 373 361 349 337 325 314 308 303 295 286 204 267

Albania? 558 545 555 577 587 580 570 570 570 561 554 547 492 482

Bosnia-Herzegovina - 374 368 361 350 332 312 209 296 300 306 309 308 305

Croatia 321 318 315 308 306 311 312 318 322 322 321 321 300 25

FYR Macedonia 131 427 422 416 411 404 399 393 387 377 368 357 348 338

Serbiaand Montenegro  38.0 376 373 372 368 363 358 353 349 343 337 329 323 317

Belarus 378 381 383 381 379 373 365 356 346 334 317 305 202 27 263

Moldova 470 472 470 467 463 456 447 436 423 420 400 379 368 337 317

Russia 316 377 315 3712 366 356 347 337 327 36 302 289 26 262 248

Ukraines 37 367 356 352 349 342 385 327 320 313 302 290 217 265 251

Armenia¢ 503 508 514 512 507 498 485 469 452 433 412 388 362 366 -

Azerbaijan 552 557 561 562 563 569 554 547 538 533 538 515 490 462 436

Georgia 407 403 399 394 385 319 374 370 366 362 357 352 348 34T 334

Kazakhstan 546 541 537 531 525 516 509 502 493 483 474 458 443 425 406

Kyrgyzstan 639 688 688 689 692 635 637 637 637 637 638 619 598 515 552

Tajikistan 844 848 862 864 875 880 881 883 873 859 843 825 795 762 729

Turkmenistan 760 763 765 764 765 762 757 745 735 722 709 69.1 611 647 622

Uzbekistan 768 715 719 780 783 719 712 765 753 737 716 69.1 663 632 60.4
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1.5 Elderly dependency ratio (ratio of population aged 60+ to population aged 15-59, per cent)®

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

a. For population sources, see notes
toTable 1.1.
b. Data for 2003 based on 2002

Czech Republic 23 291 292 291 290 287 285 283 281 219 279 280 283 285 289 O becedon 0
Hungary 30 312 N3 N3 33 33 34 35 315 36 318 320 323 326 330 census.
Poland® 202 246 250 252 255 255 256 257 259 259 259 259 259 258 26.0  d.Datafor 2001 and 2002 based on
Slovakia® 6 247 246 246 246 245 244 242 241 239 238 238 288 286 240 FpEme o
Slovenia 242 245 252 257 264 269 274 278 282 286 291 293 298 303 309  census.
Estonia 276 281 287 293 303 309 314 320 326 334 339 345 348 3B3 3H3
Latvia 283 284 285 300 310 315 317 321 326 332 338 344 3B2 355 36
Lithuania 255 260 266 271 218 283 286 292 298 304 309 33 37 321 325
Bulgaria® 309 318 325 329 337 342 348 30 31 3HO 349 348 34T 3B8 3H8
Romania® 251 255 260 269 274 277 280 283 287 291 295 298 299 298 30.2
Albania 132 132 138 148 154 157 159 159 1569 159 1565 152 189 19.0
Bosnia-Herzegovina - 157 170 182 182 176 170 167 173 184 196 206 215 221
Croatia 266 273 280 285 286 286 290 296 298 298 299 300 327 355
FYR Macedonia 177 184 193 197 202 207 212 218 221 223 25 227 229 230
Serbia and Montenegro 241 248 257 275 282 288 294 299 303 306 308 310 311 311
Belarus 264 269 279 283 289 290 291 294 298 302 307 306 306 303 297
Moldova 2122 25 217 216 220 218 217 217 218 221 222 217 214 216 213
Russia 249 257 266 270 274 272 268 269 273 281 287 292 294 293 285
Ukrainee 298 305 311 312 31 304 300 302 307 318 327 333 336 345 339
Armenia® 164 167 173 179 185 188 190 194 199 205 210 213 215 221 -
Azerbaijan 132 135 137 138 144 147 150 149 152 151 153 154 155 163 149
Georgia 236 242 248 254 260 266 272 218 284 290 296 302 308 321 300
Kazakhstan 152 160 166 165 165 162 161 161 164 169 176 179 181 179 176
Kyrgyzstan 150 151 151 150 15.0 143 143 143 142 142 143 143 140 137 134
Tajikistan 121 122 126 124 126 121 M7 M2 M0 108 107 106 107 105 103
Turkmenistan n4 M5 M5 M4 M4 M0 107 106 104 104 104 104 104 102 100
Uzbekistan 122 123 123 122 123 1217 M9 m7 nM7 M1 M6 N6 M5 M3 10
1.6 Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths per 1,000 population, excludes changes due to migration)?
a. For population sources, see notes
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 Lo'l[')ab\efll .
. Data for 2002 based on 2002
Czech Republic 0.1 0.1 05 0.1 03 10 -21 -22 21 18 20 18 17 15 censs
Hungary 20 19 17 26 32 30 32 37 38 42 47 37 34 35 o Doelora0nazbessdonint
Poland® 48 41 37 31 27 25 1.2 11 08 05 00 03 01 0.1 d Datafor2001 based on 2001
Slovakia® 50 48 45 40 39 2.8 1.6 17 13 08 07 04 -02 -0 CE'[‘:“:- for 19972002 xclud
Slovenia 24019 11 03 01 01 00 01 04 06 07 02 05 06 Tawiiewr
f. Data for 1992-2002 exclude
Estonia 37 18 -02 14 40 55 51 41 43 53 44 -39 43 -39 Abkhazia andTskhinvali; Tsuladze et
Latvia 24 12 00 15 49 69 0 59 60 66 56 50 57 53 @ @00epor05forz
Lithuania 48 46 41 3 04 11 11 11 09 41 100 14 250 32
Bulgaria® 06 04 17 -22 30 -38 51 H4 69 64 48 51 b4 5I
Romania® 53 29 0 -02 06 09 -5 24 19 -4 24 09 18 27
Albaniad 188 195 185 181 156 167 166 154 130 125 122 106 108 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina - 85 76 - - - - 66 61 47 37 24 19 14
Croatia 06 07 -06 -0 05 -02 -0 07 08 -12 -5 15 19 24
FYR Macedonia n3 109 105 89 87 91 8.0 77 65 62 52 59 50 48
Serbia and Montenegro 53 54 48 33 32 31 31 25 18 14 08 07 1.6 -
Belarus 49 32 17 " o9 32 37 41 44 49 41 49 58
Moldovae 9.7 79 60 58 45 24 08 05 07 04 -08 12 -0 17
Russia 39 23 07 15 51 60 57 53 b1 48 64 66 -65 65
Ukraine® % 05 08 -19 35 47 58 61 62 60 -0 -6 -17 -6
Armeniac 155 163 151 121 85 11 64 61 53 43 33 27 21 21
Azerbaijan 195 195 200 176 163 138 120 104 109 9.8 89 8.7 8.0 79
Georgia’ 77 7 67 32 08 14 15 15 4 09 03 03 03 00
Kazakhstan 157 143 133 122 97 90 68 56 47 45 46 47 48 53
Kyrgyzstan 23 224 21 23 182 162 176 159 144 146 147 128 133 132
Tajikistan 323 326 330 258 246 270 280 245 257 313 256 210 272 213
Turkmenistan 211 266 254 256 237 224 221 204 207 195 197 192 180 16.6
Uzbekistan 210 278 284 267 250 229 235 212 198 173 170 159 152 156
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1.7 Net external migration (immigrants minus emigrants, in 1,000s)2

a. Migration is further discussed in

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 the thid artcle n this Social

Monitor.The official data provided

Czech Republic? 5 06 29 M8 55 99 100 101 121 95 88 65 86 123  pASEemeEsss e
Hungary 21.9 26.0 17.6 10.5 13.5 10.4 11.6 10.9 1.4 13.7 177 18.0 175 13.8 migration in some countries.
Poland 244 158 159 -116 -155 -190 -182 -13.1 -M8 -133 -140 -197 -167 -179  b.Datafor2001:2002 include
Slovakia - 01 12 20 18 48 28 23 17 13 15 15 10 09  [foreignerspresentin the Czech

. ' ) Republic f 90 days.
Slovenias 2422 31 04 14 09 25 65 24 21 23 26 30 19 o

migration of Slovenian citizens only.

Estonia . N - N - N - N - N - N - N d. Migration flows re\{ised on the
Latvia¢ 40 31 50 535 323 228 137 01 94 58 41 55 52 18 sol200popueionconis
Lithuaniae 13 88 -107 -263 240 -242 -237 -234 224 -221 -20.7 -20.3 2.6 2.0 emigration estimated from 2001
census.

Bulgaria 2176 876 -465 677 644 627 505 -645 . . . . . . ga“s”iig?;;‘;)"og";g;J;Vtggendcg:s‘u":
Romania 414 -969 -426 -294 172 -163 -212 -195 133 56 26 37 04 -6 '
Albania

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Croatia - - 14 395 485 233 266 346 338 442 186 234 169 86

FYR Macedonia - - - 06 32 30 17 12 10 08 1.0 10 07 11

Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Belarus 259 -196 304 660 379 -33 02 94 147 199 176 121 91 56

Moldova - -168 -182 59 -46 50 40 -29 39 32 30 47 -39 37

Russia 186.2 2685 738 3072 4862 8457 5195 355.4 3647 3002 1648 2136 723 719

Ukraine -108.9 -139.3 -180.4 2881 496 -1432 948 -1312 -745 936 -448 -466 -430 -338

Armenia 178 408 230 63 -209 -191 -8 64 -85 82 69 -M2 -103 92

Azerbaijan - 705 -401 -142 -123 -no0 98 -4 82 51 43 b6 4T -3

Georgia’ -149 132 -226 -139.3 -1409 -1426 -1272 1231 599 -39.2 -363 352 -312 -29.1

Kazakhstan 113 -926 577 -156.3 -219.0 -406.7 -2385 -1755 -2614 -203.0 -1236 -108.3 -88.2 -62.0

Kyrgyzstan -160 -419 -338 -775 -1206 511 -189 -7 -67 55 99 -225 -266 -278

Tajikistan -19.1 590 -286 934 -743 -485 -398 -304 -163 -158 -149 144 -144 135

Turkmenistan 36 -85 49 135 -03 -131 134 -259 -168 97 92 95 91 86

Uzbekistan -86.5 -1206 -416 -88.7 -645 -1412 -833 -42.7 -432 511 513 511 724 -191
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2. Natality

2.1 Live hirths (in 1,000s)

a. For country differences in the

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 gggnriteig;g;gva&g;‘&seeAleshina

Czech Republic 1284 1306 1294 1217 1210 1066 961 90.4 907 905 895 909 907 928  poacfer e Eenton

Hungary 123.3 125.7 127.2 121.7 117.0 115.6 112.1 105.3 100.4 97.3 94.6 97.6 97.0 96.8 ¢. Data for Kosovo (currently under

Poland B64.4 5477 5477 5152 4943 4813 4331 4282 4126 3956 3820 3783 3682 3538  United Nations acministrtion]

Slovakia 801 800 786 746 733 664 614 601 591 516 562 552 511 508 [ enSUROestnates

Slovenia 284 224 216 200 198 195 190 188 182 179 175 182 175 105 Tandniest,
e. Data for 1992-2002 exclude

Estonia 243 223 194 180 153 142 135 132 126 122 124 131 126 130  AbkhaziaandTekhinvali

Latvia 389 379 346 316 268 243 216 198 188 184 194 202 197 200

Lithuania 5.8 569 560 544 475 424 412 391 318 370 364 341 315 300

Bulgaria 123 1052 959 891 844 794 720 722 641 654 723 737 682 665

Romania 3695 3147 2753 2604 250.0 2467 2366 2313 2369 2373 2346 2345 2204 2105

Albania 789 821 714 754 617 722 721 684 617 601 579 501 483  50.1

Bosnia-Herzegovina® 668 670 65.4 - - - - 466 481 450 425 396 317 356

Croatia B5.7 554 518 470 485 486 50.2 538 555 411 452 437 410 401

FYR Macedonia 359 354 348 332 324 335 322 314 295 292 273 203 270 218

Serbia and Montenegro* 1546 155.0 1523 1408 1410 1376 1405 1377 1314 1285 1240 1259 130.2 -

Belarus 1534 1422 1320 1280 174 1106 1011 958 896 926 930 937 917 887

Moldova? 822 711 720 697 662 621 564 519 456 413 385 369 364 357

Russia 2,160.6 1,988.9 1,794.6 1,5876 1,379.0 1,408.2 1,363.8 1,304.6 1,259.9 1,283.3 1,214.7 1,266.8 13116 1,3970

Ukraine 6910 6572 6308 5968 5575 5215 4911 4574 4236 3899 3562 3225 3765 3907

Armenia 753 799 718 706 59.0 511 490 481 439 394 365 343 321 322

Azerbaijan 1816 1830 1904 1814 1746 1598 1433 129.2 1321 1240 M75 170 1104 107

Georgia® 911 928 891 726 616 573 563 550 540 515 487 488 476 466

Kazakhstan 3808 3621 3532 3376 3155 23066 2761 2532 232.4 2224 2160 2204 2193 2272

Kyrgyzstan 1315 1288 1295 1284 168 101 1173 1080 1021 1042 1041 968 981 1010

Tajikistan 2004 2058 2126 1795 1865 1916 1932 1723 1781 1857 1809 1672 1716 1756

Turkmenistan 1250 1253 1262 1310 1307 1297 130.2 1254 1262 1219 1201 1197 1154 110

Uzbekistan 668.8 6916 723.4 7105 6923 6577 6780 6348 6027 5537 5448 5276 5130 5325

2.2 Crude birth rate (live births per 1,000 population})
a. For sources for live births, see

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 TablTeﬁ.ltﬁrpopulation sources,

see laple 1.1,

Czech Republic® 124 126 125 M8 N7 103 93 88 88 88 87 88 89 91 b Dotafor2007:2002based on 2001

Hungary n8 121 123 M7 M3 M2 108 102 98 95 92 96 95 95 ¢ Do tor 2002 based on 2002

Polande 149 144 143 134 129 125 M2 M1 107 102 99 98 95 93 census

Slovakia® 152 152 149 141 138 124 M5 M2 10 107 104 102 95 95 Datafor2001 based on 2001

Slovenia n7 M2 108 100 99 98 95 94 91 90 88 91 88 88 ¢ oo ior 2002 basedon 201
census; 2000 survey reports 13.9 for

Estonia 155 142 124 18 102 97 94 94 90 88 90 95 93 96  19982000(NSS, MHand ORC

Latvia W6 142 131 121 104 96 87 81 77 76 81 85 83 8 aor o

Lithuania 151 154 151 47 129 M6 M4 108 106 104 103 98 91 87 poputionfor 19942002 exclude
Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.

Bulgaria® 126 121 N1 104 100 94 86 86 77 19 88 90 86 85 O Wownwmmm s

Romaniac 160 136 120 M4 10 109 104 102 105 105 104 104 98 9T\ awrciey epors 260 for 055
1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).

Albania¢ 204 251 240 237 213 224 221 207 185 179 171 165 157 - i. 2000 survey reports 24.6 for 1998-

Bosnia-Herzegovina 151 150 147 - - - - M3 144 129 M5 103 96 9.0 ggg;’)mmmha“dORCMm

Croatia n7 M6 108 98 102 102 105 120 121 105 99 100 92 90 '

FYR Macedonia 191 186 182 173 168 172 164 158 148 146 135 145 133 136

Serbia and Montenegro 148 147 145 135 134 131 133 130 124 121 M7 N8 122 -

Belarus 151 10 130 125 M5 108 99 94 89 92 93 94 92 89

Moldova 189 177 165 160 152 143 130 120 14 13 106 101 100 99

Russia 147 134 121 107 93 95 92 89 86 88 83 87 91 97

Ukraine? 134 127 122 M5 107 101 96 92 88 84 18 18 78 8.1

Armenias 216 225 215 192 158 136 130 128 16 104 96 90 84 100

Azerbaijan 257 255 262 246 233 210 186 166 168 157 147 145 136 135

Georgia' 168 171 163 134 120 M8 M9 M9 M9 M5 109 10 108 107

Kazakhstano 284 22 15 205 193 189 175 163 152 148 145 148 148 153

Kyrgyzstan 305 293 290 284 259 244 257 233 217 218 215 198 199 203

Tajikistan 388 388 301 324 335 342 341 300 306 313 298 210 272 273

Turkmenistan 348 335 324 324 311 297 201 205 212 258 250 245 22 220

Uzbekistan 333 339 347 333 317 2205 299 274 256 231 224 204 205 211

60 Statistical annex Natality

Social Monitor 2004



2.3 Average age of mothers at first hirth (years)

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. Median age.

b. Data for Kosovo (currently under
United Nations administration)
1998-2001 are SMSOQ estimates; data

Czech Republic 25 24 22 22 23 25 23 83 87 2041 244 29 253 BT e Kosovo.

Hungary 231 230 230 231 231 232 234 237 239 243 247 250 263 257

Poland® 220 230 229 226 226 227 228 229 231 232 235 237 240 243

Slovakia 20 210 211 211 213 215 218 221 231 233 236 239 241 245

Slovenia 237 239 242 243 247 248 251 253 256 258 262 265 267 272

Estonia 228 227 226 227 228 228 230 231 234 236 238 240 242 246

Latvia 29 227 26 225 225 229 230 231 235 236 238 239 241 243

Lithuania 234 233 232 231 232 230 232 232 234 236 238 239 242 243

Bulgaria 20 221 20 220 221 223 222 24 227 29 230 235 238 240

Romania 25 24 222 23 24 25 227 29 231 23 285 237 29 242

Albania - - - - - - -

Bosnia-Herzegovina 236 236 - - - - - - - 241 244 243 244 243

Croatia 266 243 244 245 247 248 250 251 2562 254 254 256 258 259

FYR Macedonia 233 233 234 234 233 235 235 237 237 239 240 242 243 246

Serbia and Montenegro® 239 240 241 242 240 238 239 247 242 243 244 245 248 248

Belarus 21 229 229 228 228 228 229 230 230 231 232 233 233 235

Moldova - - - - - - - - - 20 218 218 219 221

Russia 231 229 28 28 26 25 26 228 229 230 - - - -

Ukraine - - - - - - - - - 241 226

Armenia 227 28 225 22 20 20 225 222 23 25 23 23 24 24

Azerbaijan 238 238 240 240 239 239 238 240 235 237 239 241 241 239

Georgia 237 237 237 236 - 234 235 236 241 240 240 242 247 247

Kazakhstan 26 24 24 24 223 21 222 23 25 26 232 234 26 237

Kyrgyzstan 23 22 22 29 219 29 219 219 220 223 225 227 28 231

Tajikistan 26 224 23 22 219 211 218 - - - - - - -

Turkmenistan 203 243 243 242 242 242 241 242 241 240 240 242 243 243

Uzbekistan 26 224 222 23 20 20 222 223 226 230 231 232 230 234

2.4 Adolescent hirth rate (live hirths per 1,000 women aged 15-19)
a. For natality sources see notes to

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Table 2.1; for population sources,

see notes toTable 1.1.

Czech Republic 449 447 467 447 429 326 249 201 180 164 153 132 M5 116 Enﬁ’;‘;’I“;’t‘ﬁ‘r’]:";’gn‘ﬁ:l:;ggz;’)”de’

Hungary 413 402 387 363 34T 343 319 298 277 259 235 236 221 216 13089001 are SMSO estimates.

Poland 309 315 322 293 272 255 220 211 195 187 175 169 158 154

Slovakia 468 455 502 474 457 383 324 305 286 269 256 240 214 214

Slovenia 212 246 211 194 161 143 133 11 92 85 79 6 67 60

Estonia 534 650 539 505 442 405 379 366 311 275 264 256 238 219

Latvia 447 499 508 486 441 340 299 258 215 190 190 183 172 160

Lithuania 366 412 470 489 435 417 409 379 336 301 266 246 210 206

Bulgaria 752 727 727 705 673 608 535 512 451 451 491 471 447 415

Romania 59.9 518 502 480 477 457 426 405 414 408 404 396 362 328

Albania 156 153 148 165 173 212 229 228 194 177 159 157 16.6 -

Bosnia-Herzegovina 382 383 383 - - - - 339 383 268 226 183 182 192

Croatia n7 274 253 227 204 196 183 200 186 165 161 158 154 149

FYR Macedonia 530 503 469 439 470 457 442 389 36.6 337 308 318 211 259

Serbia and Montenegro® 428 411 392 3H5 3B3 340 322 302 282 265 247 252 253 -

Belarus 398 436 451 460 437 430 395 363 337 312 295 210 257 234

Moldova 562 578 616 621 657 651 617 531 477 436 389 363 336 302

Russia 521 551 543 508 468 487 446 389 359 338 292 2719 279 281

Ukraine 553 588 598 59.8 577 562 543 508 457 412 349 321 289 292

Armenia 627 700 766 825 710 680 562 533 434 346 298 213 234 280

Azerbaijan 280 267 306 350 382 404 395 358 414 364 318 289 264 263

Georgia 580 566 566 495 554 653 630 587 544 507 459 394 322 326

Kazakhstan 479 523 546 520 528 546 498 448 392 311 31 304 277 253

Kyrgyzstan 47 474 523 562 5712 519 536 519 443 427 390 341 328 305

Tajikistan 385 403 462 412 53T 567 523 - - - - - - -

Turkmenistan 219 235 250 2568 294 267 249 251 2712 284 216 261 241 223

Uzbekistan 41 440 482 567 681 648 592 567 492 275 241 211 173 154
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2.5 Share of births to mothers under age 20 (as per cent of total live births)e

a. For natality sources see notes to

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Teble2:

Czech Republic 136 141 155 162 158 135 M0 90 77 67 60 49 42 41
Hungary 123 123 123 124 126 125 M5 10 102 94 84 80 T4 M
Poland 74 80 85 84 83 82 80 78 716 17 15 13 70 69
Slovakia 19 120 140 143 143 134 123 M7 10 105 101 95 91 90
Slovenia 82 18 70 70 59 54 51 43 36 34 31 28 25 22
Estonia n7 131 147 146 147 142 137 130 120 M1 107 100 9.7 8.8
Latvia 03 M7 1227 129 15 M4 M2 105 93 86 84 19 78 13
Lithuania 89 98 M2 n1 M1 124 124 120 MO0 101 92 93 88 93
Bulgaria 209 214 235 246 249 237 226 211 204 195 188 174 111 162
Romania 151 152 169 174 184 179 173 165 160 150 144 138 132 127
Albania 30 29 29 33 38 44 48 51 49 46 44 49 52 6.
Bosnia-Herzegovina 0.4 104 104 - - - - 81 9 IAl 70 64 70 66
Croatia n7 19 18 12 65 62 57 56 51 52 54 53 55 54
FYR Macedonia 71 108 105 104 M5 109 M0 100 1101 94 92 88 82 76
Serbia and Montenegro 06 103 100 98 99 98 90 86 84 80 817 77
Belarus 92 10 123 129 134 141 143 140 141 128 124 n5 14 109
Moldova n1 128 151 159 177 189 198 186 179 174 172 169 163 152
Russia 18 139 154 165 177 182 175 161 156 147 138 129 126 122
Ukraine 141 161 173 183 189 195 199 195 184 1718 165 155 146 142
Armenia "3 125 145 176 200 208 183 181 165 150 144 144 135 137
Azerbaijan 50 47 52 63 72 84 93 95 MO0 107 103 98 97 100
Georgia 129 128 135 144 182 220 211 197 184 179 111 146 122 125
Kazakhstan 87 100 109 mn2 122 130 130 126 120 M5 105 97 91 83
Kyrgyzstan 69 76 85 93 108 108 106 M3 103 99 93 90 88 82
Tajikistan 51 53 59 63 80 83 77 - - - - - - -
Turkmenistan 32 36 39 40 47 45 43 46 50 56 57 56 55 55
Uzbekistan 63 66 70 85 107 109 99 104 98 62 57 53 4T 41

2.6 Share of non-marital births (as per cent of total live births)e

a. For natality sources see notes to

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Table2.

Czech Republic 79 86 98 107 127 145 156 169 178 190 206 218 235 253
Hungary 124 131 141 156 176 194 207 226 250 266 280 290 303 314
Poland 6.1 6.5 6.9 15 8.5 9.0 95 102 M0 M6 N7 121 131 144
Slovakia 72 16 89 98 106 17 126 140 151 153 169 183 198 216
Slovenia 232 245 264 2717 280 288 298 319 327 336 B4 31 394 402
Estonia 253 212 312 339 3B2 410 442 481 516 525 542 545 562 563
Latvia 159 169 184 196 230 264 299 331 348 371 391 403 421 431
Lithuania 67 70 70 79 91 109 128 143 165 180 198 226 254 279
Bulgaria "4 124 155 185 221 245 257 281 300 315 361 384 420 428
Romania - - - - 170 183 197 207 222 230 241 255 267 267
Albania - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 69 74 89 - - - - 81 91 14 124 18 M0 M2
Croatia ni 70 15 17 11 76 15 1 73 8.1 8.2 9.0 9.4 9.6
FYR Macedonia 0 M 0 73 81 85 82 82 89 95 98 98 104 107
Serbia and Montenegro 124 127 136 140 158 160 164 178 191 199 202 204 202 204
Belarus 79 85 94 98 109 121 135 149 162 170 178 186 205 214
Moldova 04 M0 M8 M6 M2 123 133 146 173 178 188 205 225 229
Russia 135 146 160 171 182 196 211 230 253 270 279 280 288 295
Ukraine 08 M2 M9 121 130 128 132 136 152 162 174 173 180 190
Armenia 79 93 109 123 140 153 152 223 258 282 313 346 363 363
Azerbaijan 25 26 37 44 50 52 58 68 15 56 64 54 66 16
Georgia 177 182 187 218 251 284 292 309 334 34 364 411 444 459
Kazakhstan 120 132 134 134 134 145 157 176 210 218 236 242 250 259
Kyrgyzstan 127 130 139 132 167 168 185 211 241 274 288 321 320 327
Tajikistan 70 69 82 75 92 - - - - - - - - -
Turkmenistan 35 44 47 35 38 43 46 50 60 76 7193 89 84
Uzbekistan 42 44 38 34 38 35 41 53 64 84 94 N1 M1 102
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2.7 Non-marital births to mothers under age 20 (as per cent of live births to mothers under age 20)2

a. For natality sources see notes to

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Table21

Czech Republic 166 179 200 208 252 310 362 424 488 534 589 658 716 768

Hungary 329 362 378 393 429 465 502 547 596 640 678 709 743 752

Poland 193 204 218 245 281 309 332 360 387 404 402 419 464 501

Slovakia 228 236 259 2711 292 321 362 391 448 471 517 511 624 664

Slovenia 520 528 575 576 594 660 712 686 731 742 710 801 716 811

Estonia 402 397 450 481 549 581 629 697 760 762 710 798 825 825

Latvia 227 238 251 276 320 457 508 567 589 638 679 707 731 759

Lithuania 127 131 19 133 161 205 230 271 308 347 402 457 519 574

Bulgaria 307 325 383 434 494 542 518 615 636 658 696 743 782 804

Romania - - - -390 411 444 475 509 531 559 592 624 631

Albania - - - - - - - - -

Bosnia-Herzegovina 188 1838 - - - - - 300 268 273 280 289 269 273

Croatia 71 191 200 223 214 231 206 231 246 257 215 311 320 318

FYR Macedonia 251 244 244 225 248 264 254 264 217 294 31 320 337 353

Serbia and Montenegro 334 343 3O 362 3B6 397 413 434 45T 474 489 490 497 494

Belarus 138 142 132 138 146 163 177 200 261 277 293 305 331 35

Moldova 215 222 211 197 154 160 172 202 265 284 304 301 344 359

Russia 198 202 206 211 230 262 270 296 361 396 410 410 4371 447

Ukraine 138 136 138 132 138 141 159 167 188 204 224 225 243 266

Armenia 185 219 240 272 260 260 251 388 444 473 506 539 526 503

Azerbaijan 6.0 71 M0 132 152 132 135 152 134 103 124 97 16 131

Georgia 402 404 384 433 - 425 437 - - - - - - -

Kazakhstan 216 290 277 276 245 2712 289 335 316 394 428 459 474 492

Kyrgyzstan 266 266 281 256 338 347 399 468 510 549 552 579 569 555

Tajikistan 150 132 143 127 158 165 139 - - - - - - -

Turkmenistan 161 189 159 127 130 147 165 207 256 312 267 292 211 243

Uzbekistan 82 90 72 53 65 67 88 106 123 167 189 224 221 209

2.8 Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as per cent of total live births)?
a. For natality sources see notes to

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Table21

b. 1999 survey reports 9.'0 for 1995-

Czech Republic 52 55 59 57 56 55 55 55 56 59 59 58 60 62 ;;’jfi H‘S;ggj'"eswr Morris and

Hungary 92 93 93 90 86 86 82 83 84 83 85 84 85 85 . o00hcumveyreporis33(BHAS

Poland 79 84 83 81 81 72 67 64 61 62 60 57 59 6.0  andUNICEF2000).

Slovakia 56 58 6.1 65 64 64 65 66 6.1 65 66 67 0 69 ?é;;)g(;sirvey ’9P°t"5|5i‘;;g'f 1995-

Slovenia 59 50 53 58 55 54 52 57 52 52 58 56 57 60, 1g000umeyepertshoor 95
1999 (CDC, 2003).

Estonia - 4.3 38 45 4.4 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.7 4.3 4.3 4.6 12000 survey reports 6.0 for 1995-

Latvia 46 50 51 50 48 K1 50 42 53 45 52 49 20 INSSUMadORCHecr

Lithuania 2.9 31 33 3.2 34 34 39 4.4 4.6 4.4 4.8 g. 2061 survey reports 119 for 1996-
2000 (Serbanescu et al., 2002).

Bulgaria 6.9 72 83 84 83 84 86 91 99 94 97 96 97 97 :é;gg(gsti)rvey ’9P°"5‘5-20fg1f'1995'

Romania® 13071 79 82 109 86 88 89 92 90 87 89 88 90 | sssenerepersiaiorties
1999 (APM and ORC Macro, 2000).

Albania 65 65 63 58 56 57 55 54 52 52 50 49 34 28 11-9135379(7R782Pvevr;eg;gsM57 for11999985)-

Bosnia-Herzegovina® - - - - - - - - - - - - - - o e

Croatia 58 53 55 60 60 59 54 50 47 55 59 58 4T 55 om0

FYR Macedonia - - - - - 51 53 53 51 56 55 58 54 54 12000surveyreports 5.7 (SDSU

Serbia and Montenegro 49 53 53 50 50 50 51 43 54  andUNICEF2000.

Belarus 42 43 43 43 46 49 50 49 50 52 51 50 52 52

Moldova? 11 56 56 55 55 58 6.1 58 60 60 68 66 54 51

Russia 56 56 56 58 62 62 6.1 60 62 62 66 63 63 6.2

Ukrainee - - - 52 53 56 57 55 55 54 57 54 53 52

Armeniaf 68 65 6.7 17 74 65 14 15 75 83 84 85 3 80

Azerbaijang 56 52 49 52 54 55 57 44 45 49 51 50 54 59

Georgia® 60 49 86 58 60 66 638 70 67 58 62 59 64 63

Kazakhstan! 58 57 65 57 60 65 61 64 60 59 60 60 53 6.1

Kyrgyzstani 53 49 46 50 51 55 52 55 53 54 52 53 51 52

Tajikistan 5.6 - 54 65 60 56 50 50 39 35 37 39 35 36

Turkmenistank 39 45 42 40 46 42 38 38 36 35 37 33 30 32

Uzbekistan' - b1 50 56 54 58 59 49 47 51 5.0 - - -
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2.9 Total fertility rate (births per woman aged 15-44)

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. 1999 survey reports 1.3 for 1997-
1999 (Serbanescu, Morris and
Marin, 2001).

b. 1997 survey reports 1.8 for 1995-

Czech Republic 187189 186 172 167 144 128 119 117 U6 U3 U4 115 11T e e
Hungary 1.80 184 1.85 176 1.68 1.64 157 1.45 137 1.33 1.29 1.33 131 1.31 ¢. 1999 survey reports 1.42 for 1998-
Poland 205 204 205 193 185 180 161 160 150 140 140 130 130 130 1999 (KIS, USAID and CDC, 2001
Slovakia 208 200 205 198 192 166 152 147 143 138 133 128 120 120 pAftenenareiior s
Slovenia 152 146 142 134 134 132 129 128 125 123 121 126 121 121 g ’
€. 2001 survey reports 2.1 for 1999-
Estonia 222 205 180 171 149 142 138 137 132 128 132 139 134 137 200 Sebevesuetd, 202,
Latvia 200 200 185 17 182 141 127 118 113 1N 118 124 121 123 eels MO et
Lithuania 198 203 201 197 174 157 155 149 147 146 146 139 130 124 1997-1999 (Serbanescu et al., 2001).
9. 1999 survey reports 2.05 for 1997-
Bulgaria 190 181 165 154 145 137 123 124 109 10 128 127 124 121 PRI ORCHace 2009,
Romania® 220 184 157 152 144 141 134 130 132 132 130 130 123 125 1697 (0P an ORC Mawro, 198
i. 2000 survey reports 2.89 for 1998-
Albania 296 303 280 280 260 270 260 250 220 220 210 210 210 210 2000 (GECRCMCH and ORC Macro,
Bosnia-Herzegovina 191191 - - - o B I8 131 o - e e or
Croatia 163 163 153 148 152 147 158 167 169 145 138 139 138 134 1996 (cOC, 2003.
FYR Macedonia 209 206 230 218 216 208 197 190 175 190 175 188 170 -
Serbia and Montenegro 206 208 208 191 191 18 18 183 174 167 163 164 1N
Belarus 203 191 180 175 161 151 139 131 123 127 131 131 127 122
Moldova® 246 239 226 221 210 195 176 167 160 150 140 130 130 120
Russia 200 189 173 155 139 140 134 128 123 124 117 121 125 132
Ukraines 190 190 170 170 160 150 140 130 130 120 120 110 110 110
Armenia¢ 261 262 258 235 197 170 163 160 145 130 119 11 102 121
Azerbaijane 279 277 289 274 270 252 229 206 207 200 200 200 18 184
Georgia' 213 215 207 172 154 152 154 155 155 150 144 146 144 142
Kazakhstans 284 276 272 262 245 241 222 205 190 184 179 183 182 188
Kyrgyzstan® 381 363 357 350 314 294 311 280 259 270 263 244 240 250
Tajikistan 508 509 504 413 423 435 433 386 393 402 384 368 . .
Turkmenistan’ 430 420 410 390 370 360 350 330 320 310 300 290 280 260
Uzbekistani - 407 420 400 380 354 360 331 308 28 272 258 246 250
2.10 Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births)e
a. For natality sources see notes to
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Table2:
l?.1999 survey reports 150 per 100
Czech Republic 96 965 928 898 706 633 641 663 628 615 582 5a1 497 dnq  fueniholonmeOwE
Hungary 878 859 841 847 779 719 823 868 895 859 851 760 743 750 '
Poland 14.6 10.8 5.6 2.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ Abprtions perfomed by private
Slovakia 03 702 616 664 622 622 584 514 470 463 455 428 44§ 435 preconersaeundarepored
Slovenia 677 659 650 663 614 582 569 544 535 511 497 464 446 419 T e
2001).
Estonia 160 1319 1515 1575 1678 1584 1519 1470 1523 1514 1370 1173 1112 1011 d-Datafor 200t 2002 exclude
Latvia - - M21 1087 171 105 1200 1225 1156 1084 930 861 796 733 [amednewAney enos
Lithuania 728 753 742 716 759 712 600 568 518 476 434 416 4 e
e. 1999 survey reports 110 for 1998-
Bulgaria 176 1375 1443 1491 1213 1228 1349 1365 1371 1222 1001 833 750 764 e86IKIS USAID and COC, 0,
Romania® 521 3153 3149 2657 2343 2149 2125 1972 1465 144 108 100 N56 M6 s s wamdoRC.
Macro, 2001).
Albania 296 318 393 368 494 434 448 406 358 315 344 419 355 349 g Datafor 1992:2002 exclude
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Adkhada andTthivali 998
Croatia 922 842 TI8 A3 644 535 398 365 295 325 325 317 319 299 emeneemetsl g0
FYR Macedonia 847 618 665 597 570 49.2 492 451 409 411 310 389 316 - h.1999 survey reports 708 for 1997-
Serbia and Montenegro® 1305 1262 1035 1011 846 719 689 607 488 457 - - - e .
1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).
Belarus 1635 1792 1782 183.1 1812 1878 1865 1774 1662 1522 1407 1242 1046 956 | 2000 suvey rapors 257 for 1996
Moldova? 105 1063 1020 1025 970 947 1014 887 839 804 725 705 440 441 2000 (GECRCMCH and ORC Macro,
Russia 2049 2063 2011 2165 2352 2173 2028 2033 1983 1828 1796 1688 1536 139.2 X
Ukrainee 1532 1551 1517 1562 1544 1531 150.2 1471 1348 1253 1274 1127 982 886
Armenia’ 347 316 349 396 473 598 628 651 575 465 395 343 325 303
Azerbaijan 215 134 179 175 194 208 200 219 191 21 178 150 166 150
Georgias 756 659 667 699 733 854 72 581 433 408 376 306 315 298
Kazakhstan" 775 769 1015 1026 921 87 812 767 615 671 640 609 624 548
Kyrgyzstan 663 573 513 463 451 448 362 316 310 210 248 228 238 188
Tajikistan 201 196 245 262 215 186 169 165 153 132 M7 132 M1 120
Turkmenistan’ 280 285 281 359 252 258 20 255 263 207 167 169 150 152
Uzbekistan 278 261 210 214 182 175 176 11 135 121 N7 N7 M0
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3. Child and maternal mortality

3.1 Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)2

a. For sources of live births, see

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  notes toTable 2.1 for country

differences in the definition of live

Czech Republic 00 108 104 99 85 79 77 60 59 52 46 41 40 41 pussecAetmandRenod
Hungary 15.7 14.8 15.6 14.1 125 15 10.7 10.9 9.9 9.7 8.4 9.2 8.1 12 b. 1999 survey reports 31.5 for 1995-
Poland 190 193 182 173 161 151 136 122 102 95 89 81 77 75 1999 (Serbanescu, Morisand
Slovakia 135 120 132 126 106 M2 M0 102 87 88 83 86 62 16 MmO o don
Slovenia 81 84 82 89 68 65 55 47 52 52 45 49 42 38 iompletscoverage.

d. Data for 1992-1995 are for the
Estonia 48 123 133 157 156 144 149 105 100 94 96 84 88 57  FederatonofBosniaHenegovina
Latvia N3 137 157 116 162 167 188 159 153 150 M3 104 10 98 e oriesor urert wnde
Lithuania 107 103 144 163 154 140 124 100 103 9.2 8.6 8.5 78 79 1998-2001 are SMSO estimates; data

for 2002 exclude Kosovo.
Bulgaria 4 48 169 169 165 163 148 156 175 144 146 133 144 133 LDualor MIRA0ewiue
Romania® 269 269 227 233 233 239 212 23 220 205 186 186 184 173 4 2000 surveyreports 3.1 for 199

2000 (NSS, MH and ORC Macro,
Albaniac 308 283 329 309 332 357 340 258 225 204 123 121 121 g 20
Bosnia-Herzegovina? 184 153 16 206 227 138 132 W0 N8 N0 1 97 76 94  HeOsmenemor ol
Croatia 17 10.7 1.1 1.6 99 10.2 9.0 8.4 8.2 8.2 17 74 11 70 survey reports 74.4 for 1996-2000
FYR Macedonia %7 316 282 06 241 25 27 164 157 163 U9 N8 M9 102 Sevewesuord w2
Serbia and Montenegro® 293 228 209 27 219 184 168 150 M3 139 16 W3 WA 102 4 andTekhinvali 1999

survey reports 41.6 for 1995-1999

Belarus 118 M9 121 123 125 132 133 126 124 M3 N5 9.3 9.1 78 (Serbanescu et al., 2001).
Moldova' 204 190 198 184 215 26 212 202 198 15 182 183 163 17 LS sorsisi
Russia 78 174 18 180 199 186 181 174 172 165 169 153 AT 133\ teqscuneyrepors 615 o 185
Ukraine 130 128 139 140 149 145 144 143 140 128 128 M9 1.3 10.3 1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).
. 1999 survey reports 79.0 for 1995-
Armenia? 204 185 179 185 171 147 142 155 154 147 154 156 154 140 1999 (Aleshina and Redmond, 2003)
Azerbaijan’ %2 B0 53 55 282 252 B3 199 196 166 165 128 125 128 serremineermo
Georgia 196 207 208 21 216 286 282 280 239 20 222 226 229 238  m.2000sunveyreporis 73 for
1996-2000 (GECRCMCH and ORC
Kazakhstan' 256 263 23 259 281 21 210 254 249 216 205 189 193 190 sy mpors oo 62
Kyrgyzstan* 322 300 297 315 319 291 281 259 282 262 227 226 217 212 1696 (106 and ORC Macro, 1997
Tajikistan' 432 407 406 459 470 362 - - - - - - - -
Turkmenistan™ 547 452 470 436 459 464 422 405 378 329 254 214 201 177
Uzbekistan® 381 346 355 374 320 282 260 242 228 218 202 189 183 167

3.2 Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births)

a. Data for 1998-2002 exclude

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  Kosovo fcurrently under United

Nations administration).

Czech Republic 93 84 131 99 M6 66 21 55 22 55 67 55 33 32 %aff;;nfig;?gWZUO? exclude
Hungary 154 27 126 99 188 104 152 14 209 62 42 102 52 83 Datafor 1992-2002 exclude
Poland 06 128 128 99 N7 MO0 99 49 58 48 55 79 35 54 AvkhaziaandTskhinvali
Slovakia 00 63 140 13 123 60 81 50 51 87 107 18 156 19

Slovenia 43 89 46 50 101 103 53 266 10 - M - - -

Estonia N1 314 309 222 328 564 518 - 159 164 161 459 79 11

Latvia 462 237 318 412 299 517 310 404 425 435 412 247 254 50

Lithuania 287 229 196 202 126 165 170 128 159 162 137 88 127 200

Bulgaria 187 29 104 213 142 126 139 194 187 153 235 176 191 165

Romania 169.4 836 665 603 532 604 478 411 414 405 418 328 340 223

Albania 495 317 297 252 162 402 333 218 215 216 69 180 207 -

Bosnia-Herzegovina 254 105 214 - - - - - - - 94 51 27 84

Croatia 36 18 77 43 103 103 120 19 108 64 M1 69 24 100

FYR Macedonia 67 M3 N5 90 62 19 218 - 34 34 73 136 148 -

Serbia and Montenegro? 168 10 131 85 177 131 121 73 137 93 56 56 69 23

Belarus 248 218 311 211 204 190 138 219 257 281 204 213 142 180

Moldova® 341 41 264 313 332 177 124 405 483 363 286 211 439 336

Russia 490 474 524 508 516 523 533 489 502 440 442 397 365 336

Ukraine 327 324 298 313 328 313 323 304 251 2712 252 247 239 28

Armenia 36 401 231 142 211 293 34T 208 38T 254 329 525 218 93

Azerbaijan 286 93 105 176 344 438 310 441 310 411 434 306 254 199

Georgia® 549 409 370 468 357 314 532 473 685 660 513 411 567 451

Kazakhstan 154 207 126 99 188 104 152 N4 209 62 42 102 52 83

Kyrgyzstan 426 629 556 499 445 427 443 315 627 336 423 455 438 535

Tajikistan B9 48 532 696 740 741 502 661 511 544 442 431 454 450

Turkmenistan 552 423 459 588 444 463 484 391 174 131 133 33 61 135

Uzbekistan 428 341 333 301 241 173 189 120 105 96 147 345 335 269
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3.3 Under-5 mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. For sources on live births, see
notes toTable 2.1; for country
differences in the definition of live
births, see Aleshina and Redmond

Czech Republic ng 124 121 M6 101 102 95 718 16 64 57 52 50 52
Hungary 18.0 16.8 176 16.0 14.6 135 125 12.7 1.8 18 10.2 10.8 9.4 8.6 b. 1999 survey reports 35.0 for 1995-
Poland 218 219 204 196 181 173 166 141 M9 M1 105 95 90 89 1999 (Serbanescu, Moris and
Slovakia 158 W1 154 W4T 127 132 131 122 107 U300 102 82 91 MmO eden
Slovenia 03 102 10 106 84 82 67 61 63 67 57 56 AT 49 iicomplee coverage
d. Data for Kosovo (currently under
Estonia 190 172 175 208 199 174 201 125 130 126 126 107 109 75  United Nations acminiiration)
Latvia 152 181 205 222 222 204 195 207 185 190 136 128 137 128 ey aesNS0esmaes doe
Lithuania 143 135 174 197 191 184 162 132 132 120 M2 M6 108 104 e Datafor 1997-2002 exclude
o Da
Bulgaria 183 187 214 206 196 209 190 198 235 186 178 158 170 160 2000 sureyreports 8.0 for 19%6-
Romania® 39 %7 308 305 303 297 262 205 264 246 226 222 219 208 g oo oRcHee
. 2000 survey reports 102.0 for
Albanias 455 45 445 469 497 447 370 306 - - 193 TI7 151 199 SSCAand UNCEF 200, 20
Bosnia-Herzegovina 211 172 185 - - - - - - 129 M4 M2 8T 05 g
Croatia 137 125 126 140 120 18 104 93 95 95 92 86 9.2 8.4 . Data for 19922002 exclude
FYR Macedonia 382 333 302 323 253 255 245 183 172 176 156 136 129 17 Abkhezia andTskhinvali 1999
Serbia and Montenegro* 338 262 241 246 249 215 194 198 165 163 159 158 153 N5 e emfdt MRS
i. 1999 survey reports 71.4 for 1995-
Belarus 150 152 154 155 155 162 166 158 153 143 148 123 116 109 1999 (aPm ald ch Macro, 2000).
Moldovar M1 %) B0 U5 206 B N4 B4 65 22 U0 BI 03 B2 LOTumemonni
Russia 28 23 282 BT 264 89 B4 20 17 204 215 192 183 162\ ap00sumey repors 260 for
Ukraine 176 173 185 187 199 196 199 194 189 173 175 160 144  13.6 1993 (SSAT and UNICEF 2000).
. 2000 survey reports 94.3 for 1996-
Armeniaf 21 B8 26 242 242 214 19 195 195 184 102 192 188 165 0 CFRNCHemIORCHan
Azerbaijans 455 405 401 417 444 452 432 393 375 332 317 259 248 281 1 1996 suvey reports 593 for
Georgia" 249 248 252 267 - 34 327 315 21 251 252 249 255 261 19911996 (CDC, 2003)
Kazakhstani 338 340 350 334 360 353 365 332 326 289 204 2561 247 217
Kyrgyzstan 469 M3 386 422 446 419 413 364 421 407 355 332 295 290
Tajikistank 649 615 585 682 835 713 . . . . . . . .
Turkmenistan' 778 641 642 603 679 703 679 701 670 605 459 367 369 323
Uzbekistan™ 536 479 482 517 481 462 427 386 363 355 318 285 266 243
3.4 Mortality rate for females aged 5-14 (per 100,000 relevant population)®
a. For population sources, see notes
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 Logalut\efuzom -
. Uata Tor -, ased on
Czech Republic® 189 174 173 193 169 198 215 149 167 153 160 155 130 121 s o
Hungary 24 236 198 29 195 158 188 200 151 156 159 158 14T U0 e
Polande 23.0 219 22.6 18.9 18.5 175 16.9 18.2 179 16.3 14.7 13.6 15.4 15.8 d. Data for 2001 based on 2001
Slovakia® 27 215 24 04 18 188 185 187 169 197 213 169 MO M1 s e
Slovenia 223 183 158 183 41 182 179 104 N6 120 89 128  7T5 106 |ried Nuion administmation)
1998-2001 are SMSO estimates.
Estonia 3.6 329 240 397 377 289 235 403 197 203 276 233 232 184 fDatafor 1997:2002 exclude
Latvia 04 360 430 325 381 31 304 248 297 288 28 253 204 Ky L o
Lithuania 328 306 348 295 295 322 290 246 224 290 251 199 1386 202 cons
h. Deaths 1992-2002 exclude
Bulgaria® 322 324 314 3B5 309 257 286 329 361 310 207 215 222 206  AbkhazaandTskhinval
Romaniac 443 401 396 349 361 431 443 487 512 518 452 420 398 382
Albania? B43 615 487 425 441 387 354 337 - - 259 255 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 219 186 165 - - - - - - 163 N5 17 N3 126
Croatia 207 205 206 275 214 153 225 155 165 132 127 M5 127 87
FYR Macedonia 307 252 210 271 259 310 181 264 216 244 162 151 198 179
Serbia and Montenegro® 276 280 227 261 221 195 205 211 196 192 200 189 178 -
Belarus 290 284 307 286 259 250 256 227 237 262 214 212 196 238
Moldova 430 367 397 435 410 412 404 375 365 317 373 314 295 268
Russia 38 332 368 364 391 375 391 351 309 337 341 325 344 327
Ukraing® 327 298 354 330 326 343 333 329 325 204 281 282 283 21
Armenia? 321 20 206 198 184 180 176 134 140 129 142 149 M0 93
Azerbaijan 414 358 404 434 457 490 527 396 415 427 398 406 430 392
Georgia" 289 262 284 268 306 224 229 248 240 251 182 207 29 27
Kazakhstan 394 405 437 417 461 437 454 431 47 423 389 348 389 372
Kyrgyzstan 474 452 407 416 372 430 413 414 414 40 345 387 213 335
Tajikistan 511 466 432 446 722 708 687 537 568 - 403 - - -
Turkmenistan 555 522 451 478 545 546 511 511 454 551 407 419 331 372
Uzbekistan 477 480 437 461 510 510 518 443 427 473 425 3710 358 331
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3.5 Mortality rate for males aged 5-14 (per 100,000 relevant population)?

a. See notes to Table 3.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  population sources, see notesto

Table 1.1.

Czech Republic 01 280 290 283 267 284 252 237 229 25 214 15 11 177
Hungary B0 322 311 266 268 247 285 239 204 245 265 214 210 237
Poland $I 3B W2 31 279 282 284 210 256 250 253 221 218 236
Slovakia 290 288 362 320 264 273 294 268 299 218 290 256 307 243
Slovenia 211 301 245 208 212 263 245 222 364 213 227 156 204 165
Estonia 672 695 574 608 540 545 657 459 574 417 313 380 419 326
Latvia 698 914 739 716 681 613 568 40.2 596 426 456 448 391 383
Lithuania 544 510 588 599 531 511 423 390 405 347 404 328 391 333
Bulgaria 498 483 516 457 437 472 439 44T 475 455 386 358 333 314
Romania 673 641 629 567 612 704 782 713 765 782 718 625 600 548
Albania 732 716 731 740 69.0 692 592 593 - - 498 527 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 34 322 302 - - - - - - 217 195 199 147 192
Croatia 378 308 399 465 325 273 260 239 226 245 186 223 208 159
FYR Macedonia 438 449 368 316 432 352 3B6 279 305 388 386 283 212 321
Serbia and Montenegro 348 3B9 34 3B5 369 306 279 267 285 298 280 215 281 -
Belarus 56.1 443 552 499 437 524 421 399 415 407 395 341 361 381
Moldova 671 603 742 699 600 771 643 547 507 621 541 542 567 521
Russia 654 642 731 696 700 645 682 594 570 570 60.6 580 59.1 542
Ukraine 558 555 609 555 566 557 551 50.4 472 480 465 467 493 457
Armenia 48 426 284 328 395 293 325 254 252 214 202 220 178 228
Azerbaijan 609 481 614 656 659 692 643 511 587 550 530 519 538 49.0
Georgia 470 448 416 365 500 387 397 347 368 354 B0 345 398 397
Kazakhstan 697 716 808 757 717 747 728 617 640 663 599 616 589 56.2
Kyrgyzstan 704 750 619 663 686 634 625 632 651 659 596 520 564 529
Tajikistan 699 756 624 705 1007 930 794 655 706 - 416 - - -
Turkmenistan 799 765 704 643 756 740 729 659 762 735 591 521 563 626
Uzbekistan 739 723 696 754 730 729 714 655 658 635 585 530 515 484

3.6 Mortality rate due to natural causes for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population)?

a. See notes toTable 3.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 ?of,’,”‘aﬁo" sources, see notes to
able 1.1.

Czech Republic 183 192 210 164 178 174 172 136 149 162 M9 153 144 131
Hungary 198 235 213 183 208 187 236 180 182 185 162 194 151 158
Poland 228 221 211 206 201 206 193 206 210 203 186 167 156 162
Slovakia 23 222 172 180 200 225 202 184 187 159 173 166 142 137
Slovenia 174 145 129 202 134 180 172 159 128 171 182 M5 156 175
Estonia $2 284 250 282 211 267 311 192 181 229 156 96 1711 198
Latvia 341 3%2 302 246 293 261 232 250 254 211 219 134 186 167
Lithuania 09 254 275 216 243 270 233 207 148 138 213 111 222 163
Bulgaria 286 329 319 305 295 310 282 278 387 306 261 286 281 214
Romania 363 323 288 317 291 291 296 303 303 211 210 245 234 207
Albania - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - 427 30 343 328 243
Croatia - - - - - - - - - - - 144 167 153
FYR Macedonia 274 365 246 355 266 301 201 230 283 317 179 227 222 294
Serbia and Montenegro 286 289 280 319 338 251 249 262 221 227 226 227 204 -
Belarus 342 286 270 301 308 302 292 230 231 243 220 217 201 192
Moldova 318 335 338 288 382 376 367 318 341 367 312 339 204 307
Russia 310 311 323 349 3B4 363 377 31 3HB5 34 32 388 329 310
Ukraine 283 213 305 308 346 3HB5 33 3B5 316 316 315 299 299 278
Armenia 253 235 176 196 227 182 227 213 199 223 167 154 151 209
Azerbaijan 349 328 360 456 484 536 560 481 435 342 284 409 394 370
Georgia 31277 34 290 - 327 304 305 323 301 322 337 508 440
Kazakhstan 398 31 414 442 494 496 522 483 547 513 508 448 416 411
Kyrgyzstan 392 426 347 432 408 44 457 414 M2 M5 432 385 422 397
Tajikistan 738 424 397 428 634 T18 731 669 659 - 655 - - -
Turkmenistan 484 457 470 452 599 609 601 661 669 619 538 594 538 568
Uzbekistan 511 397 428 496 607 585 558 554 565 531 495 472 476 453
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3.7 Mortality rate due to injuries in population aged 15-19 (including suicides, per 100,000 relevant population)®

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. See notes toTable 3.4; for
population sources, see notes to
Table 1.1.

Czech Republic 318 38 414 428 414 4001 451 402 383 365 315 362 329 345
Hungary 473 501 411 475 325 312 292 289 279 263 262 224 245 240
Poland 458 471 492 418 431 458 434 380 402 390 400 350 3B3 3B
Slovakia 349 389 385 31 336 343 330 288 311 3/I1 241 294 291 33
Slovenia 516 413 523 458 469 646 496 504 369 534 364 418 490 365
Estonia 831 926 935 80.0 870 1040 84 565 836 557 781 567 59.0 69.8
Latvia 915 922 924 1025 1089 800 970 702 738 595 622 6715 631 554
Lithuania 719 668 864 721 835 821 758 715 614 671 721 710 748 6938
Bulgaria 3718 449 358 428 422 453 405 380 324 309 367 327 292 244
Romania 432 420 315 341 364 317 35 33 310 364 316 382 303 284
Albania
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - -
Croatia - - - - - - - - - - - 395 362 343
FYR Macedonia 176 186 221 218 204 172 146 176 192 251 268 185 168 222
Serbia and Montenegro 229 214 366 386 240 242 218 251 281 249 263 225 210 -
Belarus 430 564 629 662 577 638 688 631 651 611 657 555 613 584
Moldova 655 527 525 787 593 552 495 470 448 437 439 391 419 353
Russia 791 8.0 846 920 1096 1m0 1265 1115 970 100.1 1047 1108 1039 99.1
Ukraine 610 594 583 640 618 706 70.2 650 582 577 574 618 583 546
Armenia 338 289 226 381 460 101 448 518 412 377 261 214 183 228
Azerbaijan 164 213 274 1337 1274 1747 400 281 253 364 B0 192 184 161
Georgia 304 342 289 506 - 366 288 294 204 260 184 19 142 212
Kazakhstan 690 697 773 788 860 759 769 711 787 735 706 800 697 652
Kyrgyzstan 418 431 445 485 428 313 447 332 367 400 332 315 303 313
Tajikistan - 236 252 347 806 478 322 294 266 - - - - -
Turkmenistan 382 467 443 418 409 M3 317 407 456 409 318 346 305 395
Uzbekistan 247 32 31 32 334 265 242 274 261 219 264 210 265 241
3.8 Suicide rate for females aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population)?

a. See notes toTable 3.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 ?oﬂmaﬁon sources, see notes to

able 1.1.
Czech Republic 23 32 28 16 34 25 45 32 23 30 31 30 18 37
Hungary 57 68 30 48 61 36 22 31 43 23 29 30 37 38
Poland 25 29 25 30 24 29 29 28 32 30 26 27 24 26
Slovakia 29 28 23 13 39 17 21 09 22 22 14 18 18 19
Slovenia 5.7 4.2 4.2 5.5 5.5 41 5.4 6.8 4.2 8.5 58 18 76 31
Estonia 7% 38 57 17 719 121 62 103 83 41 120 20 39 19
Latvia 01 79 35 36 49 49 62 62 62 12 47 46 56 33
Lithuania 59 44 M3 69 47 M9 64 65 49 96 19 155 45 88
Bulgaria 64 52 42 42 42 52 49 34 48 42 25 29 31 23
Romania 48 36 30 25 27 22 27 19 24 26 29 22 11 22
Albania - - - -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 45 07 28 14
Croatia - - - - - - - - - 21 211
FYR Macedonia 5.3 -39 - 38 63 12 37 37 49 24 37 37 -
Serbia and Montenegro 26 49 28 20 25 38 41 25 51 39 54 28 21
Belarus 28 39 45 42 47 44 49 61 50 62 33 39 39
Moldova - 47 62 713 62 50 39 22 29 18 47 23 40 M
Russia 63 64 66 69 77 91 95 78 85 84 89 87 84 83
Ukraine 5.1 4.4 4.4 5.7 4.0 47 5.2 4.2 4.4 4.9 4.0 - 35 3.4
Armenia 0.7 - - 07 06 06 - - - - - - 06
Azerbaijan - 06 06 09 09 06 - 03 09 03 03 05 05 -
Georgia 0.5 - - - - - - - - - - -
Kazakhstan 08 M7 109 M2 145 108 95 104 185 M3 97 N8 90 105
Kyrgyzstan 5.4 73100 75 45 22 M2 26 50 54 44 55 45 48
Tajikistan - 56 70 47 25 14 21 14 07 - - - - -
Turkmenistan 55 79 81 59 52 b9 18 39 103 88 7 63 64 80
Uzbekistan - 68 66 63 51 42 30 49 50 61 57 64 55 b1
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3.9 Suicide rate for males aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population)

a. See notes to Table 3.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  population sources, see notesto

Table 1.1.

Czech Republic 91 86 129 M5 103 131 162 136 141 106 128 91 95 93
Hungary 165 126 137 185 132 161 1563 130 105 13 129 104 101 M2
Poland 06 104 M6 M4 134 138 142 145 144 144 17T 141 142 146
Slovakia 85 86 M9 68 88 120 M1 100 76 120 82 66 57 63
Slovenia 123 94 106 132 261 233 193 180 169 306 150 127 16 N9
Estonia B0 232 236 185 285 2712 236 197 216 234 364 245 224 241
Latvia 178 189 239 367 318 287 252 262 202 231 168 219 140 127
Lithuania 188 143 242 218 245 279 327 306 377 233 3By 216 364 384
Bulgaria 07 M4 108 139 160 123 134 124 130 107 89 49 66 92
Romania 64 73 55 13 11 62 18 18 12 57 17 85 15 69
Albania - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - 94 34 20 13
Croatia - - - - - - - - - - - 1440 131 140
FYR Macedonia 26 25 62 37 36 12 12 12 23 35 58 12 23 23
Serbia and Montenegro 54 58 51 73 68 53 85 97 81 54 76 84 69 -
Belarus - M5 137 197 147 194 238 193 200 222 205 209 236 243
Moldova - 15 19 100 164 152 108 91 137 55 89 80 83 70
Russia 185 234 242 253 318 349 362 350 348 338 344 369 393 382
Ukraine "9 121 124 126 164 177 181 167 163 171 170 - 183 147
Armenia 48 40 26 19 25 12 12 12 111 6 16 10 13
Azerbaijan 00 26 26 35 29 06 11 08 08 00 03 10 09 M
Georgia 32 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kazakhstan 216 215 253 301 348 286 309 335 39 295 321 338 300 312
Kyrgyzstan 128 107 105 144 145 125 154 97 108 146 143 M2 187 152
Tajikistan 49 22 40 50 29 36 53 21 33 - - - - -
Turkmenistan 74128 134 167 143 107 121 148 200 166 177 179 88 155
Uzbekistan - 82 99 N7 99 86 17 75 102 87 M3 125 14 101
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4. Life expectancy and adult mortality

4.1 Crude death rate (deaths per 1,000 population)e

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. For population sources, see notes
toTable 1.1.

b. Rates for 2001-2002 based on
2001 census.

Czech Republic? 123 125 121 17 M4 M4 14 09 109 06 107 06 05 06 o e
Hungary 138 140 140 143 45 142 141 139 135 137 140 133 130 131 censes
Polande 01 102 106 103 102 100 100 100 98 97 99 95 94 94  d Ratefor2001 based on 2001
Slovakia® 02 103 103 101 99 96 98 95 97 99 97 98 96 96 FEA e
Slovenia 9.4 9.3 9.7 9.7 100 9.7 9.5 9.4 9.5 9.6 9.5 9.3 9.3 9.4 United Nations administration)
1998-2001 are SMSO estimates.
Estonia N8 124 126 131 142 152 45 134 133 140 134 134 136 135  fRatelorieoranedude
Latvia 122 131 131 135 153 166 157 10 138 12 137 136 W0 1Y Sren o
Lithuania 04 108 M1 M2 125 127 125 M9 N5 M5 M4 N1 N6 M8 consus.
h. Deaths for 1992-2002 exclude
Bulgaria® 120 125 128 126 129 132 136 140 147 143 136 141 142 143 AbkhadaandTskhinval
Romania® 107 16 109 M6 M6 M7 120 127 124 120 M8 M4 N6 124
Albania¢ 56 56 55 57 56 57 55 53 55 54 49 49 49 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 69 65 Al - - - - 11 84 82 8 79 77 76
Croatia M0 109 M5 108 106 104 106 M3 M4 M6 M4 N5 N2 4
FYR Macedonia 77 77 17 83 81 81 83 81 83 84 83 85 83 88
Serbia and Montenegro® 95 93 97 101 102 100 102 106 105 107 109 1M1 106 -
Belarus 102 108 M2 M4 126 127 131 131 135 136 142 135 141 148
Moldova 92 97 105 102 107 M8 122 M5 108 109 N3 N3 N0 16
Russia 07 M2 M4 122 144 156 149 141 137 136 147 153 156 162
Ukraineb N7 122 129 134 143 148 155 1563 150 144 149 154 155 157
Armenia 60 62 65 70 14 66 66 66 63 61 63 63 63 80
Azerbaijan 62 60 61 69 70 72 66 62 60 59 58 58 56 b7
Georgia" 92 93 96 102 M2 104 104 104 105 105 106 107 105 107
Kazakhstan 78 79 82 84 95 99 107 107 104 102 99 101 100 100
Kyrgyzstan 72 70 69 11 16 82 81 15 74 I3 68 10 66 11
Tajikistan 65 62 61 66 89 71 60 55 49 49 42 47 51 48
Turkmenistan 7 69 0 68 14 14 70 1 65 63 53 53 52 54
Uzhekistan 63 61 62 66 67 67 64 63 58 59 54 55 53 54
4.2 Female life expectancy at birth (in years)
a. Data for 1995 refer to 1990-1995,
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 taken from UN (1997).
b. Data for 1989 refer to 1988-1989;
Czech Republic 754 754 757 761 764 766 766 773 715 781 781 783 784 785 19g°takfe"ff°mC$E“99”-
Hungary 738 737 738 737 738 42 745 AT 751 752 751 756 65 T66  ympemcorism
Poland 755 755 753 757 760 761 764 766 770 713 715 780 784 788  d.Datafor 1995 refer to 1994-1995;
Slovakia 752 754 152 762 767 165 763 767 767 767 710 712 716 716 [%6refere oesht 9t fas
Slovenia 67 713 T4 TI3 713 714 768 783 786 787 788 790 796 799 ¢ buttorKosowo lcurentl under
United Nations administration)
Estonia 747 746 748 747 738 731 743 755 760 755 761 760 762 770 1982001 are SMSO estimates.
Latvia 752 746 748 48 738 729 731 756 759 755 762 760 766 768  |lsecectl@mieensss
Lithuania 763 763 759 760 750 749 751 759 766 767 710 715 716  TI6 g Dstofor 1985-1990 taken from CIS
Stat (2001).
Bulgaria 751 748 747 45 746 749 A9 746 744 - 748 753 753 754
Romania 724 727 731 732 732 733 734 731 730 733 737 742 748 749
Albania 755 754 754 743 743 756 743 76.4
Bosnia-Herzegovina?® 746 752 - - - - 751 -
Croatia®® 74.8 - 760 - 757 - - - - -
FYR Macedonias* 74.0 Y - - 740 744 A5 TAT 48 748 752 -
Serbia and Montenegro © 738 743 746 744 T4 TAL 74T 746 74T 748 749 749 752
Belarus 764 756 755 754 744 743 743 743 A3 744 739 AT 45 T4
Moldova 723 718 710 719 711 698 697 704 703 T4 710 712 71T 717
Russia 745 743 743 738 719 712 717 725 729 729 724 722 723 720
Ukraine 750 750 750 740 740 732 727 730 730 737 737 736 736 736
Armenia 747 752 756 755 744 749 759 762 713 781 755 745 759 761
Azerbaijan 742 748 745 739 739 739 729 738 746 750 751 751 752 750
Georgial 750 750 750 746 732 741 742 743 745 748 761 750 748 748
Kazakhstan 731 727 724 723 708 703 694 697 699 704 707 707 711 711
Kyrgyzstan 724 726 727 722 7.7 707 704 710 T4 712 726 724 726 721
Tajikistan 718 726 729 710 681 682 691 700 696 697 708 - - -
Turkmenistan 684 697 693 694 688 678 675 678 676 690 704 718 720 718
Uzbekistans 721 724 733 721 75 712 717 719 726 723 735 732 736 736
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4.3 Male life expectancy at birth (in years)?

a. See notes toTable 4.2.

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  b-Tsuladzeetal. (2001) report 68

for 2000.

Czech Republic 681 676 682 684 692 695 697 704 705 711 T4 716 721 721
Hungary 654 651 650 646 645 648 653 661 664 661 663 611 682 683
Poland 66.7 665 661 667 674 675 676 681 685 689 688 697 702 704
Slovakia 668 666 668 676 684 683 684 688 689 686 690 691 695 699
Slovenia 688 694 695 695 694 696 703 703 70 TN T4 T9 721 723
Estonia 657 646 644 635 625 611 617 645 645 644 654 651 647 652
Latvia 653 642 639 633 616 607 608 639 642 641 649 649 652 654
Lithuania 669 664 652 649 632 626 633 646 655 660 664 668 660 662
Bulgaria 686 681 680 680 677 6713 611 611 672 - 679 681 686 685
Romania 665 666 666 666 661 659 657 653 652 655 661 610 677 676
Albania 696 693 693 685 685 695 685 - - - 77 N5
Bosnia-Herzegovina 69.2 69.7 - - - - 695 - - - - -

Croatia 66.8 - 686 - - A - - - - -

FYR Macedonia 70.1 - 701 - - 696 701 703 704 703 705 707 -

Serbia and Montenegro 687 691 69.0 686 691 691 699 699 698 698 699 699 70.

Belarus 668 663 655 649 638 635 629 630 629 627 622 634 628 623
Moldova 655 650 643 639 643 623 618 629 629 640 637 639 645 644
Russia 642 638 635 620 589 576 583 598 608 613 599 590 590 585
Ukraine 660 660 660 640 640 628 618 610 620 630 630 624 624 624
Armenia 690 684 689 687 679 681 689 693 703 708 707 705 710 700
Azerbaijan 666 670 663 654 652 652 652 663 614 619 681 686 686 69.4
Georgia® 673 675 671 660 644 660 663 669 671 6714 675 675 680 680
Kazakhstan 639 632 626 624 601 597 580 580 585 590 603 597 60.1 60.6
Kyrgyzstan 643 642 646 642 629 616 614 623 626 631 649 649 650 644
Tajikistan 667 671 673 654 564 632 636 641 640 643 66.1 - - -
Turkmenistan 618 629 623 629 625 613 619 620 622 620 634 649 654 649
Uzbekistan 660 661 673 667 664 661 664 665 675 615 686 684 689 689

4.4 Mortality rate for females aged 20-24 (per 100,000 relevant population)

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTable .

b. Rates for 2001-2002 based on

Czech Republic® 379 383 #20 #13 419 #2 362 363 328 322 30 340 320 312 203”9;‘5“2560“ Son 2002
Hungary 511 567 526 464 410 457 313 367 312 332 321 344 218 290 oo rrivbwedon
Polande 431 317 402 383 361 3b2 3B5 334 329 340 339 305 282 295  d.Ratefor 2001 based on 2001
Slovakia® 361 4.0 362 377 337 347 247 256 332 218 344 266 242 289 Zerr]:a::s for Kosovo furenty under
Slovenia 538 481 330 380 528 486 354 475 2560 402 3712 301 246 290 (ied Nations administration)
1998-2001 are SMSQ estimates.
Estonia 612 710 449 680 707 1504 656 523 467 70.6 515 493 595 60.8 I Ratesfor 1997-2002 exclude
Latvia 800 557 634 695 827 760 726 537 735 751 803 618 529 524 ;ra;;‘i"f'gf‘z’bozbasedonzom
Lithuania 584 422 575 551 642 686 570 59.4 662 656 575 540 678 449  enas.
h. Deaths for 1992-2002 exclude
Bulgaria® 568 b45 475 560 561 B40 509 526 581 481 420 500 499 463  AbkhaziaandTskhinvali
Romania 733 580 560 557 533 566 536 550 497 476 446 413 406 397
Albania 593 390 555 634 665 558 607 466 - - 372 533 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 393 266 432 - - - - - - 450 286 308 35 241
Croatia 39.4 437 495 494 463 494 381 346 314 353 260 308 300 389
FYR Macedonia 450 #5 566 444 335 333 499 412 458 367 31 461 174 397
Serbia and Montenegro® 50.1 397 432 36.0 459 392 405 384 416 397 383 399 30 -
Belarus 583 567 576 584 614 547 694 615 611 594 750 668 608 702
Moldova' 69.3 726 742 807 760 779 668 631 541 587 519 569 443 478
Russia 704 714 741 841 969 1001 1038 986 99.4 1006 M25 1144 M35 1074
Ukraine® 611 608 640 699 691 713 798 776 753 700 707 733 787 710
Armenia? 69.3 456 410 668 464 567 313 314 375 344 195 267 167 291
Azerbaijan 595 538 684 870 928 1030 915 724 741 637 634 630 543 548
Georgia" 50 631 5713 589 702 593 479 414 405 381 344 389 496 495
Kazakhstan 927 1031 1069 109.6 1275 146 1265 1189 1205 M77 1148 1214 1150 1193
Kyrgyzstan 9%.7 868 1010 937 946 934 974 1028 844 803 836 870 8.0 818
Tajikistan 996 982 1108 101.0 139.7 1315 1251 1211 1128 - 839 - - -
Turkmenistan 997 1031 M37 M43 M3 1053 1090 1178 M35 19.0 1053 111.0 1055 110.7
Uzbekistan 957 925 1011 1006 1069 1087 1017 100.0 1020 106 986 980 981 96.3

Social Monitor 2004 Life expectancy and adult mortality Statistical annex 71



4.5 Mortality rates for males aged 20-24 (per 100,000 relevant population)?

a. See notes toTable 4.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  population sources, see notesto

Table 1.1.

Czech Republic N7 1265 160 1248 1224 1218 102 927 168 963 1045 1020 1094 1005 > Feelora00tbesed on2
Hungary 420 150 1414 1493 1217 1235 1058 943 925 1023 985 943 889 944 e forz00ebased on 20w
Poland 151 1682 1734 1567 1347 1425 1344 1315 1342 1332 1329 1201 M41 168 census
Slovakia 1044 1312 1313 1311 1252 1092 1097 M36 1202 M98 128 1093 921 1037
Slovenia 1707 1371 1785 711 1922 1524 1390 1270 1318 1400 189 1251 1214 199
Estonia 2139 2587 2267 3080 3470 3770 3132 2312 2949 2152 2565 2358 2448 2876

Latvia 2537 2261 2587 3064 3091 3516 3039 2883 2569 2638 2825 2564 2242 236.1
Lithuania 210 2035 2720 2556 2914 2898 2598 2929 2964 2551 2551 2528 2547 2462
Bulgaria 1332 157 1299 1432 1421 1480 1449 7162 1303 1289 138 1076 1206 1039
Romania 1575 1399 1306 1488 1334 1382 1324 1363 1257 T4T 1091 1038 991 1083
Alpania® 132 1320 1718 1875 2305 2337 2309 1861 - - AT 198 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 082 95 1548 - - - - - - %8 82 920 766 676
Croatia 138 1624 5036 4155 2453 1530 2207 150.4 1319 1000 106 1233 1226 1209

FYR Macedonia 73 886 984 803 824 727 905 841 807 716 960 929 818 982

Serbia and Montenegro 96 92 1582 196 191 934 894 909 1065 1021 1092 988 926 -
Belarus 2222 2331 2406 2618 2522 2618 2578 2515 2605 2798 3031 2715 2817 2360
Moldova 2762 2601 2220 3444 2173 2481 2214 2046 1695 1808 1848 1615 1784 1522

Russia 2604 2599 2725 3175 3729 4008 4282 4127 3845 4027 4485 4961 4385 4017
Ukraine 235 2212 2248 2467 2363 2658 2780 2669 2518 2484 2684 2705 2768 2701
Armenia® 918 170 1224 1925 2060 2840 1350 103 M4 788 687 687 615 541
Azerbaijan 1078 1234 1099 4233 3929 5413 1691 1661 1737 1572 1475 1205 1061 983
Georgia 1562 1502 1501 2414 2799 2253 1809 1222 1182 1440 1259 1234 999 1002
Kazakhstan 2184 2289 256 2550 3080 2991 3704 3869 3733 3867 3523 3595 3586 3017
Kyrgyzstan 1913 1963 1896 1869 1846 1830 2198 1935 2056 1985 1773 1979 1722 1828
Tajikistan M36 939 1079 1840 4813 2316 1949 2404 1816 - M55 - - -
Turkmenistan 1789 1761 1674 1519 1704 1763 1617 2186 1988 2427 2202 2160 1964 1386
Uzbekistan 1441 W4 1413 1396 1384 479 167 1546 1506 1629 1552 1554 1476 1346

4.6 Mortality rates for females aged 25-39 (per 100,000 relevant population)2

a. See notes toTable 4.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 ?olf,”'aﬁon sources, se notes to
able 1.1.

Czech Republic 700 738 725 737 723 646 658 587 632 487 499 487 507 512  D-Retefor200 basedon 2001
Hungary 1346 1358 1397 1450 1515 1323 1224 1116 984 981 905 823 753 744
Poland 846 874 920 843 809 803 793 737 708 678 665 611 557 547
Slovakia 782 830 783 737 746 688 698 642 663 691 622 541 511 523
Slovenia 734 647 679 713 754 759 678 685 599 554 501 570 494 531
Estonia 17105 1025 1024 1029 1195 1851 1354 1227 954 1208 1036 1139 110.8 909
Latvia 1096 158 M21 1271 1512 1662 1482 1258 1268 1212 1221 177 1103 1011
Lithuania 1078 1019 1035 1030 1177 1307 1314 1207 138 1045 1098 1011 1073 1036
Bulgaria 858 953 819 929 925 978 922 907 960 864 896 862 859 824
Romania 1276 184 185 1118 1164 1085 104 1122 106 999 906 841 795 793
Albania® 788 787 686 716 738 723 710 663 - - 595 700 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 705 632 647 - - - - - - 614 557 587 442 442
Croatia 790 744 855 752 651 619 646 648 645 624 473 523 529 502
FYR Macedonia 818 9.2 739 725 781 647 808 765 748 844 751 597 549 543
Serbia and Montenegro 844 799 848 848 880 843 767 820 81 749 761 732 682 -
Belarus 933 915 1030 1061 104 152 1205 19.4 1271 1236 1317 1249 1262 128.4
Moldova 1215 181 1352 1242 1328 1422 1494 150.1 1299 129.0 1348 1274 1207 120.2
Russia 100 126 1203 1390 1746 1949 1917 1732 1608 1574 1748 1848 1910 202.8
Ukraine 983 1036 10.1 1176 1247 1388 1560 1518 142.3 133.1 1364 1460 153.1 158.3
Armenia 9.1 905 805 8.1 846 757 750 729 711 717 610 653 657 689
Azerbaijan 1001 956 977 1275 1186 1265 1237 1204 109.4 1065 998 1010 950 886
Georgia 973 900 876 957 1090 942 1033 900 1076 975 867 863 929 927
Kazakhstan 1277 1282 1355 1419 1656 1756 1938 2036 2137 199.8 2009 1884 1917 1943
Kyrgyzstan 1425 1505 150.8 1546 1549 170.8 180.3 1716 160.5 1637 1473 1527 1414 1677
Tajikistan 1558 1493 1481 1662 223.1 2045 1989 1872 1847 - 1496 - - -
Turkmenistan 1678 1516 1617 160.8 1605 1684 1632 1798 1670 1729 1518 1487 1617 1533
Uzbekistan 1419 1328 1383 140.1 1505 1618 1622 1586 1551 153.0 1411 1445 1474 1466
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4.7 Mortality rates for males aged 25-39 (per 100,000 relevant population)?

a. See notes toTable 4.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  population sources, see notesto

Table 1.1.

Czech Republic 1710 1931 1845 1840 1716 1718 1681 1576 1478 1375 1375 1312 1252 1273 D Fewiorafzbesdonznt
Hungary 3335 3532 3513 3768 3844 3620 3334 2760 2589 2622 2414 217 1842 1872
Poland 2725 2869 2980 2836 2580 2621 2640 2384 2428 2287 238 2010 1897 1867
Slovakia 2308 2419 2347 23716 2023 1978 1936 1790 1900 1916 1803 1763 1748 1661
Slovenia 275 1761 2155 2196 2293 2169 1713 1731 1878 1695 1610 1470 1642 1490
Estonia 3271 3761 4242 4528 5088 6583 5832 440.4 4515 4589 3980 3557 3912 4051
Latvia 3704 4046 4444 5040 6255 7224 6481 4833 4304 4649 4394 4016 4229 4138
Lithuania 387 3648 4323 4194 4918 5507 5018 4426 4167 4061 4004 3829 4129 3934
Bulgaria 2143 2232 2162 2303 2464 2518 2336 2167 2161 2057 1811 1870 1863 179.1
Romania 2627 2750 2742 2921 2853 2961 305.4 2964 2961 2540 2214 2103 2051 2098
Alpania 1M60 1297 1605 1777 1885 1858 1718 1632 - - M5 183 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 1618 1696 1952 - - - - - - 198 1076 1064 1022 975
Croatia 2007 2104 4798 3800 2570 1995 2222 1800 1602 1639 1413 1408 1461 1408
FYR Macedonia 1341 1428 1420 1381 1594 1407 1284 793 1163 1285 1302 1205 1374 1390
Serbia and Montenegro 1672 1734 2144 2076 1769 163.1 1552 1537 1578 1538 1470 1399 1356 -
Belarus 3237 3439 3642 N4 4454 4717 4886 4873 4927 5021 5511 5005 5092 5386
Moldova 3333 3479 3026 4672 3706 4210 4581 4314 3699 3986 3868 3489 3423 3376
Russia 4165 4384 4686 5647 7245 8084 7764 6879 6140 6029 6735 7347 7351 7470
Ukraine 330 3565 3999 4454 4586 5107 5750 5606 5NM6 4724 5098 5359 5628 5699
Armenia® 1939 2152 2243 3088 2911 3048 2092 1878 1706 1580 130.4 1362 140.1 1636
Azerbaijan 2026 2262 2403 3987 3329 4256 2819 2611 2326 2223 2161 215 1970 1911
Georgia 2688 2675 2919 3529 4151 3438 3135 2665 2925 2841 2788 2763 2938 2935
Kazakhstan 3749 3815 4140 4326 555 5413 6213 6673 6458 6406 5815 6338 5986 5767
Kyrgyzstan 3520 3644 3737 3398 4036 4435 4552 4159 4188 3903 3763 4227 4150 3920
Tajikistan 2067 2103 1955 3269 9306 3327 319.1 3843 307 - B4O - - -
Turkmenistan 2967 2857 2739 2870 3083 289.4 2838 3393 3557 3692 3411 3430 3760 3564
Uzbekistan 248 2472 2529 2421 2422 2609 2664 2834 2681 2630 2590 2754 2648 2503

4.8 Mortality rates for females aged 40-59 (per 100,000 relevant population)2

a. See notes toTable 4.4; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 ?oﬁu‘am" sources, se notes to
able 1.1.

Czech Republic 4055 3931 3895 3667 3486 340.1 3533 3278 3357 3254 3248 3351 3384 3266  D-Retefor2002based on 2001
Hungary 5867 5776 569.7 5948 6020 5768 566.4 5196 532.0 5376 542.2 5153 5068 5071
Poland 4486 4414 4441 4265 3980 390.3 3826 3707 3672 3571 3578 349.6 3449 3384
Slovakia 4239 4440 4392 4048 3884 3647 3613 3418 366.3 3487 3515 3287 3425 3303
Slovenia 3936 3499 3845 3628 360.7 3525 3331 3392 3142 3188 3368 3060 3093 2847
Estonia 4880 4517 5050 4835 5553 6497 580.0 5044 5085 525.4 5016 5118 525.1 4820
Latvia 5021 5109 5116 558.1 6595 7625 7368 566.3 5260 5577 5383 4973 508.0 4810
Lithuania 4588 462.0 4980 488.1 5548 5905 5892 5336 4741 4725 4372 4286 4503 4193
Bulgaria 4157 4195 4179 4193 3942 4065 4139 4131 4418 4106 4133 4110 4062 409.4
Romania 4982 4926 4857 5071 509.6 5188 5273 5363 5188 4923 4615 44d1 4547 4729
Albania 200 2256 2458 2389 2268 2282 2229 209.7 - - 1909 189.3 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 4344 3876 4009 - - - - - - 3762 3676 3478 3222 3029
Croatia 4207 3944 4235 3787 3648 3545 3515 3845 3705 3572 3440 3347 2993 2924
FYR Macedonia 3736 3947 3970 4063 3973 3950 3705 3778 390.8 393.1 3730 3632 3517 3411
Serbia and Montenegro 4256 4129 4226 4428 4471 4414 4227 4316 4400 4243 4343 4182 4172 -
Belarus 4584 4844 4869 5102 5543 5582 5732 5514 5480 5411 5345 4893 4987 5314
Moldova 7142 7076 7647 668.6 689.1 7703 8075 732.3 658.0 6253 6238 6222 6052 6068
Russia 4989 5044 5063 5510 6824 7706 7167 6409 5785 5457 582.6 6062 626.1 6578
Ukraine 4762 4835 5097 5330 5784 6141 6635 6465 6085 5459 5549 549.2 5388 556.2
Armenia® 4064 4142 3901 4153 400.6 3509 3686 3817 3296 312 2815 252.3 2546 295.1
Azerbaijan 4761 4714 4762 5076 5088 5040 4606 4205 4039 3895 3655 3345 3152 3077
Georgia 4336 4279 4306 4960 4958 4222 4073 4072 3986 379.2 3646 3573 3419 3456
Kazakhstan 5575 5387 5333 5556 6443 6870 7569 7518 7235 6814 630.4 6173 6193 5957
Kyrgyzstan 560.4 5439 5028 560.1 5726 6462 696.1 6172 5541 5555 5044 4959 4860 4811
Tajikistan 5519 5291 5495 5583 6635 6850 6378 589.6 503.6 - 4270 - - -
Turkmenistan 649.1 6133 613.0 6142 669.8 6535 6242 6250 6102 546.1 4827 469.3 4585 478.6
Uzbekistan 5707 5476 5715 5749 5852 6112 5945 5959 5433 5207 4627 464.0 4380 4444
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4.9 Mortality rates for males aged 40-59 (per 100,000 relevant population)?

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic

940.11,0049 9268 906.2 838.1

830.7 809.0 8026 8095 780.7 7720 7745 7628 763.4

Hungary 1,3977 1,4276 1,440.5 1,546.8 1,574.8 1,558.3 15070 1,397.2 1,361.4 1,401.8 1,410.9 1,313.0 1,279.9 1,276.7
Poland 1,182.7 1,187.1 1,238.5 1,176.0 1,081.7 1,046.7 1,058.8 1,000.9 988.3 962.1 965.0 8995 8849 882.3
Slovakia 1,231.3 1,246.7 1,1779 1,130.8 1,062.8 984.8 970.8 9219 9413 980.8 9531 924.8 906.1 9313
Slovenia 963.1 9185 8827 850.8 8980 8310 7818 740.6 7518 7374 N7 6948 6971 666.2
Estonia 1,218.0 1,357.9 1,441.7 1,4579 1,703.4 2,006.7 1,894.2 1,576.2 1,5639.0 1,636.2 1,483.7 1,466.5 1,5645.7 1,434.1
Latvia 1,313.5 1,422.2 1,504.0 1,668.1 2,071.7 2,389.7 2,173.4 1,687.1 1,549.8 1,609.3 1,494.8 1,460.2 1,485.6 1,430.1
Lithuania 1,229.7 1,301.0 1,383.0 1,445.6 1,705.5 1,823.9 1,805.7 1,594.1 1,416.2 1,372.8 1,293.5 1,272.1 1,354.3 1,317.3
Bulgaria 1,007.1 1,002.9  962.7 1,047.0 1,093.1 1,118.6 1,119.9 1,088.1 1,115.6 1,112.5 1,010.7 1,030.4 1,035.1 1,028.3
Romania 1,051.8 1,094.5 1,098.4 1,194.9 1,234.3 1,266.9 1,315.8 1,332.7 1,320.0 1,205.5 1,096.9 1,055.2 1,105.6 1,138.9
Albania® 4913 4478 4812 4804 4702 4504 4284 4098 - - 3689 3720 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 9263 8247 888.1 - - - - - - 6724 6223 609.4 5981 5308
Croatia 1,033.4 1,040.2 1,020 99.1 9257 8823 8618 943.1 956.1 9011 8909 858.1 7685 743.0
FYR Macedonia 6916 7319 710 7534 766.2 7322 7387 7345 7075 712 6975 6644 6885 7247
Serhia and Montenegro 858.0 8326 8873 8762 8469 8227 806.4 8082 8134 8144 8128 8251 789.7 -

a. See notes toTable 4.4; for
population sources, see notes to
Table 1.1.

b. Rate for 2001 based on 2001
Census.

¢. Rata for 2002 based on 2001
Census.

Belarus 1,278.7 1,303.4 1,357.9 1,416.5 1,616.2 1,630.5 1,714.5 1,658.0 1,635.8 1,667.2 1,643.5 1,506.0 1,584.5 1,683.9
Moldova 1,200.4 1,275.6 1,337.3 1,242.9 1,284.2 1,546.4 1,608.9 1,482.1 1,306.3 1,296.3 1,315.1 1,331.4 1,288.6 1,293.0
Russia 1,387.0 1,434.6 1,4419 1,649.5 2,109.2 2,410.6 2,235.4 1,969.3 1,736.1 1,645.5 1,806.2 1,9379 2,002.6 2,101.4
Ukraine 1,232.9 1,309.7 1,414.0 1,526.6 1,617.2 1,738.3 1,953.1 1,910.8 1,789.2 1,608.5 1,642.5 1,7075 1,673.6 1,7315
Armeniac 8725 9382 9649 9351 9899 8949 889.8 8482 7396 659.4 6307 5581 5539 673.7
Azerbaijan 1,043.7 1,0639 1,111.7 1,130.0 1,1278 1,115.8 1,053.8 9777 8845 8163 7828 739.1 670.4 640.1
Georgia 1,040.6 1,051.7 1,059.2 1,214.2 1,198.3 1,023.8 1,044.7 1,0165 990.1 950.7 9136 898.4 850.3 8558
Kazakhstan 1,320.8 1,336.4 1,355.1 1,394.4 1,674.3 1,757.0 2,018.6 2,035.1 1,925.2 1,820.1 1,633.8 1,681.8 1,667.8 1,673.0
Kyrgyzstan 1,201.1 1,206.2 1,176.0 1,168.7 1,309.3 1,546.1 1,529.7 1,363.4 1,304.0 1,207.2 1,158.8 1,199.6 1,169.5 1,178.1
Tajikistan 840.2 8478 844.0 9111 1,703.7 1,080.2 1,049.7 998.8 873.1 - 6751 - - -
Turkmenistan 1,214.0 1,144.8 1,245.3 1,091.7 1,312.8 1,285.9 1,188.7 1,242.8 1,216.8 1,191.3 995.8 9685 920.7 962.9
Uzbekistan 1,000.6 1,021.7 1,036.6 998.4 1,046.1 1,067.3 1,085.0 1,139.5 1,0078 9253 842.3 8412 8038 7925
4.10 Mortality rate for population aged 60+ (per 1,000 relevant population)?
a. See notes toTable 4.4; for
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 $°,f,”'aﬁ°" sources, se notes to
able 1.1.
Czech Republic 577 575 552 530 523 519 522 499 496 483 482 473 464 463 g-enﬂsau':fwmm based on 2001
Hungary 558 562 553 560 563 548 543 544 527 527 538 507 492  49.2 ¢ pouefor2002 based on 2001
Poland 50.7 50.7 519 500 50.1 487 480 480 467 457 461 443 434 428 census.
Slovakia 529 530 530 515 510 496 509 494 496 502 492 496 487 475
Slovenia 456 455 463 455 462 439 430 415 418 415 406 394 383 385
Estonia 516 538 529 537 560 559 534 509 491 510 482 477 410 472
Latvia 517 552 536 525 567 597 563 522 516 518 495 484 491 485
Lithuania 469 483 415 472 515 506 493 474 460 455 446 431 439 448
Bulgaria 50.4 511 522 497 500 504 518 532 554 541 513 533 522 525
Romania 499 490 503 518 506 50.1 506 532 511 493 491 469 473 503
Albania® 431 425 385 319 366 367 373 376 - - 3%B1 317 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 452 427 43 - - - - - - 493 451 451 429 419
Croatia 502 486 482 454 465 459 459 493 500 520 512 514 433 439
FYR Macedonia 481 460 456 488 464 461 470 453 464 460 454 468 44T 415
Serbia and Montenegro 464 447 446 455 455 442 448 463 456 459 465 474 449 -
Belarus 450 472 486 480 522 523 533 530 540 533 547 524 544 570
Moldova 471 505 550 528 565 614 633 596 564 568 589 59.0 569 600
Russia 475 487 485 497 562 595 5711 551 543 528 554 560 562 584
Ukraine 478 493 516 528 566 583 597 582 567 540 547 b55 518 549
Armeniac 318 390 413 436 461 394 408 400 379 3BI 372 366 3BHI 451
Azerbaijan 412 390 398 425 434 427 430 414 401 409 412 48 400 417
Georgia 447 450 456 463 504 467 463 463 462 462 462 462 440 448
Kazakhstan 477 471 486 499 560 593 617 611 592 567 550 546 532 542
Kyrgyzstan 450 4471 447 470 512 566 544 518 509 505 481 503 479 540
Tajikistan 396 384 381 417 484 497 474 4371 397 - 397 - - -
Turkmenistan 489 463 495 495 540 550 543 567 516 500 447 469 460 499
Uzbekistan 439 436 451 490 522 541 528 523 491 513 468 496 479 508
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5. Family formation

5.1 Crude marriage rate (per 1,000 mid-year population)?

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTebleir

b. Rates for 2001-2002 based on

Czech Republict 78 88 70 72 64 57 53 52 56 53 52 54 51 53 e oo

Hungary 64 64 59 55 52 52 52 A7 46 44 44 AT 43 AL census.

Polande 67 67 6.1 57 54 54 54 53 53 54 57 55 50 50  d Ratefor2001 based on 2001

Slovakia® 69 77 62 64 58 53 51 K1 52 51 51 48 44 AT Ce e

Slovenia 49 4.3 4.1 4.6 45 4.2 4.1 3.8 38 3.8 39 3.6 35 35 United Nations administration)
1998-2001 are SMSQ estimates.

Estonia 81 75 66 58 52 50 49 39 40 39 41 40 41 43 1 Ratefor2002based on 2001

Latvia 92 89 84 72 57 46 45 39 40 40 39 39 39 42 U e amexiuds

Lithuania 94 98 92 81 64 64 61 57 53 52 51 48 45 AT AbkhaziaandTskhinvali

Bulgaria® Al 6.9 5.7 5.2 47 45 44 43 4.2 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.1 37

Romania® 77 83 80 717 11 68 68 66 65 65 62 61 58 59

Albania 86 89 77 83 82 86 83 84 72 83 8O 8O 77 -

Bosnia-Herzegovina 8 67 63 - - - - 65 0 64 61 57 52 51

Croatia 6.1 58 45 46 48 50 51 55 54 54 52 50 50 51

FYR Macedonia 87 83 82 80 79 81 8.0 1 70 70 70 70 65 1

Serbia and Montenegro® 66 62 59 61 59 57 57 54 53 52 50 55 b4 -

Belarus 96 97 93 78 80 74 76 63 69 11 713 62 69 67

Moldova 92 94 91 90 91 718 76 60 55 60 65 60 58 60

Russia 94 89 86 71 75 13 13 59 63 58 62 62 69 11

Ukraine® 95 93 95 76 82 17 84 60 68 62 69 56 64 66

Armenia’ 78 80 78 62 58 46 42 38 33 30 33 29 32 43

Azerbaijan 102 102 102 93 80 62 56 50 60 52 47 49 52 51

Georgia? 71 68 70 50 47 45 45 42 38 34 31 29 30 29

Kazakhstan 01 10 11 89 89 76 73 66 66 64 58 61 63 67

Kyrgyzstan 97 99 105 90 82 58 59 57 57 54 54 50 56 63

Tajikistan 92 95 104 84 97 69 57 49 47 38 37 42 46 50

Turkmenistan 97 100 104 106 100 81 74 66 65 56 56 59 53 56

Uzbekistan 100 106 130 1.0 103 79 15 14 11 1 2 69 68 66

5.2 Average age of women at first marriage (in years)

a. Median age.

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 b Dat for 595-198 based on COE
(1997).

Czech Republic 2221 214 216 207 220 24 28 233 236 241 246 250 255 f e B0 e on COF

Hungary 24 215 215 216 217 220 22 26 285 88 242 U1 252 BT e sersge forFederaton

Polandt 25 24 24 24 25 26 27 28 29 81 282 285 287 240 ofBHandRepbikaSrpse

Slovakia® 29 21 13 A7 21 N3 205 26 25 2] 281 236 238 242 Ddeloriemmdon o

Slovenia 85 238 240 242 247 49 252 B4 256 256 262 267 203 204 oo kosovo lurenty under
United Nations administration)

Estonia 25 25 24 23 29 B4 85 BT 240 243 246 250 252 255 198201 are MO esimates; dea

Latvia 22 22 22 24 25 25 28 82 86 A0 242 U4 24 249 EIEE0N

Lithuania 25 24 22 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 B3 BT 240 243 {Daofor 99tk fom UNDP
(1997).

Bulgaria 215 214 215 216 219 223 26 281 284 85 238 U] 248 U8

Romania 21 20 20 21 22 24 28 28 29 82 83 286 289 241

Albania 28 26 22 22 23 26 B0 B4 B5 86 285 - 281 281

Bosnia-Herzegovina® 229 233 - - - - - - - 246 244 243 242 243

Croatia 285 236 287 241 241 244 u5 247 251 252 2563 253 254 256

FYR Macedonia’ 26 28 - 26 26 29 29 B0 81 82 283 285 287 238

Serbia and Montenegro* 282 236 238 238 240 238 240 242 43 245 247 48 249 23

Belarus 23 20 219 218 217 217 26 219 21 21 22 23 24 25

Moldova 20 210 210 210 210 210 220 20 20 20 20 210 210 220

Russia 29 26 25 25 24 24 26 21 - - - - - -

Ukraine 29 26 26 - - - - - 29 28 25 23

Armenia 23 23 20 219 208 207 219 21 27 24 26 281 28 27

Azerbaijan 28 282 29 27 23 23 29 26 26 26 29 281 81 24

Georgia 245 253 244 241 240 240 241 241 244 245 51 249 253 250

Kazakhstan 24 23 22 21 16 08 20 22 24 283 B2 B3 85 286

Kyrgyzstan 29 207 27 24 212 12 14 15 207 20 23 23 25 28

Tajiistan 215 215 216 211 209 208 21 21 - - - - o -

Turkmenistan 26 25 24 22 20 22 23 25 24 26 27 28 280 29

Uzbekistan' 23 213 20 207 205 205 207 2209 214 210 212 214 215 216
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5.3 Average age of men at first marriage (in years)

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic 238 235 242 242 244 247 250 254 259 263 267 211 216 281
Hungary 242 242 242 243 244 247 250 252 262 264 268 2712 218 282
Polande 249 247 248 248 244 250 251 251 253 254 254 257 259 262
Slovakia® 256 254 238 242 236 238 - - 250 252 256 261 263 2638
Slovenia 264 266 268 211 216 217 219 282 285 288 291 296 301 301
Estonia 206 246 245 246 250 256 257 261 263 266 211 215 218 282
Latvia 243 239 239 241 243 243 250 251 257 260 262 264 265 270
Lithuania - 242 240 238 240 242 243 245 246 248 253 257 261 264
Bulgaria 207 246 247 249 252 257 260 263 265 266 211 281 281 281
Romania 253 250 250 252 254 256 260 260 262 264 265 269 2712 273
Albania 267 267 267 266 267 213 218 284 285 291 292 - 282 282
Bosnia-Herzegovina® - - - - - - - - 83 281 218 218 219

Croatia 267 269 210 212 213 216 218 281 284 285 285 286 286 288
FYR Macedonia - - - - 259 - 261 - 262 263 265 266 268 2638
Serbia and Montenegro* 269 215 217 216 218 214 216 218 219 280 281 282 284 289
Belarus 2401239 238 237 236 237 237 240 242 243 244 245 246 248
Moldova 240 220 230 230 230 230 240 240 240 240 240 240 250 250
Russia 249 247 247 246 245 247 248 250 - - - - - -
Ukraine 239 237 235 - - - - - 251 253 261 250
Armenia 255 255 256 256 258 261 263 265 268 266 267 211 269 269
Azerbaijan 257 262 262 259 259 242 265 266 268 266 211 213 213 276
Georgia 276 288 279 276 277 278 280 279 281 285 288 289 292 282
Kazakhstan 206 245 250 244 240 240 246 247 249 260 260 262 264 266
Kyrgyzstan 245 244 244 242 240 242 244 247 249 252 256 256 259 263
Tajikistan 243 243 245 239 237 237 239 241 - - 240 - - -
Turkmenistan 27 236 236 233 230 232 234 235 236 238 239 241 242 242
Uzbekistane - 239 238 233 232 231 234 237 245 238 241 242 243 244

a. Median age.

b. Data for 1995-1996 based on COE
(1997).

c. Data for 1989-1990 based on COE
(1993); data for 1998-2002 are
unweighted averages for Federation
of B-H and Republika Srpska.

d. Data for Kosovo (currently under
United Nations administration)
1998-2001 are SMSQ estimates; data
for 2002 exclude Kosovo and
Montenegro.

e. Data for 1989 taken from UNDP
(1997).

5.4 Crude divorce rate (per 1,000 mid-year population)?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic 30 31 28 28 29 30 30 32 32 31 23 29 31 A
Hungary 24 24 24 21 22 23 24 22 24 25 25 23 24 25
Poland 12 11 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.8 1.0 10 11 12 11 11 1.2 12
Slovakia 6 17 15 15 15 16 17 17 17 17 18 17 18 20
Slovenia M1 09 09 10 10 10 08 10 10 10 10 M 12 12
Estonia 38 37 37 43 39 38 52 40 38 32 33 31 32 30
Latvia 42 40 42 56 40 33 31 25 25 26 25 26 24 25
Lithuania 33 34 41 38 38 30 28 31 32 33 32 31 32 30
Bulgaria 4 13 13 11 09 09 13 12 M 13 12 13 13 13
Romania 16 14 16 13 14 17 15 16 15 18 15 14 14 15
Albania 08 08 07 07 07 07 07 06 04 06 06 06 08 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 05 04 04 - - - - - 06 06 05 05 05 06
Croatia 11 11 0 08 10 10 09 08 09 09 08 10 11 1.0
FYR Macedonia 05 04 03 03 03 03 04 04 05 05 05 07 07 06
Serbia and Montenegro 12 00 o8 07 07 07 08 07 07 07 07 08 08 -
Belarus 3434 37 39 44 A3 41 42 4T AT 4T A3 41 38
Moldova 29 30 32 34 33 32 34 31 25 28 24 27 30 35
Russia 40 38 40 43 45 46 45 38 38 34 36 43 53 59
Ukraine 38 37 39 43 42 40 39 38 37 36 35 40 38 38
Armenia 212 11 09 08 09 07 07 06 04 03 04 05 05
Azerbaijan % 20 15 13 09 08 07 07 07 07 06 07 07 07
Georgia 4 14 14 09 06 06 06 05 05 04 04 04 05 04
Kazakhstan 28 27 30 30 28 26 24 26 23 24 17 18 20 21
Kyrgyzstan 19 18 20 18 1.6 12 13 14 14 13 13 11 12 12
Tajikistan %5 14 14 12 09 08 08 08 07 04 04 04 04 04
Turkmenistan 14 13 15 14 13 14 13 15 13 11 11 11 11 10
Uzbekistan %5 15 16 15 12 11 09 09 09 06 04 08 06 07

a. See notes toTable 5.1; for
population sources, see notes to
Table 1.1.
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5.5 General divorce rate (per 100 marriages)®

a. See notes toTable 5.1.

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic 386 352 408 386 458 529 567 614 562 588 442 537 603 59.1
Hungary 373 315 399 319 M3 433 465 462 533 574 563 499 560 554
Poland 185 166 145 147 134 152 184 194 208 217 192 203 232 237
Slovakia 27 219 241 238 265 308 327 342 327 3B9 363 3B8 M3 437
Slovenia 21 218 24 2116 217 231 192 265 266 216 269 295 331 348
Estonia 468 491 558 749 743 760 1064 1025 945 827 816 711 764 696
Latvia 459 457 496 710 704 727 706 628 630 644 639 666 620 611
Lithuania 3B5 31 445 464 586 474 461 554 605 636 637 644 699 655
Bulgaria 200 190 226 211 183 211 290 280 269 292 275 301 321 349
Romania 202 171 202 168 193 257 227 237 236 215 246 226 240 246
Albania 95 92 90 89 87 16 86 69 59 72 18 70 104 134
Bosnia-Herzegovina 61 59 56 - - - - - 79 88 89 88 105 M3
Croatia 186 196 226 166 203 193 174 147 159 163 156 201 212 197
FYR Macedonia 58 47 32 38 41 39 45 50 713 713 74 93 109 90
Serbia and Montenegro 175 165 142 M2 N9 M7 132 139 141 144 136 146 153 229
Belarus B3 B3I 399 500 545 583 547 677 678 660 647 696 595 56.1
Moldova 311 322 3%BO 377 367 409 446 515 459 466 3719 448 513 586
Russia 421 424 468 607 599 630 619 649 598 591 584 700 762 837
Ukraine 396 399 407 565 512 520 459 628 546 579 510 719 586 579
Armenia 152 154 138 137 143 201 172 183 185 142 101 122 144 123
Azerbaijan 159 192 144 138 109 133 131 145 124 138 134 138 129 138
Georgia 192 212 195 182 133 141 125 M8 133 M5 NT 144 149 146
Kazakhstan 275 264 293 338 310 339 334 395 31 369 28 301 319 316
Kyrgyzstan 197 180 190 197 199 212 223 251 246 242 242 220 213 195
Tajikistan 159 147 134 139 98 M3 135 155 147 M9 103 90 79 M
Turkmenistan 142 132 144 137 133 175 180 224 194 203 202 187 206 178
Uzbekistan 149 138 123 139 120 138 124 M8 M9 86 59 N 92 1M

5.6 Children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17)2

a. See notes toTable 5.1; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 $o£>lu\ation szurces,seenotesro
ables 1.1and 1.2.

Czech Republic 124 128 N8 N7 126 132 135 148 147 147 98 135 149 151 D Detefor2001basedon 2001
Hungary 99 100 99 90 93 97 106 91 M1 M6 M7 109 Mo me "
Poland 44 40 32 30 26 30 38 40 43 46 43 44 4T 48
Slovakia 68 84 65 61 62 68 45 48 47 49 51 49 54 62
Slovenia 42 40 39 41 42 43 33 45 45 49 49 50 54 57
Estonia 127 128 132 155 134 131 196 161 150 130 136 125 126 116
Latvia 143 140 147 206 143 129 125 94 100 99 101 107 101 106
Lithuania n6 121 164 140 136 120 M7 131 134 139 132 129 129 128
Bulgaria 63 59 57 50 39 36 50 47 46 53 50 53 54 56
Romania 46 42 47 37 35 55 47 47 49 57 4T 40 43 31
Albania® 18 20 17 - 17 18 19 18 12 16 18 - 24 -
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - 9 20 20 18 19 19
Croatia 57 59 56 43 53 52 49 44 46 45 35 40 49 45
FYR Macedonia - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Serbia and Montenegro 2422 17 14 15 16 18 17 17 17 6 19 19
Belarus M3 M3 129 140 164 158 152 161 178 179 170 160 149 138
Moldova 74 81 90 100 96 87 94 - - 84 76 78 83 76
Russia n9 M6 131 143 152 159 155 125 125 110 - - - -
Ukraine n7 N9 129 142 141 - - - - - 133 108 17
Armenia 29 29 25 21 22 23 17 18 18 13 09 11 16 15
Azerbaijan 28 36 28 23 17 14 09 08 12 13 11 12 11 14
Georgia 28 28 29 12 - 12 12 08 08 05 05 07 07 05
Kazakhstan 68 67 76 79 13 67 65 11 68 72 52 56 61 65
Kyrgyzstan 42 36 43 36 34 27 30 34 34 33 31 25 26 28
Tajikistan 27 27 29 22 18 14 14 16 - - 08 - - -
Turkmenistan 28 27 34 31 30 30 31 34 29 26 28 29 29 27
Uzbekistan 27 27 289 217 21 18 16 17 18 09 04 12 12 16
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6. Health

6.1 Births attended by skilled birth personnel (per cent of all births)

a. 2000 survey reports 99.1 (INSTAT

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 Q'lsa"tiafanjglig'g'gggzzﬂﬂ)-t
. Uata Tor - refer to
Czech Republic 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 999 999 999 999 999  [FEAMEEE
Hungary 99.4 99.4 99.4 99.5 99.4 99.4 99.4 99.5 99.5 99.5 99.5 99.5 99.6 99.6 United Nations administration)
Poland 996 99.6 996 996 996 996 996 997 997 997 997 998 998 99.8 19982000 are SISO estimates.
Slovakia 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 99.4 994 (L HsTEl oG b
Slovenia 996 99.6 996 995 997 997 997 998 997 998 998 999 999 998  pacro 2000,
€. 2000 survey reports 875 (SSCA
Estonia 99.0 - - 990 991 993 995 996 995 996 996 997 997 99  mduNcermm. o
Latvia 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000 99.0 100.0 ieeq aoy an ORC ocro 2000,
Lithuania 100.0 1000 1000 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 g 1997 survey reports 9.1 for 1963
1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).
Bulgaria 993 991 995 998 990 990 989 999 999 999 990 998 989 992 N 2000sureyreports 52 for 1696
Romania 999 998 999 997 989 990 991 990 983 990 990 990 965 985 pogn oo ORCNa
i. 2000 survey reports 95.6 (SDSU
Albania? 927 930 926 864 872 891 891 912 908 900 90.0 901 909 90.3  andUNICEF 2000)
Bosnia-Herzegovina® 9.6 970 - - - - - 986 987 993 996 998 999 999
Croatia 997 998 998 998 998 998 999 998 999 999 999 999 999 999
FYR Macedonia 878 889 893 909 933 934 941 950 956 966 970 977 976 -
Serbia and Montenegro® 903 90.6 891 902 904 903 917 926 928 927 923 923 926
Belarus 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999
Moldova 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 1000 1000 980 980 980 990 99.6
Russia 992 992 992 991 991 991 991 991 991 991 991 992 993 993
Ukraine 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999
Armenia? 997 997 997 983 955 933 931 957 964 974 988 - - -
Azerbaijant 973 973 972 965 963 996 997 997 998 998 997 996 996 997
Georgia 946 966 913 911 908 - - - - 90 969 97 967 974
Kazakhstan' 990 990 981 989 986 983 981 981 976 980 978 983 985 989
Kyrgyzstans 988 989 989 987 983 982 980 981 984 985 985 986 987 988
Tajikistan 936 - 903 - - 826 809 790 726 741 666 769 811 887
Turkmenistan® - - - - - - - - - - 972
Uzbekistan 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
6.2 DPT immunization rate (per cent of children under 2 immunized against diphtheria, pertussis and tetanus)
a. Diphtheria and tetanus.
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  b.Chidren unde;Syears.
¢. Vaccination an inati
Czech Republic 990 990 990 990 990 980 960 970 980 980 980 984 992 992 G MDsunesipots BTINSAT
Hungary 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 998 998 999 996 998 999 999 . ;o ror 19962002 referto
Polandza® 95.6 95.5 94.2 943 94.6 95.1 95.6 96.6 975 979 976 98.1 98.2 98.6 Republika Srpska; 2000 survey
Slovakia 9.1 994 997 993 991 989 99.1 - - - - - - - epos 617 BHAS nd UNCEF
Slovenia 94 911 9713 918 981 981 958 962 919 895 919 912 923 981 { Chirenundertyear
g. Data for Kosovo (currently under
Estonia’ - - - 795 539 578 632 687 678 695 727 736 755 770  United Nations administration)
Latviae 811 835 828 85 788 724 718 737 880 883 890 934 939 965 NSO
Lithuania 819 784 749 872 868 812 973 921 920 935 931 936 94T 948 cidren aged 1526 months
(NCPMM and UNICEF 2000).
Bulgaria 95 995 994 919 917 933 948 951 942 951 960 933 936 928  iDbmhenn oo
Romania 793 755 713 88 916 976 983 980 967 915 913 961 965 968 usmcleorehSS
k. Total vaccinations of children of all
Albania? - 716 940 958 963 971 981 986 960 970 955 967 970  agesdivided by population aged 0
Bosnia-Herzegovina® - 930 - - - - - 820 830 840 840 900 910 900 jdawioraZechie
Croatia 860 830 80 80 8.0 870 90 910 920 930 930 930 940 950 | 199 sumeyreports 750 for
FYR Macedonia’ 937 944 925 954 896 817 952 925 966 936 950 951 906 - children aged 05 and 400 for
Serbia and Montenegro? 892 840 790 842 846 850 890 912 940 892 887 888 967 Cren aged 1 (NOHG nd
. 1999 977 (APM
Belarus' $38 924 17 881 84 895 939 977 967 986 987 991 992 989  mmd0RCNben 2000
Moldova" 843 810 807 835 695 857 955 968 971 969 970 945 956 981 . 1%u5sumeyreporis 70 INOHK
Russiasf 827 685 687 726 792 881 927 951 85 913 950 956 958 966 o NEEETAN
Ukraine 792 788 860 881 931 970 977 986 985 987 984 988 991 988 ey ’
0. 2000 survey reports 76.0 (SSAT
Armeniafii 815 823 830 82 853 860 980 860 831 903 911 933 945 34 wANCEN0.
Azerbaijan’ 908 921 922 820 895 940 959 958 945 974 988 984 982  OT4  riUniokr 1999 2000 survey
Georgia'*! 821 414 738 541 532 1000 520 973 993 867 892 976 893 868  reports 979 (GECRCMCH and ORC
Macro, 2001).
Kazakhstan'™ 848 842 87 83 816 844 929 90 90 - - - - - G¢0smeyenssI
Kyrgyzstanfin - - 781 885 644 853 931 977 981 974 992 987 989 984 '
Tajikistan'o - - - - - 788 - - - 972 987 994 1000 970
Turkmenistane» 784 822 809 841 728 897 926 936 986 992 990 989 987 989
Uzbekistan'ia - 811 841 833 492 667 851 957 966 984 988 991 99.1 9838
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6.3 Polio immunization rate (per cent of children under 2 who have been immunized)

a. Children under 3 years.

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 b jsnaionan vcunain
Czech Republic 990 990 990 990 990 930 980 980 970 970 970 974 972 gip % Chidrenwnohavenolcomplted
Hungary 985 986 986 986 999 999 999 998 997 999 997 998 999 999 e 2000 sureyreports 287 INSTAT
Poland? 957 957 944 945 950 955 958 968 977 981 976 982 977 979  Albania and UNICEF 2000,
Slovakia 988 990 992 986 986 96 986 - - - - - - - IOt
Slovenia 95 968 976 983 985 985 968 972 910 902 933 930 926 932 repons s (BHAS and UNICEF
2000).
Estonia® < - - - - 447 508 521 583 575 695 624 632 655 658 o DataforKosovo (urenty under
Latvia 836 856 841 949 809 593 763 737 819 882 894 933 940 956 meaiorsiemmstaton)
Lithuaniae 866 771 790 882 863 817 893 926 948 966 969 969 975 970 h 2000 survey reports 98 or
children aged 15-26 months
Bulgaria® 997 997 990 988 970 939 968 954 959 965 972 944 943 936  [NEMawONCEAE
Romania 894 805 835 923 907 910 942 968 911 976 974 963 967 90 sorchao w0
j. Total vaccinations of children of all
Albanias - 825 810 975 972 978 996 991 970 970 960 960 960 agesdivded by population aged
Bosnia-Herzegovina’ - 90 - - - - - 820 80 80 8.0 900 910 930 5 lelr 8N ede
Croatia 850 870 850 850 860 80 900 910 920 930 930 940 940 950 k1996 survey reports 770 and 410
FYR Macedonia 944 943 935 938 937 907 947 944 974 943 954 960 915 - forchidrenaged05and 0 years
Serbia and Montenegros 838 807 805 845 826 844 896 911 940 891 888 813 966 o
1. 1999 survey reports 91.6 (APM and
Belarus* 9.4 898 894 899 905 924 961 979 983 986 988 992 992 991  ORCMacro, 2000
Moldova® 916 911 893 928 918 942 911 986 984 976 982 912 985 98 M IBauneyrepors U0 NIOHK
Russiae 686 694 715 690 822 875 916 968 914 943 911 968 967 L1 eeois osans Rt o
Ukraines 805 813 83 901 911 963 975 989 982 987 980 978 990 990 1,
n. 2000 survey reports 78.0 (SSAT
Armeniaci 931 933 918 919 919 920 930 970 970 964 965 962 968 958  Cn¢UNCEF:NO
Azerbaijan: %8 957 975 92 942 936 980 973 983 981 997 985 958 991  agomcrr memsmooamer
Georgial* %0 474 1000 §13 839 1000 630 993 1000 1000 950 36 828 1000 rmors o1 CECAONGHa OFC
acro, B
Kazakhstan! 856 0 837 865 687 579 91 9%2 90 - - - - . PAERARo SIS0
Kyrgyzstans™ - - 809 915 694 846 963 942 991 974 992 987 988 986
Tajikistanc" X - - - 90 - 911 986 903 932 9N
Turkmenistan® 837 922 911 909 918 944 967 956 992 997 987 992 993 993
Uzbekistan:» 90 891 83 459 790 982 966 979 990 990 995 994 994
6.4 Measles immunization rate (per cent of children under 2 who have been immunized)
a. Children under 3 years.
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 b vacretonsnd evcuinton.
¢. Children under 1 year; children
Czech Republic 990 980 980 970 980 970 960 970 960 960 960 U1 94 g4 vderdesshenn. o
Hungary 999 997 999 998 998 998 999 998 998 996 997 996 996 997 .. '
Poland? 949 946 935 949 953 956 96.1 9.7 969 971 970 974 972 976 e. Combined vaccine with parotitis
Slovakia %89 985 90 %2 99 98 4 - - - o .o wuel
Slovenia 908 923 906 903 897 911 926 916 947 916 963 952 940 935 o,
g. Data for 1996-2001 refer to
Estoniat® - - - - 602 641 651 715 766 809 859 863 817 896  Fepublia Srpske; 2000 survey
Latvia® 894 891 894 684 787 664 755 786 797 790 953 963 963 9.1  [homsehdBMASadUNCH
Lithuania 922 980 87 980 918 927 937 963 959 965 969 970 974 979 1 190, 1990 combined vaccine
with parotitis and rubella.
Bulgaria® 996 996 978 922 819 933 964 951 938 852 945 827 @65 792 Dsaforkusoo urentyurder
Romania 862 930 876 908 902 90.1 933 938 973 972 982 948 918 LT iocmannr avesh et
j. 2000 survey reports 911 for
Albania 805 810 762 812 910 917 951 80 910 920 950 950  cidenaged S2omonts
Bosnia-Herzegovina? - - - - - - - 650 650 680 660 680 900 950 MNP Ur':‘f;gg"g'(-ms
Croatia 950 910 890 900 900 900 920 920 910 910 920 930 940 950  yiancORCMage 2000
FYR Macedonia 937 936 928 529 978 80 967 910 978 963 984 911 922 \Total vaccinatons ofairen ofa
Serbia and Montenegro® 97 830 755 818 849 808 860 90.1 919 893 864 831 948 agesdividd b populaon 01 deta
Tskhinvali; 1996 survey reports 51.0
Belarus* 97 962 949 937 956 966 928 964 976 980 984 982 989 99.0 forchicren aged 05 years (MOHG
Moldoval 941 938 927 918 924 949 980 984 989 992 988 986 994 992 eand UNICEF 139
Russia 820 811 787 826 882 913 941 953 911 942 969 967 911 919 T SRSnerichs 89 K
Ukraine 879 887 609 903 943 955 971 924 978 974 985 988 988 989 11395 sumey reporis 40 (MOHK
and UNICEF, 1995); 1997 survey
Armeniac 945 948 807 714 821 950 960 890 915 935 910 997 956 783  reponstndHOPand ORCHano,
Azerbaijan: 876 833 70.1 663 218 913 970 985 966 917 980 981 989 988 ie65cumey ropors 660 (MOHT
Georgial 820 420 763 161 655 919 508 970 1000 100.0 950 948 1009 937  andUNICEF 1955) 2000 survey
reports 92.9 (GECRCMCH and ORC
Kazakhstan:™ B30 951 914 902 90 717 954 %66 90 - - - - - MR sy
Kyrgyzstan® - - 941 940 930 886 971 980 980 980 975 978 989 980  snguNiceF 2000
Tajikistan - - - 726 - - 895 900 978 972 916 989 908 965
Turkmenistan® 670 796 626 760 851 902 919 938 996 987 980 990 978 98.1
Uzbekistan® - 851 841 822 82 711 805 935 893 817 955 989 989 968
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6.5 Tuberculosis immunization rate (per cent of children under 1 year who have been immunized)

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. Children under 2 years.

b. 2000 survey on BCG reports 79.6
for children aged 12-23 months
(INSTAT Albania and UNICEF 2000).

Czech Republic 9.1 992 993 992 992 993 990 993 970 980 980 985 985 9BO A
Hungary 100.0 1000 1000 1000 999 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 1000 100.0 100.0  Republia Srpska; 2000 survey on
Poland 950 969 940 945 952 938 981 969 964 960 958 955 949 951  BCG reporis 6.2 for hildren aged
Slovakia* 1000 1000 945 982 981 983 981 970 964 949 982 958 887 gg4  jZEmontelErASadUNCE
Slovenia® 943 943 805 840 993 986 971 962 972 976 969 975 967 972 g DataforKosovo (curently under
United Nations administration)
Estonia - - - - 915 979 982 984 990 990 990 994 993 984 [SEAMoreSUSOesinates
Latvia® 979 948 886 927 909 946 997 955 956 94T 931 9I3 965 919 g
Lithuania 933 939 874 939 976 959 966 983 984 991 993 990 993 993  and UNICEF 2000).
£.2000 survey on BCG reports 96.0
Bulgaria 999 999 996 990 993 979 986 978 922 984 987 984 978 980 [HnKenaciREmorte
Romania 9.0 961 991 993 991 992 997 997 998 998 999 998 996 995 g paator e A2eciide
Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.
Albania® - 824 812 967 943 937 870 830 850 910 910  h199%9suvey onBCG reports 9.1
Bosniz-Herzegovina* -9 - - - .- 980 930 990 990 990 990 900  [peerened 2 ros
Croatia 970 970 970 920 980 980 980 990 980 970 960 980 970 98.0 i 1997 survey on BCG reports 985
FYR Macedonia 930 930 980 870 950 900 950 973 956 902 927 924 968 - frdidon aad 223 mot
. an acro, N
Serbia and Montenegro¢ 8.7 786 818 767 680 708 709 839 641 683 549 494 984 1, 2000 survey on BCG reports 89,0
for children aged 12-23 months
Belarus 921 906 943 945 933 937 962 975 982 988 992 992 993 99.2  (SSAT and UNICEF 2000).
Moldovas 890 960 983 960 964 948 913 984 994 993 996 997 996 998 K 20bsuneyonBCGrepots 5]
Russia 938 916 833 862 816 921 916 930 935 953 958 962 966 972 (CroncucH and ORC Manro 2000,
Ukraine - - - - 894 917 941 969 911 974 975 979 981 978 12000 survey on BCG reports 989
for children aged 12-23 months
Armenia’ 907 923 856 882 835 830 840 820 723 949 934 968 964 971  [SDSUandUNICEFZO000L.
Azerbaijan 806 896 532 550 186 50.1 930 900 936 964 987 979 985 99.1
Georgias 882 403 695 609 268 912 336 829 818 823 942 956 964 802
Kazakhstan" 826 908 979 981 952 981 972 982 96.0 - - - - -
Kyrgyzstan - - 968 965 950 974 964 998 971 944 989 978 988 99.1
Tajikistani - 699 - 863 - 990 - 930 949 895 926 977
Turkmenistan - - 940 99 95 965 966 982 981 990 982 984
Uzbekistan! 885 897 916 925 951 955 969 968 980 981 979 98.1
6.6 Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)?
a. For population sources, see notes
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTable 1.
b. All cases registered during the
Czech Republic 192 187 202 192 180 190 118 188 118 115 169 M0 132 Mmoo e
Hungary 360 346 363 382 406 402 420 415 403 390 382 352 326 296 Unied Neions adminismaion
Poland 426 423 431 431 438 432 413 398 361 344 315 297 276 273 1998-2000 are SMSO estimates;
Slovakia 22 263 299 326 337 329 287 280 29 289 25 206 200 196 Hecuekoon o
Slovenia - - 309 341 325 264 - - 235 204 - 189 150 - paiie oo
e. Data for 2002 based on 2001
Estonia 28127 213 214 295 354 359 419 444 469 438 469 420 386  census
Latvia 268 214 290 295 339 449 513 601 694 755 700 723 734 659 | SuelorirAm el
Lithuania 326 341 347 3712 442 551 585 657 780 796 726 666 639 604 g Casesinactivephase
Bulgaria 259 259 298 3719 380 375 405 372 413 499 455 410 489 478
Romania 8.3 646 621 733 825 874 949 985 982 1011 1040 1055 1153 1223
Albania 215 200 195 167 200 170 203 214 196 206 213 216 - -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 942 902 69.4 - - - - 27 249 253 216 180 187 190
Croatia® 60.0 539 451 458 477 464 443 484 449 411 389 315 343 331
FYR Macedonia 403 397 362 321 368 357 396 347 309 264 330 343 -
Serbia and Montenegro® 482 394 429 361 366 343 395 426 383 399 360 389 165
Belarus 306 298 309 338 373 425 443 493 534 556 536 499 475 450
Moldova¢ 455 396 438 431 446 508 635 676 730 800 726 704 8.1 836
Russia 316 342 340 358 429 479 515 672 736 757 850 900 81 859
Ukraine 345 319 323 30 384 399 418 460 493 555 546 604 697 760
Armeniae 181 166 200 158 158 195 216 240 277 374 432 423 399 508
Azerbaijan 40 349 370 369 394 371 389 480 549 550 580 635 60.1 537
Georgia' 278 27 215 29 28 587 679 198 1197 996 1014 968 867 969
Kazakhstan 741 672 660 664 636 619 7001 870 939 1228 1410 1531 1554 1648
Kyrgyzstan 495 521 564 572 537 587 716 859 105 1210 1318 1083 1213 1265
Tajikistan 469 442 391 302 320 3BT 293 287 342 412 421 449 556 496
Turkmenistane 584 613 586 501 510 438 433 452 718 786 834 811 T T1h
Uzbekistan - 461 460 440 449 435 441 524 558 594 646 655 733 794
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6.7 Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population}?

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 thoTatl)ﬂe 11;n many cpumr(iies there

as been an increase In under-

Czech Republic 599 628 714 733 465 311 229 159 152 162 150 166 211 119 pReesess o

Hungary 44.6 48.1 438 36.8 26.6 25.1 23.2 21.2 18,5 16.6 14.7 15.2 14.4 12.9 anogenital herpes.

Poland 2142710 196 151 129 100 81 12 61 56 48 44 45 46 c From 1996 data refer to Republika

Slovakia 314 381 383 0 264 W6 MO 70 T2 5T T4 85 139 134 S e

Slovenia 03 0.1 04 02 04 03 07 0.5 50 46 66 9.3 - = United Nations administration)
1998-2001 are SMSO estimates.

Estonia 1323 1324 1547 1935 2595 2695 272.6 2408 219.2 1895 1418 1041 809 607 $ Datj for 2001-2002 exclude

Latvia® 1060 1044 1012 1370 3005 3674 3928 3560 269.4 2190 1428 1043 758 797 [N ecions

Lithuania - 818 818 1168 1716 209.0 2049 1844 1445 1074 831 622 473 340  datafor 1992-2002 exclude
Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.

Bulgaria 517 667 724 657 474 435 439 482 463 507 456 268 246 214 9 Includestrichomoniasis

Romania - - 548 528 549 597 519 521 517 545 670 762 758

Albania - - - 0.7 04 04 0.7 12 13 0.9

Bosnia-Herzegovina® 61 42 33 - - - - 06 05 04 03 05 02 -

Croatia 10 9.0 11 47 39 2.8 2.1 14 1.2 14 14 0.8 11 0.8

FYR Macedonia 5.1 11 6.3 4.3 1.6 19 2.1 13 13 0.5 15 11 14 -

Serbia and Montenegro¢ 92 40 39 93 103 176 261 204 200 163 133 39 48

Belarus 1089 1019 1075 1431 1974 2446 3170 339.6 3058 264.6 2403 2040 1585 125.1

Moldovae 1284 174 102 1518 195.0 2336 2748 2815 2924 2743 2086 1748 1429 1355

Russia 1418 1333 1359 183.0 2639 289.4 3509 4018 389.8 3365 3057 286.1 2520 213.4

Ukraine 86.1 79.1 787 1045 1359 1773 2085 226.1 208.0 1947 1670 1448 1298 1108

Armenia 412 332 301 204 373 446 471 553 444 398 358 308 318 351

Azerbaijan 260 133 120 178 211 244 3b4 264 215 211 203 182 174 165

Georgiaf 76.4 - B50 470 431 391 42 M7 764 958 911 865 632 941

Kazakhstan 10.4 1089 M85 1343 1526 1495 260.2 360.0 370.1 2391 3206 3229 3154 2971

Kyrgyzstane - 2176 2314 2431 2280 2439 2918 369.2 389.1 3459 3271 2980 2708 233.1

Tajikistan 207 17 22 1713 37 34 409 331 368 544 564 491 604 630

Turkmenistan 368 362 361 306 350 440 587 700 882 798 786 629 626 528

Uzbekistan - - 211 216 277 338 522 679 765 750 704 607 605 558

6.8 Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly registered cases of syphilis

and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population):
a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 toTable 1.1; in many countries there

has been an increase in under-

Czech Republic - - - - - 1207 812 472 364 331 292 297 290 299 reporting since 1989.

Hungary 183 1378 M3 853 623 595 422 2 303 207 201 281 221 163 sl

Poland 366 389 211 166 146 8.3 11 5.6 5.3 38 3.6 2.0 2.4 17 ¢. Only gonorrhoea.

Slovakia 1016 105 1183 - - - - - - - - - 68 M2 # Datda for 2001-2002 exclude

: ransdniestr.

Slovenia ) i ) ) T e Data for 1992:2002 exclude

Estonia 0202 4252 5135 6017 7244 7427 6439 4887 4664 3712 2100 1653 14 BAS 1 nmeidenchomonis

Latvia® - - 2973 4143 7377 696.7 596.1 5517 413.0 3058 1876 11.0 625 678

Lithuania 2033 309.1 4839 5754 5289 4799 3458 2085 1570 1272 696  46.7

Bulgaria S

Romania 1045 136 M83 1249 1067 1083 1108 1218 139.6 1452 1346

Albania

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - -

Croatia 27 16 83 66 63 38 22 26 16 26 16 -

FYR Macedonia® 98 141 101 9.4 25 18 18 12 3.0 - - 12

Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - - - - -

Belarus 3345 3017 299.4 4167 5637 6744 7673 730.3 6389 5141 4805 3840 2735 2207

Moldova¢ 3170 269.7 2474 390.4 499.8 5859 6244 6022 533.0 4705 3200 2728 173.6 1726

Russia 4740 4223 4212 5707 806.4 8079 8782 953.6 8511 6995 6115 5302 4502 378.0

Ukraine 2598 229.2 2154 2985 372.6 489.9 540.2 5772 4588 4099 290.3 2429 2078 174.0

Armenia - 466 393 319 - 631 685 632 535 848 234 211 210 120

Azerbaijan 192 140 151 223 264 211 151 331 150 193 93 136 109 88

Georgiac - - - 76 709 728 557 407 789 942 384 308 988 1334

Kazakhstan 189.8 2008 2275 242.2 1,603.8 1,586.9 2,704.6 3,709.3 3,724.6 3,243.5 2,593.4 2,345.7 2,090.9 1,849.3

Kyrgyzstan 544 506 708 938 910 1052 1623 2660 2539 2156 1368 1171 143 939

Tajikistan 216 282 - 302 347 38 369 248 322 218 221 180 234 150

Turkmenistan 199 239 280 281 391 417 601 636 752 - - - - -

Uzbekistan - - 281 347 395 706 808 82 768 709 622 584 627
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6.9 Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. Official statistics indicate the size
of the known HIV population, i.e.,
those di d with HIV at

hospitals or clinics; UNAIDS

Czech Republic - - - 24 21 38 40 50 63 31 50 58 51 50 X
Hungary % 40 55 62 56 65 81 62 T2 T4 61 M3 8 T8 eessettutionmbers
Poland - 559 482 384 423 539 551 579 638 527 630 560 700  significantly higher than officially
Slovakia - 3% 5 2 5 M 8 4 8 M2 19 g 1 poesciese
Slovenia® 6 2 5 5 3 4 14 3 1 16 15 13 16 22 b. Daia for 2'001,2'002 taken from
EuroHIV (2003).
Estonia® - - - 5 12 n 8 9 10 12390 1474 899 . EuroHlV(2003)
Latvia -6 3 1 5 8 21 11 25 163 241 466 807 542 Lo oADS
Lithuania 1 8 1 5 4 9 n 12 31 52 66 65 72397 20
f. Data for 1990 are total cases
Bulgaria® 6 10 12 18 12 18 W 3 30 26 27 49 4 43 ruseednEERER
Romaniac - - - - 234 722 &4 699 650 648 364 290 440 33 7 ¢ '
Albaniac 2 9 12 7 3 5 4 10 20 26
Bosnia-Herzegovina® - - - - - - - - 2 23 9 2 6 8
Croatia 3 9 n 6 14 16 15 16 16 12 15 17 26 42
FYR Macedonia® 2 1 1 - 3 4 - 3 - 3 5 4 3 5
Serbia and Montenegro® 32 54 62 82 69 86 98 91 69 95 55 7 97 88
Belarus 12 14 12 21 10 5 8 1021 653 554 411 527 578 915
Moldova - 1 - 2 3 4 40 47 404 408 155 174 210 165
Russia 441 84 88 107 161 193 151 4,353 4,034 20,129 59,281 87177 50,378
Ukrained - - - - 1499 5422 8934 8M2 5235 5664 6,139 7423
Armenia® - - 21 37 9 35 29 29 4
Azerbaijan - - - 3 3 - 2 n 66 83 59 120 90
Georgia 1 3 1 6 1 2 8 18 24 30 65 80 81
Kazakhstan 2 1 1 2 5 184 429 297 184 345 1,171 3%
Kyrgyzstane - - - - - 1 2 6 10 16 149 160
Tajikistan - - - 5 17 33 n
Turkmenistan - - - - - - 1 4 - -
Uzbekistanc 2 1 1 3 7 5 28 154 549 981
6.10 Public expenditure on health (per cent GDP)
a. IRC estimate based on WHO
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 (2004
b. Data for 2002 are consumption
Czech Republic? 42 49 B0 52 68 69 68 66 65 65 65 65 67 64 Ogrde
Hungary? 52 6.1 63 68 6.7 72 63 59 57 55 53 51 5.1 © expenditure, i’
Polande - 49 5.0 5.0 4.7 4.4 4.4 47 4.4 4.2 4.4 - - d. Includes social welfare
Slovakia® 50 54 49 51 6.4 Al 5.9 0 67 64 60 59 - - sze[)”g';:t’:fm 19891992 a1 for
Slovenia?® 56 56 52 14 Al 72 0 69 68 69 67 69 Al 58 et material product concept.
f. Includes expenditure on physical
Estonia? - - - - - - 5.4 5.2 5.1 5.2 45 4.3 4.2 culture takenf.rom MONEE project
Latviae - 25 26 28 A1 41 40 40 38 33 41 35 34 36 cowverelemon b
Lithuania? 28 30 33 38 38 44 45 42 4T 48 46 44 4T 46 g The International Monstary Fund
reports that data for Moldova may
Bulgaria® - - 64 57 51 42 35 29 28 34 33 33 30 31  overstateexpendturein some
Romania® 24 28 33 26 27 30 32 34 31 41 39 41 42 . fes e nemaon Moty
h. Includes expenditure on physical
Albania® 29 33 48 34 30 28 21 18 15 12 23 16 culture, sport and social securiy.
Sosnia Hezegovins 20513 e fienaneidi
Croatia® - N - B 4.6 4.2 3.6 4.6 5.3 6.5 - i j. Total expenditures taken from
FYR Macedonia - - - - 45 50 53 49 50 50 45 58 51  WHO(004.
Serbia and Montenegroc® 36 55 48 50 61 64 57 57 53 41 39 - - kThe government of Azerbaijan
reports public health expenditure as
0.9 per cent of GDP in 1998, 1999
Belarus f 25 - - - 4.7 5.2 5.6 6.0 5.7 58 6.2 6.6 6.2 and 2001, and as 1.0 per cent of
Mold.ovaa 9 -39 31 45 62 58 69 58 42 27 21 25 32 giﬁ;;i‘:}c‘go%gj $:E\l;b3h62 of
Russ_|ah ) 28 27 36 46 44 44 45 39 30 30 34 4 LG eiﬁmate based on IVE
Ukraine'i 33 - 33 - - 38 35 35 31 42 34 34 CountryReports (2003
Armeniach 24 32 44 32 21 17 1.6 1.6 16 24 12 13 11
Azerbaijank 23 30 22 51 2.3 1223 19 21 24 28 26 24
Georgia 31 3522 02 02 05 08 11 06 06 09 09 08
Kazakhstanz® 33 4421 25 20 20 27 - 19 21 19 1.6 18
Kyrgyzstan - - 34 - 31 39 34 34 37 34 35 30 32
Tajikistan - - - 13 13 11 10 09 10 08
Turkmenistan' - - 1.6 17 24 34 35 29 38 33 -
Uzbekistani 5.9 48 46 34 31 30 33 29 30 26 24
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7. Education

1.1 Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, per cent of population aged 3-6)

a. Children aged 3-5.

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 b Grossenrolments.

¢. Includes pre-school preparatory

Czech Republic? 813 752 71 727 45 767 715 761 785 823 854 859 866 881 Nt e
Hungary® 87 83 8.1 89 &1 82 80 85 8.1 83 83 - 864 818  yearaus
Poland 187 411 439 426 427 443 453 468 479 496 499 502 504 511 e Datafor 20002001 are estimates
Slovakia® 79 720 - - 631 612 514 606 651 682 695 688 9.1 707  pecrMuenms o
Sloveniate 563 566 558 562 603 628 651 667 662 683 700 695 683 642  Fageraionorsh
g. Pupil data for 1991-1998 exclude
Estonia 622 614 606 539 567 599 646 688 722 741 761 795 803 805 cticAbaniansinKosovo 1995
Latvia® 539 458 311 284 326 401 415 513 529 567 620 635 656 T agoceieesid o
Lithuania® 595 568 481 404 313 345 317 409 452 486 522 513 525 545 (Kosovois curtentl under United
Nations administrati
Bulgaria 69.1 677 587 625 604 626 675 692 653 685 699 708 706 742  DPuidoior w20
Romania® 633 543 519 533 502 552 584 551 628 642 652 661 615 710 Tomsanestr 2000sumey epors
30.4 (NCPMM and UNICEF 2000).
Albaniat® 425 444 315 219 216 218 289 285 214 280 285 35T 343 - L2000suveyrepors200(SDSU
Bosnia-Herzegovina' - - ... . . . 87 10 98 97 87 89  MdUNCEF0.
Croatia 204 294 191 200 - 261 310 309 341 332 338 363 424 384
FYR Macedoniac 242 242 242 230 238 235 254 268 266 263 212 212 285 21
Serbia and Montenegro¢ 201 238 219 205 218 246 263 281 292 295 424 437 440 446
Belarus? 632 634 628 584 588 615 628 646 676 630 640 656 689 692
Moldova" 612 616 588 419 402 370 344 338 383 34 327 368 408 524
Russia® 734 726 716 647 641 628 628 630 630 625 631 648 664 682
Ukraine® 642 632 615 583 511 545 514 418 443 446 453 44T 461 487
Armenia® 485 454 458 395 340 291 238 253 253 238 249 29 246 257
Azerbaijan 216 208 198 188 187 162 150 139 132 100 145 158 179 193
Georgia 45 444 M3 327 35 234 256 217 BT 262 215 282 285 308
Kazakhstan® 531 537 531 470 420 316 255 - 123 124 105 120 132 135
Kyrgyzstan 313 303 267 233 134 88 72 82 83 87 80 87 90 95
Tajikistan? 160 152 139 105 104 94 69 63 63 60 54 56 59 61
Turkmenistan 335 330 321 307 312 283 253 20 211 192 190 195 23 202
Uzbekistan' %8 31 3B 307 200 261 245 195 176 161 162 182 194 199

1.2 Basic education enrolments (gross rates, per cent of relevant population)®

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTables.1and 12

b. Data for 1989-1995 for children

Czech Republic® %9 986 1007 1007 1006 1000 996 973 976 976 977 984 986 987 e Ol EGANfordiden
Hungary® 95 986 977 913 966 962 966 963 961 966 978 992 991 996 Crigencgedsra
Poland¢ 1008 1002 999 995 993 991 991 993 999 100.1 100.2 1005 998 1003 . Datafor 19892000 forchildren
Slovakiae 970 91 985 984 985 99 915 968 987 1013 1075 1074 1062 00 e FpAAR g
Sloveniae 970 971 99 970 974 977 983 985 987 987 995 100.1 1011 e

. Children aged 7-15.
Estonia' 9.3 952 940 931 934 937 949 956 968 992 1009 1028 1038 1044 g,Datafor1389-1998refeno
Latvia’ %7 975 942 918 893 888 893 914 922 924 933 965 994 1010 e FEINT
Lithuanias 950 937 925 929 920 934 956 965 985 998 992 1015 1024 1030 Datafor 2000:2001 are esimates

based on 2001 census.
Bulgaria® 984 986 973 951 940 943 937 936 940 943 948 953 971 987  iDataare RCesimates endof
Romania¢ %8 925 919 917 914 922 937 942 963 978 985 989 1000 1009 Soperree e EEEHAS

j. Pupil data for 1990-2000 are
Albania¢" 1022 1020 979 945 953 966 968 960 946 926 898 1055 1040 - undemeported
Bosnia-Herzegovina®' 935 930 950 - - - 976 968 961 924 8.4 840 811 793 Ekﬁﬁ;ﬁ'ﬁﬁiffnﬁglﬁffff-ﬁ%'g”g.e
Croatiaei 942 809 794 894 844 823 804 824 823 828 807 825 952 957 2001 exciuces Kosovo lcumenty
FYR Macedoniae 1020 1007 998 976 970 970 979 984 99.1 988 996 100.1 986 971  under United Nations
Serbia and Montenegro¢* 951 947 731 740 727 716 729 719 709 699 670 661 659 - de"“"iS”aﬁm’-

. Data for 1997-2002 exclude

Transdniestr; 2000 survey reports
Belarus 959 948 943 945 941 940 946 943 949 908 912 918 923 933 98.5 for primary attendence
Moldova'! 941 939 935 794 783 783 790 792 925 925 941 935 940 947  NCPMM and UNICEF 2000.
Russia' 900 900 893 887 875 818 834 837 887 885 888 894 901 90 [ Dellor0besedonzin
Ukrainef 928 923 915 911 904 906 908 912 907 899 899 917 937 94T 1 Datafor 20002002 afected by

change in education system.
Armeniae™ 95 946 916 11 864 822 814 828 829 826 803 795 791 884  ODanforis2AMecde
Azerbaijan'" 885 885 836 889 894 907 918 912 921 867 861 906 914 904 s curvesropors@2for
Georgia'® 950 944 915 844 912 921 936 911 995 1005 1003 992 966 970 prinay ol O
Kazakhstan'® 948 946 939 941 938 942 944 94T 942 94T 943 997 1001 1000 S smerere sty
Kyrgyzstan'"® 922 920 920 920 86 8.6 80 8.4 899 903 898 962 952 948  UniceF 1o,
Tajikistanfa 941 946 948 903 855 864 870 859 858 897 891 885 911 94d
Turkmenistan'a 912 892 854 833 818 808 815 810 85 805 795 802 804 808
Uzbekistan'® 921 915 883 878 8§13 816 880 884 889 892 889 970 918 975
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1.3 General secondary enrolments (gross rates, per cent of population aged 15-18)2

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. Normally 2-4 year programmes;
for population sources, see notes to
Tables 1.1and 1.2.

b. Data for 1989-1995 refer to

Czech Republic® W49 131 130 123 127 136 19 124 134 15113169 189 e o
Hungary° 17.3 17.6 18.2 19.6 20.8 22.1 23.2 24.4 25.7 26.8 27.8 34.3 35.4 36.5 children aged 15-18; enrolment rate
Poland 203 209 25 243 259 217 295 303 318 337 362 389 424 460 for 20002002 affected by change in
Slovakiae 43 150 157 167 18 190 205 216 223 226 217 231 249 218 e
Slovenia - - - - 195 201 20.5 216 227 25.6 29.0 319 31 375 dl. Data for 1996-2002 linclude those
in part-time comprehensive
Estonia 318 367 372 380 410 459 463 476 477 452 448 450 464 468  eduaton
Latvia® 21 209 206 208 252 273 200 31 301 42 M1 41 410 416 G prormeamirtesea
Lithuaniae 355 349 330 318 311 336 359 401 411 432 376 422 459 489 Dotafor2000-2001 are estimates
based on 2001 census.
Bulgaria 309 298 289 296 300 316 325 302 314 320 326 331 360 33 LRl BEEBacke
Romania - M5 159 172 186 196 201 210 214 214 263 261 263 262 3001exciude Kesowo lcurenty
under United Nations
Albaniaf 246 24 200 308 318 318 309 328 362 364 364 312 413 - adminitrtion).
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - 181 160 166 D Dwirieazece
Croatia - - 78 125 180 219 255 269 259 244 229 221 218 216 i Detafor 2002 based on 2001
FYR Macedonia . - - 106 46 159 173 180 188 203 222 241 257 20 censs
Serbia and Montenegro® - - 62 95 24 128 129 15 137 140 M2 139 13y - LDeelrENOIDy
k. Data for 1992-2002 exclude
Belarus 211 268 262 252 241 250 248 266 282 279 289 2719 268 277  AbkhaziaandTokhinval
Moldova® 74 263 22 171 12 176 180 192 217 229 211 27 243 202
Russia 244 247 236 226 223 234 245 257 211 285 291 286 287 295
Ukraine 253 250 244 233 228 236 241 255 214 293 311 309 305 314
Armenia 369 343 325 313 312 307 291 296 306 318 328 321 305 35
Azerbaijan 340 335 337 317 218 257 246 267 309 315 316 232 225 325
Georgia* 399 392 337 260 241 231 257 264 253 261 265 303 314 320
Kazakhstani 325 333 320 295 280 266 262 301 345 385 393 306 312 3719
Kyrgyzstani 37 366 35 319 211 261 252 273 309 362 375 235 245 361
Tajikistan 404 403 372 295 269 255 238 220 222 163 178 28 211 191
Turkmenistan #7404 375 364 346 345 335 237 238 247 287 251 251 219
Uzbekistan 363 371 360 308 276 272 263 262 280 296 309 227 212 349
1.4 Vocational/technical secondary enrolments (gross rates, per cent population aged 15-18)2
a. Preparatory programmes for
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 specxlﬁct_occupaﬁon ortradei; fotr
population sources, see notes to
Czech Republic® 65.1 639 609 617 657 724 714 60.1 601 676 613 689 710 717 Fheiladiz o
Hungary® 553 558 558 510 588 603 628 655 674 683 685 692 704 U1 grigen aged 167 19962002 or
Poland 698 684 668 662 665 671 670 671 665 657 650 640 66.4 657 childenaged 1518 rae for 2000
Slovakiae 647 632 624 631 641 659 677 681 681 688 583 596 636 560  200efectedbychangein
Slovenia -~ .- - 610 622 636 655 664 617 666 656 639 630 . ietiin
d. Data for 1999-2002 for those aged
Estonia - 206 210 205 204 27 13 227 231 236 299 336 345 329 1618 doia 1992199 have o
Latvia 81 456 446 410 313 35 34 24 BT 281 312 316 313 302 o wecuns SEL
Lithuaniad 378 340 309 217 212 204 208 210 214 215 255 206 184 10T pased on 2001 census
f. Data for 1999-2001 exclude
Bulgaria 43 412 454 434 022 431 436 433 422 418 415 423 441 473 Koo urenty nderUned
Romania - 784 519 417 456 411 490 490 489 482 439 461 469 4T4 e muude
Transdniestr.
Albanias 546 537 296 181 130 90 80 11 66 63 60 66 76 - h.Data for 1992:2002 exclude
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - 470 - - 358 356 351  AbkhezaandTekhinvali
Croatia - - 519 538 584 648 777 822 789 740 669 633 617 615
FYR Macedonia 584 565 551 437 395 304 397 408 414 423 433 433 433 425
Serbia and Montenegrof - - - - - - - - - - 433 420 M412 -
Belarus 0.2 488 480 470 462 444 422 410 M9 420 427 433 433 438
Moldovas 397 380 351 264 244 230 23 225 254 28 174 148 136 129
Russia B34 502 485 457 436 412 415 414 410 401 406 41T 411 420
Ukraine 403 396 395 390 365 347 334 326 301 287 282 284 283 293
Armenia 316 290 258 227 183 19 M3 N7 109 M4 N7 103 105 N5
Azerbaijan 288 260 250 203 158 128 107 102 98 95 96 97 101 100
Georgia® 168 163 148 154 139 143 140 159 169 190 181 159 143 132
Kazakhstan 436 409 383 367 343 319 309 212 229 213 203 215 233 241
Kyrgyzstan 283 268 260 252 222 196 161 140 133 131 127 125 19 14
Tajikistan 197 191 184 160 155 140 123 106 91 84 86 86 80 78
Turkmenistan 251 28 22 211 187 132 105 104 70 48 52 59 55 55
Uzbekistan 331 300 2718 268 253 234 23 215 226 239 250 325 319 335
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1.5 Higher education enrolments (gross rates, per cent of population aged 19-24)

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. IRC estimate based on number of
students in non-degree or degree-
granting tertiary education; for
population sources, see notes to

Czech Republic? 166 172 160 166 175 186 198 211 221 237 260 282 309 361  Dohuonsous
Hungary® 122 121 123 130 142 159 182 200 255 280 316 353 393 446 b, Datafor 1989-1995 refer to those
Poland 160 170 171 186 212 240 272 308 348 392 428 463 495 524 aged 18-22; 1996-2002 to those aged
Slovakia* 134 143 W1 146 154 11 183 210 228 247 26 294 32 0 FR e
Slovenia® 2Z1 229 255 261 282 301 313 343 440 510 530 581 666 693 g Datarefer tothose aged 1822
1989-1995 for full-time courses only.
Estonia 361 345 329 307 301 308 339 377 415 461 488 510 520 532 3 Dﬂ;a ’%99’7‘;’0‘(;‘2"?6 fggd 1923
Latvia 06 208 209 191 179 183 217 313 361 422 468 528 562 589 e Rl
Lithuania 216 263 234 219 213 220 242 216 328 372 426 477 516 565 f Datafor2000-2001 are estimates
based on 2001 census.
Bulgaria 20 262 257 210 281 303 337 349 341 362 347 383 331 339 gDl B
Romania 720092 N3 128 135 135 175 186 191 213 234 268 295 325 ppaniansin Kosovo: data for 1956
2001 exclude Kosovo (currently
Albaniaf 6.9 78 88 1.0 102 9.7 102 M6 120 123 125 143 143 - under United Nations
Bosnia-Herzegovina 86 85 84 87 - - - - W8 163 173 183 181 192 e o ezend
Croatia 174 181 181 201 212 212 222 235 242 251 261 282 295 315 population data for 1997-2002
FYR Macedonia 193 176 160 162 157 163 171 170 175 179 197 186 202 225  excludeTransdniestr
Serbia and Montenegros 22 206 16 187 184 184 202 216 236 236 21 253 239 - L Dwlra0sdonan
j. Data for 1993 exclude private
Belarus 230 231 226 228 220 221 229 242 259 284 300 317 333 343 universities.
Moldova® 162 157 149 132 127 129 137 142 183 199 209 211 226 241
Russia 208 246 239 225 218 216 224 235 256 280 314 362 410 437
Ukraine 23 217 211 201 192 203 208 222 255 280 297 326 367 387
Armenial 193 201 195 169 135 166 152 150 153 160 160 155 163 218
Azerbaijan "9 126 131 123 120 M5 127 133 128 136 143 143 140 135
Georgial 188 209 227 254 202 31 292 312 31 36 336 349 33 B4
Kazakhstan 181 187 185 177 169 169 166 162 187 211 241 290 334 380
Kyrgyzstan 132 129 125 15 107 M2 129 153 190 248 298 346 314 3K0
Tajikistan N5 18 M6 M8 MN5H 121 121 124 124 N 120 M4 N9 130
Turkmenistan 02 99 95 86 81 78 64 58 50 44 39 30 27 26
Uzbekistan 150 152 148 134 N3 94 6 65 62 60 6.2 6.6 13 79
7.6 Public expenditure on education (per cent GDP)?
a. GDP taken from EBRD (2003).
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  b.Datafor 90 ok frode k
Mocki lepaciene and Jackunas
Czech Republic 40 41 41 45 52 52 51 52 46 43 45 44 45 47 MM
Hungary 57 58 63 66 65 64 55 49 50 49 52 51 Bl K1 (it e
Poland - 48 51 54 54 53 52 54 55 51 5.1 5.1 54 53 d Datafor 1990-1991 based on
Slovakia 5.1 56 6.0 5.2 4.2 48 47 43 41 41 40 38 - w{‘)isEchp‘rl‘I’:;’cﬁg:t:yak:n“a‘fyfgc”‘al
Slovenia - 48 55 58 55 58 57 - - - - - 5] . Rusia 2001
z%oata f::i§92-1995 from ADB and
Estonia - - 61 Al 6.6 70 13 Al 6.8 71 6.7 68 - UNESCO (1995); expenditure for
Latvia 45 41 45 61 61 70 58 57 69 68 68 69 71 TEMEromINFS,
Lithuania® 45 - - 46 56 56 54 58 64 65 60 6.1 6.3
Bulgaria - 50 5.1 6.1 5.7 4.8 40 32 39 39 42 4.2 40 42
Romania 22 28 36 36 33 31 34 36 33 33 38 29 - -
Albania 40 42 50 42 33 33 38 37 33 29 31 2.7 21 2.6
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatia - - - - - - - -
FYR Macedonia 59 68 54 60 53 52 53 48 - - - 3.7
Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - 63 57 b2 44 49 -
Belarus 46 53 60 58 55 59 63 63 62 62 65 68
Moldova - - 8 60 87 6 90 88 62 47 40 46 58
Russia 37 36 38 43 45 37 4.0 45 36 32 - - -
Ukraine - - - - 5.3 5.4 4.9 5.4 4.4 36 4.2 47 5.6
Armenia 75 89 5.2 2.5 25 20 17 18 19 26 23 19
Azerbaijan - 69 67 6 49 35 37 36 34 42 39 35 32
Georgia 6.1 64 40 06 05 09 18 20 20 19 VA 2.2
Kazakhstane -2 39 30 32 - 4339 - - - -
Kyrgyzstan 60 50 42 55 58 48 49 49 40 35 39 45
Tajikistan - - - - 2422 21 2.2 2.1 23 24 26
Turkmenistan 36 32 2.1 45 6.1 47 - - b8
Uzbekistan - - - - - - -
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8. Child protection

8.1 Children in residential care (in 1,000s)?

a. Refers to children in infant

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  homes, in orphanages, in boarding

homes and schools for children

Czech Republic 170 171 167 168 171 116 182 185 186 186 190 191 100 190  yleseeme Sl

Hungary 14.0 12.6 1.0 10.2 10.0 9.4 9.2 8.9 8.3 9.4 8.6 8.4 8.6 8.1 homes, family-type homes, SOS

Poland? 629 648 634 635 644 672 TI0 765 764 716 769 792 614 595 villges,ete. Childrenin puniive

Slovakia 90 86 87 86 87 87 93 93 93 88 88 88 88 81  peuioierEnal ecued

Sloveniac 18 18 19 20 16 13 14 4 12 12 16 16 16 1T counries
b. Includes the ‘socially

Estonia 15 15 14 14 15 15 15 17 17 17 17 17 18 19 moladusted; 2001 excludes

Latvia 09 17 16 18 20 23 29 33 33 37 3] 3] 36 35 e et

Lithuania - 6.3 5.9 5.2 6.0 6.4 6.9 Al 72 74 72 70 6.7 13 undergoing behavioural
rehabilitation in institutions and

Bulgaria® -4 22 210 214 269 266 212 244 235 237 28 220 121 3031:;;’0";;;02%'%(183perthe

Romania - 474 470 430 449 530 495 520 518 424 355 545 465 432 nlational legal definition under the
Child Protection Law.

Albania¢ - 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 e. Data for children in infant homes

Bosnia-Herzegovina' 29 - - 1719 200 22 - - L o

Croatia - 49 - 4.0 - 4.2 - 43 - 37 - 4.2 2.7 2.6 estimates based on data from the

FYR Macedonia 13 15 13 15 12 12 12 12 13 11 09 10 09 09 FederationofBH

Serbia and Montenegro - 69 A - 66 - 68 - 66 - b8 - - ﬁ'oggéif&:?egnil;"udndzeorgg:;:g”de
Nations administration).

Belarus 20 20 190 187 175 173 176 175 177 185 187 186 185 175 h.Datafor1992—2002e!<c|ude

Moldova" 156 143 125 87 77 82 80 85 83 82 16 11 70 71 Tewdiewr oo

Russia 5038 4945 4451 4275 4102 4143 4258 4346 4207 4293 4282 4235 A2AT U216 oriicwmeds

Ukraine 396 401 389 380 379 384 390 397 401 412 421 442 441 465 Datafor 1989-1993 are children in
infant homes; 1994-2002 children in

Armenia 03 04 04 05 05 06 07 08 10 10 15 13 14 14  nfanthomes anddisabledchildren

Azerbaijan 49 40 40 35 34 33 29 34 37 40 42 44 45 47 "Pelensiviomen

Georgia 46 40 36 31 41 29 24 31 32 35 36 36 35 46

Kazakhstan 19 18 18 16 18 48 49 53 54 54 54 52 53 53

Kyrgyzstan - 84 78 63 55 46 49 50 50 49 54 53 4T 49

Tajikistan 37 42 29 35 27 23 15 16 21 25 20 17 19 21

Turkmenistan 09 10 09 09 10 08 11 10 10 12 10 10 09 09

Uzbekistan 148 148 143 173 165 159 156 168 178 183 192 205 223 219

8.2 Rate of children in residential care (per 100,000 population aged 0-17)2
a. See notes toTable 8.1; for

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 goglula;i(;n szu;czes,seenotesto

aples 1.1and 1.2.

Czech Republic 610.3 6254 623.0 6446 6718 716 762.0 8029 8344 860.0 9005 9256 9416 9585 b-(‘”y""z?’a“avebeew ‘

Hungary 5311 488.4 4300 4083 4098 3944 3937 3920 3739 4341 4055 4034 4170 4018 ieg coimtonseperthe Chit

Poland 5540 5727 5627 5685 5835 6187 7238 7345 7512 7850 799.6 850.7 6839 6873 ProtectionLam.

Slovakia 5507 536.8 5465 5519 566.0 5769 626.1 6448 6585 6397 6557 6795 6915 6612

Slovenia 3635 365.0 3858 4216 3435 2887 3151 3179 2741 2875 4013 4198 4136 4649

Estonia 3575 3734 3452 3491 3869 4085 4179 4855 5072 5260 5446 5599 6102 6517

Latvia 1281 2505 2427 2752 3225 3784 4725 5548 5842 665.6 6852 7016 719.2 719.4

Lithuania - 6301 5858 5230 6078 653.9 7226 7463 773.0 806.0 8037 8167 808.1 909.6

Bulgaria® - 1,2814 123079 1,349.7 1,4003 1,4175 1,4419 1,5208 1,409.8 14016 1,4510 1,428.4 14673 8313

Romania - 7245 7347 689.2 7394 898.0 865.4 9356 959.0 808.6 695.8 1,088.8 9440 909.4

Albania - - 49 455 449 458 558 492 569 511

Bosnia-Herzegovina - 2258 - - 209.1 2203 2184 2314 - -

Croatia - 4278 - 3599 - 3728 - 3931 - 3395 - 4512 2922 2805

FYR Macedonia 218 2524 2139 2533 2010 2129 2093 2048 2316 200.1 170.6 1763 1671 160.2

Serbia and Montenegro - 2384 - 2499 - 2392 - 2510 - 249.6 - 2261 - -

Belarus 7893 788.6 6852 6769 6365 6415 6658 6755 699.3 7574 779.7 7963 8233 806.5

Moldova 10856 9949 8705 613.2 5478 590.0 5835 6347 7350 739.7 7083 6812 690.0 726.3

Russia 1,254.0 1,233.6 1,116.0 1,083.4 1,056.7 1,082.8 1,133.4 1,183.5 1,193.2 1,229.1 1,263.1 1,290.0 1,343.1 1,380.2

Ukraine 2974 3021 2948 2895 2923 3021 3130 3264 339.0 3589 3778 410.8 4280 4725

Armenia 244 287 344 346 370 440 557 644 857 865 1288 1220 1492 1489

Azerbaijan 1784 1445 1409 1233 192 126 1011 153 1245 1322 1405 1513 1579 1665

Georgia 2911 2565 2321 2061 299.4 2164 1846 2533 2668 290.6 3051 3124 3105 410.9

Kazakhstan 311 297 292 263 300 828 869 972 1012 1066 1071 1048 109.2 110.4

Kyrgyzstan - 4373 3994 3196 288.0 2430 2524 2574 253.0 2405 2642 2625 2326 2463

Tajikistan 1419 1589 1076 12713 961 823 533 536 727 840 656 559 611 663

Turkmenistan 521 533 474 446 484 404 532 460 485 559 461 463 418 425

Uzbekistan 1559 1526 1432 169.3 1585 1502 1456 1543 1620 1665 174.0 186.4 2044 2016
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8.3 Children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTablestiand 12

b. Institutions of the Ministry of

Czech Republic® 536.7 5133 4921 4646 4585 4774 5173 5369 5540 5838 5740 4785 4638 4510 ?.eg:irll&ren aged 07
Hungary 4841 4377 4103 3867 3987 3965 390.4 3956 3911 3885 3732 3173 3062 2954 g Asof 2002 data have been
Poland 184.0 1944 199.4 196.8 196.4 - - - - - - selected according to new national

Slovakia 1945 1739 1715 2087 2171 2430 2476 280.1 - - - - - . legal defnition as per the Child

Protection Law.

Slovenia M4 291 283 266 4.0 349 24.2 e. Data for 2000-2001 are estimates
based on April 2001 census.

Estonia 149.7 1500 1576 1745 1887 1949 2254 2596 2786 - - - - - Data refer to the Federation of

Latvia 5229 4809 4739 509.8 6062 696.0 780.5 853.2 919.11,0348 9577 979.7 876.1 8029 s;g'm for 1998 and 2000 exclude

Lithuania 279.0 2069 2225 2245 2523 2243 265.1 310.1 3240 3320 3238 2969 3292 342.0  Kosovo (currently under United
Nations administrati

Bulgaria? 8947 880.1 8879 9621 10379 11157 1,1211 1,236.2 1,3077 13349 1,280.8 12070 12375 1,1765 D Datolor 19922002 xclude

Romania - 6109 639.6 6822 790.6 1,099.1 9009 9529 950.7 - - - - i. Data for 1989-1990 are taken from
CIS Stat (1999).

Albania - - - - - 624 802 799 817 697 588 796 796 - I-Children aged 0-5.

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - 609 547 - - -

Croatia - 628 - 596 - 520 - 638 - 715 - 806 897 819

FYR Macedonia 491 473 500 597 662 811 8.0 655 804 731 769 680 508 635

Serbia and Montenegro® - 485 - M5 - 534 - 729 - 592 - 668 - -

Belarus 1703 1685 1671 1750 1924 2155 2338 2532 2999 3378 356.0 356.1 352.3 3358

Moldova" 185.1 179.2 1868 1781 1869 2034 2019 2261 2760 2951 2762 300.2 2756 2647

Russia 2067 2095 2177 2372 2643 2902 3173 3372 3384 370.1 3824 3867 3831 375.4

Ukraine’ 1556 1546 153.4 1550 1655 1834 2072 230.4 2441 2816 3017 3085 309.7 3438

Armenial 132 16 108 132 125 139 153 179 190 217 238 314 340 297

Azerbaijan B9 346 333 211 283 292 260 266 307 335 369 422 424 385

Georgia 85 3HBI 297 193 232 182 199 309 262 369 375 443 473 395

Kazakhstan 1234 1214 1231 149 1366 1532 1787 209.4 2260 2762 3048 2870 2837 2718

Kyrgyzstan 474 454 446 442 515 591 545 559 514 506 552 634 596 625

Tajikistan 614 576 572 572 390 323 274 230 204 447 494 B39 521 545

Turkmenistan 614 594 513 451 443 402 454 316 358 415 500 488 432 467

Uzbekistan 348 3H3 328 3B3 38 318 295 302 305 308 334 352 348 383

8.4 Children in care of foster parents or guardians (in 1,000s)*

a. Children in foster or guardian
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  coe placedw'\th;amiliegs.

b. Foster care only.

Czech Republic 75 77 171 15 16 16 77 80 79 79 81 80 85 g4  cDetaforiari¥6referto

Hungary? 90 89 86 85 84 83 80 19 80 19 76 I8 82 84 Shmeeet

Poland 1475 1440 1377 1329 1328 1349 140.2 1459 1511 1543 1551 1537 1565 1449 e Data for 1992-1998 refer to foster

Slovakia® 23 23 24 24 24 24 23 23 22 24 26 27 28 28 ::fz g:'zvoﬂg’a;'f‘::’;gg;e;;;g%efor

Slovenia 20 26 26 26 25 33 32 35 3B 33 33 3 29 32 20%0; 179 n 1998, 3,058 in 1999 and
5,157 in 2000 were cared for by

Estonia® - - - 18 24 217 21 37 37 36 35 32 49 49  mateal assistants (MONEE project

Latvia? - - - - 33 46 55 58 66 17 19 88 92 9 jonmeviereonfomad

Lithuania® 46 46 49 52 54 53 59 62 66 70 77 76 17 76 ¢ Referstonew entrantsto care
during the year; data for 1998-2001

Bulgaria exc_lude Ko_sovo (cur_re_nt\y L_Jnder

Romania® - - - 75 83 83 W5 M0 - 166 197 242 280 309 Jpe et

Albani Transdniestr.

ania

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - -

Croatia - - - - - - - - - - - 42 40 40

FYR Macedonia M1 06 06 14 12 12 12 14 14 13 M 11 11 11

Serbia and Montenegrof 80 71 69 80 80 69 87 82 86 82 8 79 81 -

Belarus? 14 106 103 104 106 61 7184 97 M5 123 130 139 144

Moldovads - - 50 40 39 39 40 40 42 43 41 44 49 5O

Russia® 1740 1705 1803 1905 2014 2255 2525 278.1 2935 3039 3123 329.0 3475 359.7

Ukraine¢ 81 3B5 402 413 426 436 4711 504 537 569 595 616 627 654

Armenia - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Azerbaijan 65 67 72 16 719 82 80 81 84 87 88 90 91 93

Georgia® - - - - - - - 04 08 08 09 08 08 09

Kazakhstan - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Kyrgyzstan - 39 46 51 54 64 57 61 64 60 59 63 11 74

Tajikistan - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Turkmenistan - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Uzbekistand - - - 1712 174 180 184 196 208 225 238 251 260 274
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8.5 Rate of children in care of foster parents or guardians (per 100,000 population aged 0-17)2

1989 1990 1991

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic

2704 2820 2886 2889 2971

3073 3237 3473 3554 366.4 3852 3872 420.1

423.4

a. See notes toTable 8.4; for
population sources, see notes to
Tables 1.1and 1.2.

Hungary 3433 3430 3337 3403 346.1 3477 3459 349.1 3608 3639 359.9 3753 3994 4174
Poland 1,299.2 1,272.0 1,221.5 1,189.6 1,203.7 1,242.7 1,316.9 1,400.4 1,486.7 1,559.9 1,613.3 1,651.7 1,745.0 1,672.5
Slovakia 1455 1448 1484 1507 156.0 1569 1569 162.4 158.1 173.0 1932 2071 2219 2305
Slovenia 3943 52711 5295 5445 5268 7200 7165 8007 8263 8058 8135 7905 759.8 855.1
Estonia 4695 6433 5913 605.8 1,084.4 1,124.8 1,126.0 1,121.6 1,060.7 1,632.5 1,710.6
Latvia - - - - 5121 7381 902.1 9919 1,150.3 1,382.3 1,468.2 1,678.0 1,822.9 19779
Lithuania 4608 4639 499.1 5322 5567 5586 6277 6785 7354 7939 8812 8886 9316 9508
Bulgaria - - - - - - - - - -
Romania 1211 1367 1414 1838 198.1 316.1 3848 4826 568.0 649.2
Albania
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - -
Croatia - - - - - - - - - - - 3994 4257 4409
FYR Macedonia 1895 1016 1073 2318 2056 2125 209.4 2453 2395 229.6 1985 2057 2136 1985
Serbia and Montenegro 2735 2438 2433 2841 2876 250.1 3162 3032 3212 3108 2984 3054 3175 -
Belarus 4096 3790 3726 3763 3848 2260 2695 3243 3854 4687 5152 5579 6169 664.4
Moldova - - 3483 2850 2789 2804 2895 3021 370.6 3884 3837 4243 4809 519.1
Russia 4330 4254 4522 4827 5188 589.3 6722 7513 8189 870.0 9212 1,002.1 1,098 1,1776
Ukraine 2858 290.1 305.1 3141 3285 3429 3784 4149 4537 4955 5342 5721 6087 664.6
Armenia - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Azerbaijan 2366 2400 2539 2659 2740 2814 2736 2785 2879 2893 2968 309.8 3178 3322
Georgia - - - - - - - 32 700 678 810 713 729 838
Kazakhstan - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kyrgyzstan 2052 2335 2605 2872 3384 2953 3087 3206 2979 2929 313 3513 3742
Tajikistan - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Turkmenistan - - - - - - - - - - -
Uzbekistan 1684 1670 1707 1716 180.0 189.6 2042 2162 2284 2384 253.0
8.6 Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)°

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTables 1.1and 12

b. Data for 1998-2001 exclude
Czech Republic 1042 967 1036 937 927 1118 1371 1348 1600 1336 156.1 1423 1520 129.2 E:f;vnf;fg;fnﬂgtvr;iﬂ::’fU”'ted
Hungary 198.4 1952 2067 1877 1828 190.6 2012 2280 2093 2033 2318 2461 2217 2220  adoptions for 1994-2002 and
Poland 149.7 1574 1503 139.2 1338 1277 1280 136.6 1378 143.4 1441 156.7 162.8 164.5 populatipn for 1997-2002 exclude
Slovakia 146 1224 1267 193 1481 1406 1829 1966 179.3 198.1 2480 1768 180.6 2049 Z’a[')‘std"'“‘lf- o Aokt and
Slovenia 1533 1351 1498 1312 1216 1618 932 1013 744 814 803 634 806 642 yrinar
Estonia - - - 3106 4205 4221 4438 4797 4307 3813 3418 3365 4076 2628
Latvia 352.7 3498 4047 4269 3567 3547 3610 4006 4669 4671 4970 3028 3784 376.1
Lithuania - - - 1504 537 1524 M72 2409 2600 2337 2011 1072 1284 1724
Bulgaria 588.7 5779 5513 5570 5425 6032 639.1 6681 7250 7444 8503 7918 8509 814.0
Romania - - - - - - 2643 2434 1079 3099 4674 4713 3063 2025
Albania 245 307 M3 221 287 B4 8T 3BT
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatia 1201 1012 481 533 979 1373 777 83 711 761 757 826 795 763
FYR Macedonia 1903 2127 1968 165.1 1619 1540 1437 169.9 1623 1468 166.1 1764 1614 174.0
Serbia and Montenegro® 92.5 - 797 739 629 660 611 665 635 414 441 424 490 -
Belarus 1279 1392 1328 1393 2280 3088 3329 3395 2979 2911 2888 3266 2932 308.6
Moldovac - - - - - 1287 156.4 1644 1787 2126 2662 1577 1329 1576
Russia 1299 1411 1525 1786 2156 2524 2255 2139 2634 2498 2582 2724 2623 2764
Ukraine 2172 2011 2356 2433 269.0 3279 3413 2313 2789 2973 3884 4658 4925 456.4
Armenia 1782 1025 712 611 578 1665 2172 965 1978 1738 159.0 853 101.6 116.0
Azerbaijan 1007 876 749 654 540 780 613 736 693 8.1 708 533 535 651
Georgia® - - - - - - - 442 1904 761 641 550 645 1072
Kazakhstan - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kyrgyzstan 269.0 3172 260.1 2468 2271 2338 2663 2025 2832 209.3 2200 2239 209.7
Tajikistan - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Turkmenistan - - - - - - - - - - -
Uzbekistan 2580 2337 1969 2109 2184 2214 2319 2611 2498 2613 290.1
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9. Crime indicators

9.1 Registered total crime rate (per 100,000 population)?

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTeble i

b. Data for 1999-2001 exclude

Czech Republic 1166 2099 2745 3345 3858 3604 3637 3822 3917 4138 4049 381 3503 3649  oeorolcuen wderted

Hungary 2150 3288 4245 4313 3871 3765 4860 4520 4999 5850 4940 4414 4571 4142 o pgtafor 9822002 exciuce

Poland 1442 2318 2265 2297 2217 2351 2526 2324 2568 2775 2901 3278 3598 3654  Trnstnist:

Slovakia 879 1323 1668 1980 2744 2576 2137 1850 1716 1741 1742 1645 1726 199 & Detelor2002basedonzitt

Slovenia 2002 1919 213 2709 2223 2193 1919 1840 1872 2789 305 3395 3747 3865 o atofor 1989 takenfom IS St
(1998).

Estonia 1221 1517 2033 2691 2487 2444 2754 2501 2928 3298 3747 4219 4288 3923

Latvia 113 1302 1582 2367 2061 1626 1575 1555 1515 1522 1839 215 2169 2,109

Lithuania 848 1002 1214 1530 1640 1603 1676 1890 2121 2,202 2188 2,354 2277 2,094

Bulgaria 672 772 2062 2630 2599 2639 2452 2337 2896 1993 1855 1828 1870 1,877

Romania 208 422 606 635 964 1043 1309 1422 1601 1773 1618 1576 1519 1,434

Albania - - 34 296 230 195 168 192 177 166 161 139

Bosnia-Herzegovina 48 39 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Croatia 1185 1123 971 1324 1517 1,178 1018 1,105 945 1081 986 1038 1189 1,393

FYR Macedonia 802 78 848 1307 1258 1204 1178 1263 1001 1102 114 978 842 898

Serbia and Montenegro® 1175 1,144 1174 1,293 1,656 1512 1,268 1,238 1203 1126 881 888 974 -

Belarus 654 743 798 946 1009 1176 1,293 1252 1,269 1220 1301 1355 1125 1,339

Moldovat 90 98 1021 901 853 858 885 805 1002 992 1079 1051 1,042 1,002

Russia 1099 1244 1466 1861 1890 1779 1865 1781 1632 1762 2057 2033 2,056 1,760

Ukraine 626 716 784 926 1039 1,007 1252 1214 1168 1151 1125 1,153 1067 959

Armeniat 20 342 363 41 30 265 20 331 36 284 265 317 302 36

Azerbaijan 22 215 215 304 242 244 260 226 209 189 180 173 180 202

Georgia® 326 362 514 447 429 363 332 304 306 331 318 30 3BT 32

Kazakhstan 833 907 1060 1222 1258 1250 1163 1,181 1060 943 93¢ 1013 1024 910

Kyrgyzstan 593 675 718 973 941 912 899 856 793 719 86 790 812 749

Tajikistan 317 318 340 457 441 255 256 233 227 222 238 234 24 198

Turkmenistan 481 497 495 M3 373 340 331 34 313 301 266 223 190 169

Uzbekistan 835 432 425 438 412 330 295 285 284 288 310 300 298 305

9.2 Total sentencing rate (per 100,000 population)?

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTabie .

b. Adults d by courts of
Czech Republic 557 183 271 301 340 503 532 562 580 525 609 615 588 638 {;';;;"j;;gc)er taken from GUS
Hungary 617 460 633 747 719 757 830 808 856 948 940 932 935 982 ., rycludesihose under T,
Poland® - 384 - 528 562 624 710 733 - - - - - - d. Excludes economic crimes.
Slovakia 581 258 433 446 482 476 482 42 416 416 399 414 430 g eDm fgu jfegngt-lioufﬂ e
Sloveniac 637 493 414 382 345 316 174 198 251 289 292 317 354 383 oo admmstaton.
f. Data for 1989 taken from CIS Stat
Estonia 208 225 253 328 420 497 B57 601 647 596 639 749 827 803 (1%L
Latvia 219 269 218 348 440 448 394 44 525 537 538 535 533 539 9 Dalor WAMexiie
Lithuania 205 213 246 353 443 478 505 472 506 550 558 591 601 573 1 Datafor 1969-1991, 1993-1994
taken from CIS Stat (1998).
Bulgaria 186 16 125 M4 76 103 127 179 239 293 280 335 330 319 i Datafor 19881990 taken from OIS
Romania 255 160 265 303 366 421 448 460 496 472 390 336 370 3p
Albania
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatia 859 934 665 519 590 575 474 562 522 658 630 622 615 656
FYR Macedonia 642 470 441 421 435 425 452 373 214 352 383 367 336 351
Serbia and Montenegro® 475 428 365 317 368 371 398 398 416 475 364 345 357 -
Belarus' 238 293 322 359 465 522 577 610 572 593 597 570 505 540
Moldovas 218 239 275 273 305 350 336 313 349 377 400 439 - -
Russia 297 363 401 446 535 625 701 754 690 731 838 815 862 599
Ukrainef 175 202 210 222 294 339 415 476 471 465 448 469 B3 404
Armenia 126 M0 12 136 172 188 167 179 187 170 172 179 144 150
Azerbaijan 100 98 106 96 144 160 181 165 161 204 197 181 169 174
Georgia" 156 138 122 61 130 154 M4 150 142 130 152 165 187 197
Kazakhstan 249 296 346 404 533 553 588 BA6 565 387 444 524 47T 436
Kyrgyzstani 160 197 199 242 332 317 38 378 417 388 365 413 359 344
Tajikistan 99 109 M4 8 M0 129 M3 - Mg 123 142 13 12
Turkmenistan 154 174 192 193 - - - - - - - - - -
Uzbekistan 269 158 183 194
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9.3 Registered juvenile crime rate (per 100,000 population aged 14-17)2

a. For population sources, see notes

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002  toTablestiand 12
b. Juveniles defined as those aged
Czech Republict - - 2468 3099 3509 419 4175 4772 4300 3959 3629 3335 3218 2739 L) e
Hungarye 1493 1790 1907 2186 2200 2226 2306 2,285 2471 2379 2190 2,125 2,247 2,278 g juvenils defined as those aged
Poland? 2024 2450 2490 2583 2783 2903 3129 2619 2700 2903 2617 2943 2786 2658 16 o
Slovakia® 1575 2076 2502 2673 3261 3062 3124 2801 2685 2541 2360 2096 2,118 384 = r TSI nedes
Slovenia 3362 3629 3944 5633 4592 4,624 3705 3528 3971 5393 4312 4564 4,172 3,903 efined as aged 1317
f. Data for 1999-2001 exclude
Estonia® - - - 1507 2499 1770 2389 2262 2124 2165 2,143 2,167 2060 2,237  Kosowurendy uncer Uned
Latvia 1760 1659 2077 2430 1911 1651 1969 2266 2,643 2831 2571 2633 2659 2488 | e re6r000s metde
Lithuania 1122 1176 1,290 1714 2,084 2,164 2239 2,636 2570 2373 2361 2501 2407 2,303 Tnsdniest.
Bulgaria 1,148 1,309 2209 2907 2981 3084 3,173 3,081 3918 4202 3883 4286 4,100 4,285
Romania - - 388 617 655 1,192 15334 1502 1963 2084 1244 1,270 1265 1535
Albania - - 710
Bosnia-Herzegovina 204 254 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatiac 994 1,025 816 1026 1286 1,163 851 925 840 770 909 992 1224 1,230
FYR Macedonia 2074 2805 2886 4,023 3845 4112 371 - 2699 2979 3053 2346 1706 1,602
Serbia and Montenegro®! 903 817 755 894 1,148 895 827 848 937 716 496 589 633 -
Belarus 1123 1,279 1309 1439 1603 1,681 1772 1614 1590 1528 1416 1,344 1,090 1,128
Moldovas 1025 1036 1023 746 671 746 702 651 807 822 928 1,007 912 1,014
Russia 1953 1987 2071 2359 2599 2551 2387 2275 1,994 2006 2,164 1996 1,878 1423
Ukraine 902 974 977 1,89 1,293 1391 1428 1,432 1353 1206 1211 1,201 1,166 1,054
Armenia 104 106 151 - 162 128 M2 161 230 180 196 199 197 227
Azerbaijan 95 9 105 196 171 161 161 132 129 M2 91 92 65 59
Georgia - 298 346 328 241 219 299 296 275 310 282 219 299 304
Kazakhstan 776 905 1031 1075 1,061 937 829 758 643 623 608 607 657 649
Kyrgyzstan 36 372 435 469 329 307 297 362 371 308 330 284 224 4
Tajikistan: - 217 336 289 240 241 199 184 M5 9% 8 81 65 71
Turkmenistane 33 371 374 328 248 230 219 216 166 136 97 60 45 45
Uzbekistant 280 324 327 346 291 239 188 164 167 143 4 129 M9 7
9.4 Juvenile sentencing rate (per 100,000 population aged 14-17)2
a. For population sources, see notes
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 toTables 1 and 12
b. Juveniles defined as aged 15-17.
Czech Republic? 1060 418 631 755 963 1,147 1,242 1326 1,446 1,090 1122 1,026 948 969 °-guve"i!esd€§‘"edashaged*3-*&'
Hungary 983 753 875 975 969 1,159 1404 1311 1319 1,486 1471 1443 1358 1427 siciiveandammertus orpuniive
Poland® 406 413 477 476 498 599 483 747 M7 - 1,243 1,330 1,422 - measures have been lawfully
Slovakia® 86 52 811 3T 953 1082 1427 1089 1333 1123 994 1022 957 957 cdudeed L
Slovenia 1000 841 901 928 905 848 413 419 531 565 647 BBE BB T ey ees wenies
defined as aged 13-17.
Estonia? 85 1081 1217 1488 1539 1,145 1374 1518 1613 1436 1456 1523 1475 1555 o Echdesroromocrines
Latvia 784 756 690 846 918 869 808 927 1219 1181 1228 1206 1,170 1,196 [ 7eal WMk
Lithuania 407 537 586 747 1,033 1,136 989 1,081 953 1,011 1043 1268 1,170 1,149 Nasons acminisraton)
g. Data for 1992-2000 exclude
Bulgaria® 331 189 204 193 102 136 136 262 364 578 584 762 775 817  Trensdniestr
Romania 185 130 240 286 438 584 640 704 842 840 679 518 500 502
Albania -
Bosnia-Herzegovina 244 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatia 589 621 513 507 748 746 603 530 430 375 41 463 487 557
FYR Macedonia 962 968 1049 1,15 1421 1172 893 868 554 696 699 706 664 587
Serbia and Montenegrof 405 458 391 460 570 574 507 420 413 472 394 315 397 -
Belarus B64 745 764 805 1,006 1019 1070 1029 909 952 926 846 746 717
Moldovas 469 539 570 517 506 579 602 536 514 575 542 613 - -
Russia 762 956 1,013 1070 1219 1,282 1326 1356 1,315 1401 1524 1517 1,447 900
Ukraine - 428 387 397 497 578 574 652 620 602 577 645 709 655
Armenia 49 55 82 129 151 M3 M0 131 151 97 M0 8 81 78
Azerbaijan 61 5 56 100 124 M2 107 77 79 65 60 46 49 48
Georgia - -191 130 - - 198 218 160 161 172 175 237 224
Kazakhstan 439 576 633 753 814 678 621 491 490 408 386 445 460 467
Kyrgyzstan - - 228 268 306 212 308 266 289 274 234 302 241 250
Tajikistan M2 125 8 124 141 155 14 - - - - - - -
Turkmenistan - 210 206 213 - - -
Uzbekistan 273 160 200 217

90 Statistical annex Crime indicators

Social Monitor 2004



10. Economic indicators

10.1 Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100)°

a.Taken from EBRD (2003); 2002-

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2003 are preliminary data.

Czech Republic %8 873 869 870 889 941 982 974 964 969 100.1 1032 1053 108.4
Hungary 9%5 8.0 824 819 843 855 8.6 906 9.1 991 1042 1081 1116 115.0
Poland 884 822 843 816 921 986 1045 M6 169 1217 1266 1279 1296 1335
Slovakia 975 820 765 737 715 825 813 922 959 972 993 1026 1090 112
Slovenia 9.3 868 820 834 83 926 958 1003 1041 1095 1145 179 180 1245
Estonia 935 808 693 632 619 646 671 737 711 766 822 816 928 970
Latvia 1029 922 600 511 522 517 536 582 609 626 669 722 766 816
Lithuania %0 8.6 705 591 533 551 576 617 662 650 676 720 768 814
Bulgaria 99 803 744 733 746 768 696 657 683 699 736 766 803 839
Romania 944 822 750 761 791 847 81 87 7187 718 792 834 815 912
Albania 9.0 648 601 659 714 809 82 821 925 1007 1085 1158 1213 1286
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatia 929 733 647 595 631 6713 714 760 719 772 795 825 868 904
FYR Macedonia 9.1 838 711 701 688 680 688 698 721 752 786 751 756 719
Serbia and Montenegro 921 814 587 406 416 442 476 524 534 438 460 485 505 515
Belarus 970 9.8 8.6 801 700 627 644 718 778 805 8.1 891 933 911
Moldova 976 805 571 564 390 384 362 367 344 332 339 359 35 407
Russia %0 912 717 709 619 595 573 581 550 586 644 6716 705 749
Ukraine 9%.6 8.4 780 669 516 453 408 395 388 387 410 448 469 495
Armenia 926 818 476 434 457 489 518 535 574 593 629 689 718 848
Azerbaijan 883 817 679 522 419 370 3713 395 434 416 529 581 642 703
Georgia 876 696 384 286 254 260 287 318 327 337 344 360 380 410
Kazakhstan 996 86 839 761 665 611 614 624 613 629 691 784 858 936
Kyrgyzstan 1030 979 793 670 535 506 542 596 608 631 665 700 697 733
Tajikistan %4 914 649 518 468 410 392 399 420 435 471 520 567 613
Turkmenistan 1020 972 921 828 685 636 593 526 563 656 771 862 906 994
Uzbekistan 1016 1011 899 878 841 834 847 868 905 944 980 1021 1064 1070

10.2 Annual change in GDP (per cent)?

a.Taken from EBRD (2003); 2002-
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2003 are prefiminary data.

Czech Republic 12 -16 05 01 22 59 43 08 -0 05 33 31 20 30
Hungary 35 -9 31 06 29 15 13 46 49 42 52 37 33 30
Poland -6 -0 26 38 52 70 60 68 48 41 40 10 14 30
Slovakia 25 -159 67 37 52 65 58 56 40 13 22 33 44 38
Slovenia -47 -89 65 17 58 49 35 46 38 52 46 30 32 23
Estonia 65 -136 -142 -88 -20 43 39 98 46 06 73 65 60 45
Latvia 29 -104 349 -149 22 09 37 84 48 28 68 19 61 65
Lithuania 50 57 -213 -162 98 33 47 70 73 -18 40 65 67 60
Bulgaria 91 -7 13 15 18 29 94 56 40 23 54 40 48 45
Romania 56 -129 88 15 39 1 40 61 48 12 18 53 49 42
Albania 100 280 72 96 83 133 91 70 127 89 17 68 4T 6.0
Bosnia-Herzegovina - -121 -800 -100 00 208 8.0 30 156 96 56 45 38 35
Croatia g1 211 -n7 80 59 68 60 65 25 09 29 38 52 42
FYR Macedonia 99 70 -80 91 -18 12 12 14 34 43 45 45 07 30
Serbia and Montenegro 19 -6 279 308 25 6.1 78 1041 19 -180 50 55 40 20
Belarus 30 12 96 -76 -126 -104 28 14 84 34 58 4T 4T 40
Moldova 24 175 291 12 -309 14 59 16 -65 -34 2.1 6.1 72 55
Russia -40 50 -148 -87 -127 -40 -36 14 53 64 100 50 43 62
Ukraine -34 -106 97 -142 -229 -122 -100 30 -19 02 59 92 48 55
Armenia 4 -7 418 88 54 69 59 33 13 33 60 96 129 90
Azerbaijan N7 07 -226 231 -197 -8 08 60 100 95 11 99 106 94
Georgia 124 -206 -448 -254 14 24 105 108 29 30 19 47T 56 80
Kazakhstan 04 -0 53 93 -126 82 05 17 19 27 98 135 95 90
Kyrgyzstan 30 50 -190 -155 -201 54 71 99 21 37 54 B3 05 52
Tajikistan -6 11 290 -110 -189 -125 44 17 53 37 83 103 91 80
Turkmenistan 20 -47 53 -100 -173 72 67 -13 70 165 176 18 51 9.7
Uzbekistan 6 05 -m1 23 42 09 16 25 43 43 38 42 42 05
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10.3 GDP per capita (in US$ at PPPs)

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a.Taken from World Bank, 2004.

Czech Republic - - 10,120 10,340 10,810 11,720 12,610 12,810 12,900 13,230 14,000 15,020 15,780

Hungary 9,040 8240 8,140 8280 8760 9,180 9,430 10,090 10,850 11,450 12,320 12,870 13,400

Poland 5980 5630 5790 6,10 6590 7160 7660 8340 8840 9,330 9,940 10,260 10,560

Slovakia 8970 7970 7580 7450 8,010 8620 9,300 10,030 10,560 10,930 11,450 12,110 12,840

Slovenia - - - 10,980 11,480 12,190 12,920 13,860 14,620 15560 16,610 17610 18,540

Estonia 8,050 7720 6,420 6,170 6,330 6,780 7290 8520 8970 9,150 10,280 11,370 12,260

Latvia 8570 7980 5380 4,760 4970 5090 5410 6,070 6550 7010 7610 8440 9,210

Lithuania 9,230 9,010 7280 6,250 5800 6,190 6,720 7460 8180 8210 8720 9,550 10,320

Bulgaria 5950 5840 5120 5220 5460 5840 5460 5250 5500 5690 6,230 6,740 7130

Romania 5320 4,830 4,600 4800 5100 5610 5970 5740 5550 5580 5720 6,160 6,560

Albania 2550 1,940 1,890 2,060 2300 2550 2880 2710 3,130 3,450 4,060 4550 4,830

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Croatia 7870 6,410 5870 5490 5940 6,620 7330 8080 8520 8,660 9,080 9,660 10,240

FYR Macedonia 5730 5950 5820 5440 5370 5350 5480 5650 5870 6,170 6570 6,390 6,470

Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Belarus 4310 4,410 4070 3840 3480 3190 3350 3830 4220 4,430 4800 57160 5520

Moldova 3,040 2650 1930 1,950 1,390 1,410 1,290 1,360 1,290 1,270 1,290 1,380 1,470

Russia 8340 8200 7500 6,870 6,020 5930 5860 6,130 6,030 6500 7240 7720 8,230

Ukraine 6,930 6580 6,200 5570 4330 3950 3,640 3,630 3660 3760 4110 4570 4870

Armenia 2,700 2,400 1,730 1,490 1,500 1,660 1,770 1,840 2,080 2210 2420 2730 3,120

Azerbaijan - - 2970 2300 1,860 1,670 1,730 1,810 2,000 2,180 2570 2,880 3,210

Georgia 4060 3320 1890 1,390 1280 1,390 1540 1,650 1,690 1,780 1,880 2,090 2,260

Kazakhstan 4620 4,240 4190 3830 3460 3310 3,420 3600 3630 3910 4590 5330 5870

Kyrgyzstan 1,980 1860 1620 1410 1,170 1,120 1,200 1,350 1,390 1,460 1,560 1,640 1,620

Tajikistan 1,880 1,750 1,250 1,060 80 780 660 650 690 720 800 920 980

Turkmenistan 4640 4450 5910 3740 3030 2850 2,640 2280 2470 2920 3510 4,250 -

Uzbekistan - 1,490 1,340 1,300 1,240 1,230 1,250 1,330 1,380 1,450 1,530 1,610 1,670

10.4 General government balance (per cent GDP):
a. Data for 1990-1994 taken from

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003  EBRD (2002); 1995-2003 EBRD

(2003); 2002-2003 are preliminary

Czech Republic? data. o

Hungarye .29 61 60 5 67 B0 48 48 B4 34 4T 92 55 Loy

Poland®¢d 3.1 2.1 -4.9 2.4 2.2 3.1 3.3 3.1 -3.2 3.3 -35 5.5 -6.7 6.9 ESA 95 methodology, the general

Slovakia®d - - M9 60 15 04 13 52 50 63 -104 13 72 50 govemmentdefiitfor 2001 was 5.0

Sloveniat - 26 03 06 02 03 02 AT 14 09 A3 AT B2 15§ oot see munieltes
extrabudgetary funds.

Estoniad 13 13 15 22 03 43 07 0.7 12 05 eOna cgmmitmem basis.

Latviab S- - A 40 1803 08 39 32 20 27 20 LSwmc e

Lithuania - - - 53 48 44 45 18 68 85 28 20 12 15 funds extrabudgetary funds.
h. General consolidated

Bulgaria® 81 45 29 87 -39 56 -103 24 0 09 10 09 06 07  govemment, including federal,

Romania S - 46 04 22 25 39 4B B0 35 BT 35 2T 2] e e g
transfers.

Albaniad® 61 -207 -231 -5 -126 -101 -121 -129 97 91 19 -76 63 -5 i Datafor 1992-1995 are on cash

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - 03 44 05 52 58 59 49 45 24 jbag:n;sg?;fggzaggjﬁg“[j basis.

Croatiaf - -39 08 12 4 0 19 10 B2 65 68 48 4B oeniuan govermentand oca

FYR Macedoniad - 45 98 134 27 0 14 04 T 0.0 18  -12 -58 15 authorities.

Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - - - - - 09 13 45 46 :‘I'ﬂ“;';‘::::x”a;;':sfe"t’m"ﬁ’:;e
f'oreign-ﬁnan:ed public inves?ment

Belaruse® - - 20 55 35 27 6 07 10 20 -02 19 18 -15 programme.

Moldova? - 00 -266 -5 -192 58 -0 93 57 54 26 05 00 08  m Excludesstate budget ransfers

Russia" - - B9 I3 04 66 94 85 82 31 27 29 14 20 pResmaemeomenti

Ukrained! - - 254 -16.2 -8.7 6.1 -3.2 5.4 -2.8 2.4 -13 -1.6 0.5 -10 expenditure occurs through
extrabudgetary funds and directed

Armenial - 19 139 547 165 90 -85 58 49 74 63 38 06 25  [lendno

Azerbaijans .. 27 83 121 31 24 40 39 47 06 09 05 Q0 °"eudesexbudgetaryfunds

Georgia® - 30 -254 -262 74 53 13 67 54 67 40 20 20 -7

Kazakhstan®d* 4 79 I3 41 77 34 B3 70 80 52 -0 09 03 -05

Kyrgyzstand! - - - <144 86 173 95 92 95 127 99 b5 53 48

Tajikistanm -30 -202 -305 -209 46 61 58 33 27 -23 -6 11 01 -09

Turkmenistan” 7 30 94 41 23 04 03 -02 26 00 03 10 -27 -5

Uzbekistanfo -1 -36 -183 -104 61 41 13 22 33 26 22 15 1T 25
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10.5 General government expenditure (per cent GDP)?

a. Data for 1990 from EBRD (1995);

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 (12933053553(1333)01(2351581334
Czech Republic? 60.1 542 496 412 468 430 42 M7 409 419 437 42 46 LEEND OB R
Hungary° 57.5 52.1 59.6 57.5 59.5 52.6 48.8 49.5 50.4 44.8 47.1 51.9 53.5 b. Exciudes privatiza\ion revenues.
Poland? 398 490 500 499 505 492 464 458 427 428 417 436 441 cDatafor 1990-1995 are offca
Slovakia* 601 542 580 416 455 452 470 455 429 433 454 477 44 Dooncecols NSSZN0 eportedon
Slovenia® 196 411 430 441 436 434 429 438 444 445 422 426 426 g includes siete, municipaltes
extrabudgetary funds.
Estoniate 328 318 349 401 405 415 405 36 405 432 385 30 3g4 e houdestlendng
Latviate M40 310 282 - 405 415 395 410 433 441 420 372 388 RIS et
Lithuaniade 492 387 315 3/4 374 368 342 335 36 403 336 317 34 . Includes state budget, social
funds, extrabudggtary funds.
Bulgaria 659 456 436 481 457 413 420 331 370 396 397 386 372 i"nﬁﬁﬂfn's'fiﬁgfﬁ'"fZ;?&i?fJETlﬁ!T
Romania 393 387 420 342 339 347 338 340 347 352 348 334 327 pyigers end exvabudgetary unds
and excluding transfers.
Albaniad 621 619 467 404 364 334 303 302 332 339 307 304 290 Detafor 15911085 areoncash
Bosnia-Herzegovina .- .- - 393 827 397 618 611 620 567 563 Ipea00lonanabass
Croatiac9 390 361 350 406 449 453 444 467 566 527 515  50.0  republican government and local
FYR Macedonia® 04 491 536 458 300 311 /A /O B4 U9 M6 47 hores
Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - - - - 316 402 413
?:A rIicluudgees aerlpeunr:ﬁtsure through the
Belarush 439 478 578 473 430 424 462 454 473 459 468 420  foreign-financed public investment
Moldova¢ 247 490 280 495 306 387 432 387 N5 02 204 35 e
Russia’ - - B84 436 451 433 453 478 426 367 343 341 30 b e
Ukraine?i 314 410 584 545 506 378 399 442 384 342 347 3BT 3HI and employment funds.
o. Significant off-budget
Armeniat 280 467 829 441 289 261 255 256 301 259 208 195  owendiueowursiiough
Azerbaijan¢ 07 484 559 459 201 167 192 237 236 208 203 283 o resemddnd
Georgia? 330 3%7 359 235 123 211 210 191 221 194 182 178  p.Includes extrabudgetary funds.
Kazakhstan?! 314 329 318 262 184 208 186 204 261 232 22 234 223
Kyrgyzstandem 33 303 339 390 294 421 334 331 339 340 285 259 280
Tajikistan” - 496 657 542 522 244 179 155 139 149 152 163 168
Turkmenistane 382 303 194 192 201 163 250 246 226 288 242 245
Uzbekistan'® 527 497 464 353 387 416 323 343 320 302 274 214
10.6 Annual inflation rate (annual average per cent change in consumer prices)?
a. Data for 1990 taken from EBRD
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003  (2002); 1991-2003 EBRD (2003);
2002-2003 are preliminlary (.1ata‘.
Czech Republic 97 520 M1 208 99 91 88 85 107 21 39 47 18 (2 D Before 8 thereal prico ndex
Hungary 289 30 230 225 188 282 236 183 143 100 98 92 48 AT L to Republie Spska 0610
Poland 5868 703 430 363 322 278 199 149 N8 73 1041 5.5 17 05 (1994) 12.9 (1995, 16.9 (1996), -73
Slovakia 108 612 100 232 134 99 58 61 67 106 120 71 33 85  [N-u0UA bl
Slovenia 5497 177 2013 329 210 135 99 84 19 61 89 84 T5 61 pivies
Estonia 231 210510760 898 477 200 231 12 81 33 40 58 36 14
Latvia 105 1722 9512 1092 359 250 176 84 47 24 26 25 19 33
Lithuania 84 224710205 4104 721 396 246 89 51 08 10 13 03 08
Bulgaria 263 3335 820 730 963 620 123010820 22 07 99 74 59 20
Romania 51 1702 2104 2561 1367 323 388 1548 591 468 457 345 225 145
Albania 35 260 80 226 78 127 332 206 04 01 31 54 35
Bosnia-Herzegovina® - 140 - 7800 44 245 140 51 09 19 19 0.2 -
Croatia® 6095 123.0 6655 15175 976 20 35 36 57 42 62 49 24 24
FYR Macedonia 608.4 114916644 3384 1265 164 25 08 23 13 65 53 24 15
Serbia and Montenegro 5930 1210 9237165x102 33 786 943 213 295 371 604 913 214 120
Belarus 47 941 970.81,190.2 22210 7093 527 638 732 2938 1689 614 426 290
Moldova 42 98012764 7885 3297 302 235 M8 17 393 311 96 52 100
Russia 56 92715260 8750 314 1977 478 147 276 861 208 216 157 139
Ukraine 42 91012100 47340 8910 3770 8.0 159 106 227 282 120 08 5.
Armenia 103 2740 1,346.0 1,822.0 49620 1758 187 140 87 07 08 32 12 6.1
Azerbaijan 78 1070 9120 1,129.0 1,6640 4120 197 35 08 85 18 15 28 2.
Georgia 33 790 887431254156065 1627 394 71 36 192 41 46 56 50
Kazakhstan 788 1,3810 1,662.3 1,8920 1763 391 174 71 83 132 84 58 6.
Kyrgyzstan - 850 8550 7724 2287 435 319 234 105 3HBI9 187 69 21 24
Tajikistan 40 120 11570 2,195.0 3500 609.0 4180 880 432 276 329 386 122 160
Turkmenistan 46 1030 493031020 1,748.0 10053 992.4 837 168 242 83 16 106 96
Uzbekistan 31 822 6450 534015680 3046 540 709 200 291 250 212 276 124

Social Monitor 2004

Economic indicators Statistical annex 93



10.7 Employment ratio (number of employed as per cent of population aged 15-59)2

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

a. Data are IRC estimates of total
number of employed; this differs
from employment rate, which only
refers to labour force; for population

Czech Republict 869 857 714 747 757 758 758 754 745 731 713 706 706 713 [stolmowionelorpn

Hungary® 830 829 796 711 639 605 590 581 578 581 59.0 60.3 605 60.8 b Data for 1993-2002 are labour

Poland 747 706 671 648 633 635 638 648 661 654 638 611 598 515  forcesurveydata.

Slovakia 796 710 615 6715 650 635 643 627 602 594 561 568 567 565 Cim AUt

Sloveniad 745 717 661 626 666 670 692 688 702 709 695 693 707 712 employmentreportedin EBRD
(2003).

Estonia¢ 879 869 855 84 778 767 732 726 731 724 694 687 693 70 O Detabased onlabour force

Latvia! - - - - - - - 641 674 675 665 649 666 685 i 02002 basedon

Lithuaniae 839 817 839 824 795 755 746 760 771 770 770 656 635 659 labour force survey data.
f. Data for 19@9—1992 refer to state

Bulgaria’ 815 719 683 633 628 632 642 643 618 617 604 583 601 606  icommiesos

Romaniac’ 74 768 710 752 721 714 675 665 640 626 598 611 603 613 libourfore survey dots dtafor
1992-2002 exclude Transdniestr.

Albania 750 736 744 597 511 624 602 584 572 553 536 558 50.2 gta[:ﬂ“zaogﬁ') 1989-1994 taken from CIS

Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 Deta for 2001-2002 based

Croatia’ S . ... S5 565 558 526 583 546 557 o focosmeyian

FYR Macedonia® - - - - - - - 437 412 430 430 429 464 432

Serbia and Montenegro* - - - - - - M3 435 422 421 3B5 B9 Hbd -

Belarus 842 837 819 798 786 763 715 708 709 715 716 712 704 69.3

Moldovas 810 801 800 793 652 645 639 632 6718 734 660 660 645 640

Russia 836 834 88 797 781 750 724 717 704 694 695 698 700 710

Ukraine" 832 819 85 785 762 731 768 712 767 749 656 671 611 680

Armenia 761 715 782 725 699 667 655 630 596 575 551 534 521 556

Azerbaijan 688 875 872 89 846 815 799 804 795 789 719 762 746 729

Georgia 820 836 760 604 574 592 672 727 814 746 747 753 759 -

Kazakhstan' 826 814 799 780 712 682 691 695 698 611 672 679 728 720

Kyrgyzstan 743 732 723 748 613 648 641 635 640 636 646 633 626 618

Tajikistan 725 723 721 687 666 661 653 600 607 592 556 540 546 533

Turkmenistan 779 893 85 900 904 904 9.7 914 919 922 906 910 907 910

Uzbekistan 720 739 753 737 719 T3 703 694 686 677 665 653 644 639

10.8 Annual registered unemployment rate (average per cent of labour force)?
a. Registered data frequently differ

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 ;rom |unbemplfoymem rates derived

rom labour Torce surveys

Czech Republic® - 03 26 3 30 33 30 31 43 60 85 90 85 92 Z‘;g::‘tlc;i‘i"" the basis of L0

Hungary? 04 08 85 123 121 104 104 105 104 91 96 87 80 - b Endotyean

Poland - 34 9.2 12.9 14.9 16.5 15.2 14.3 1.5 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.2 178 ¢. Data refer to Federation of B-H.

Slovakia - 06 66 M4 127 44 138 126 129 137 113 182 182 178 ¢ Daleforkesow urenty “)"%;'8

Slovenia 29 47 82 M5 W4 144 139 139 4 W5 136 122 N6 B i 5o esimate 18962002
exclude Kosovo.

Estonia - - - -39 44 A 44 40 37 5.1 53 65 59

Latvia - - - 09 46 64 64 70 15 %6 97 85 8 89

Lithuania - - 03 13 44 38 6.1 Al 59 64 84 M5 125 M3

Bulgaria - - - 132 158 140 M4 M1 140 122 138 181 175 177

Romania® - - 30 82 104 109 95 66 89 104 M8 105 88 81

Albania 70 100 90 270 220 180 129 127 139 178 184 168 145 158

Bosnia-Herzegovina® - - - - - - - - 396 393 391 389 398 425

Croatia 8.0 93 149 153 148 145 145 164 175 172 191 211 220 223

FYR Macedonia 226 230 245 260 277 300 356 388 417 - - - - -

Serbia and Montenegro* 179 197 214 228 231 231 246 257 245 251 261 264 215 295

Belarus® - -0 0.5 14 21 29 40 28 23 1 2.1 23 30

Moldova - - - 0.1 0.7 11 14 15 15 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.0 19

Russia® - - 01 0.8 11 22 33 36 29 2.9 17 14 1.6 18

Ukraine® - - - 03 03 04 04 13 30 37 43 42 37 38

Armenia - - - 16 53 6.1 66 93 106 94 M2 N7 104 108

Azerbaijan - - 01 02 05 07 08 09 1.0 11 1.2 12 13 14

Georgia - - 02 23 66 36 26 24 50 50 55 52 50 12

Kazakhstan® - -0 04 06 11 21 42 38 37 39 37 32 29

Kyrgyzstan® - - - 01 02 07 29 43 31 31 29 30 32 31

Tajikistan® - - - 04 12 7 20 26 28 32 30 27 23 25

Turkmenistan - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Uzbekistan® - - -0 0.2 03 03 03 03 04 04 04 04 04
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10.9 Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (per cent of total annual unemployed)

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic® - - 327 323 311 283 2719 2718 297 330 295 262 259 253
Hungary?® - - - 258 265 277 266 237 225 203 198 199 200 167
Poland - - 31 346 344 346 346 311 308 309 310 305 295 218
Slovakia - - b55 309 35 318 290 318 330 363 352 310 289 250
Slovenia® 573 579 507 419 346 292 317 297 263 242 214 213 230 216
Estonia® - - - - 15 75 77 87 96 98 106 166 175 179
Latvia - - - - - - 188 194 189 170 154 147 146 140
Lithuania®® - - - - 189 265 220 165 217 203 209 168 129 109
Bulgaria® - - 418 451 826 412 245 246 218 193 174 165 150 160
Romania®® - - - 312 369 384 342 357 285 242 218 219 216 -
Albania - - - - 149 163 121 13 122 137 129 124 1 8
Bosnia-Herzegovina - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Croatia? 635 562 412 337 310 341 3B3 3B6 328 327 323 304 285 224
FYR Macedonia®? 547 519 476 441 410 392 333 286 244 - 452 445 424 396
Serbia and Montenegro?®" 528 514 436 410 363 385 35 343 327 315 265 260 247 232
Belarus?i - - - - 37 375 347 39 308 32 394 409 405 367
Moldovac - - - - - - 332 348 352 321 287 327 297 316
Russia?i - - 162 186 186 169 224 216 202 208 208 211 207 -
Ukraine? - - - - 318 258 278 245 220

Armeniaz* - - - - - 22 190 180 148 122 92 83 69 64
Azerbaijans - - 319 235 465 503 500 472 476 493 244 194 196 194
Georgia' - - 122 291 125 95 71 36 154 350 328 383 366 131
Kazakhstanam - - - - 541 524 465 409 355 326 289 291 308 301
Kyrgyzstanzn - - - - - - - - 208 178 158 261 248 234
Tajikistanz© - - - 282 330 213 301 434 407 321 406 392 365 393
Turkmenistan - - - - - - - -

Uzbekistan2? - - - - 410 641 619 635 61.8 60.5 59.0 57.2 57.9 56.3

a. End-of-year.

b. Refers to 15-25 years.

c. Refers to 16-24 years.

d. Data for 1991-1994 refer to 15-29
years.

e. Benefit recipients.

f. Refers to under age 20.

g. Refers to under age 30.

h. Data for Kosovo (currently under
United Nations administration) 1998
is an SMSO estimate; 1999-2002
excludes Kosovo.

i. Data for 1993-1994 refer to 15-25
years.

j. Data for 1991-1994 refer to 16-21
years; 1995-2001 refer to 16-24
years.

k. Refers to 15-22 years.

|. Data for 1998-2002 for 15-29 years;
renewed registration in 2002.

m. Data for 1993-2000 refer to
under-30 year-olds; 2001-2002
based on labour force survey data.
n. Data for 1997-1999 refer to 16-21
year-olds.

0. Data for 1993-1994 refer to 15-22
year-olds; 1995-2002 to 15-21 year-
olds.

p. Refers to 18-29 years.

10.10 Real wages (index, base year = 100)°

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic® 100 945 717 791 8.0 8.4 961 1046 1065 1052 1116 1145 1185 118.7
Hungary 00 943 877 85 831 8.1 782 743 711 798 810 839 906 1032
Polande 100 756 754 733 712 716 737 719 824 8.2 1093 108 1143 109.0
Slovakia® 00 942 672 736 707 730 759 813 8.7 881 8.4 813 820 912
Slovenia? 100 738 618 601 687 729 761 795 818 830 86 8.8 895 958
Estonia®e 100 1025 568 452 463 510 541 552 595 635 662 704 747 799
Latvia® 100 1050 719 49.0 515 576 574 539 604 641 662 684 711 745
Lithuania¢ 100 1088 753 466 284 325 336 347 394 445 466 442 445 497
Bulgaria®f 100 1092 675 750 684 535 50.6 417 449 430 470 491 503 595
Romania¢ 100 1078 916 812 688 703 793 883 686 674 686 721 711 766
Albania’ 100 1036 976 734 686 8.7 1079 1290 838 836 920 1050 1172 1270
Bosnia-Herzegovina¢ - - - - - - - - 1000 176 1342 1426 1202 1317
Croatia - - - - - - 1000 1085 1185 1263 1335 1345 1332 139.0
FYR Macedonia 00 792 679 416 565 512 486 488 497 504 525 520 511 545
Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - 1000 M6.1 M56 1164 1189 1068 1317 1474 1669
Belarus - - - - 1000 606 576 605 691 815 874 978 - -
Moldova® 100 M37 1052 616 618 500 507 537 564 596 522 532 646 629
Russia® 100 109.1 1024 689 691 631 455 515 539 468 364 440 527 639
Ukraine 100 1093 1142 1237 632 565 623 593 577 558 484 489 591 811
Armenia 100 1044 375 205 65 184 220 320 288 351 390 443 462 441
Azerbaijanbe 100 1011 800 95.0 624 248 198 225 344 420 502 595 687 811
Georgia® 00 12 765 505 241 335 283 422 570 717 732 89.2 1084 1227
Kazakhstan® - - 1000 648 491 329 334 344 366 387 415 474 528 587
Kyrgyzstan® - 1000 707 594 496 420 435 445 491 541 494 540 598 679
Tajikistan 100 1064 899 393 136 65 243 150 135 1713 172 235 256 316
Turkmenistan - - - - 1000 529 248 202 309 324 347 496 708 665
Uzbekistan 100 1087 959 947 178 99 92 121 128 162 208 249 249 225

a. Based on IRC estimate; consumer
price index taken from EBRD (2003).
b. Based on gross wages.

¢. For 1989-1997 real net index
calculated by central statistical
office; data for 1998-2002 IRC
estimates.

d. Based on net wages.

e. 2002 IMF Country Reports, 2003.
f. Public sector only.

g. Data refer to Federation of B-H.
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10.11 Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
Czech Republic 0.204 - 0212 0214 0258 0260 0.282 0.254 0259 0.258 0.257 0270 0.273 0.273
Hungarybed 0.268 0.293 - 0305 0320 0324 - - 0.350 - - - 0.386 -
Polande 0.207 0239 0247 0256 0281 0290 0.302 0300 0.294 0.305 -
Slovakia 0.200 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Slovenia 0219 0232 0273 0260 0276 0275 0.358 0.298 0.307 0.306 0.305 0.306 0.310 0.307
Estoniac 0.253 - - - - - - 0336 0384 0401 0.376 0.388 -
Latviacs 0.244 0247 0333 0283 0325 0346 0349 0336 0332 0333 0337 0322 0.328
Lithuaniac! 0.260 - 03712 - 0390 0374 0350 0.345 0.357 0.368 - 0382 0390
Bulgariafe - 0212 0262 0.251 - - 0291 - - - - - -
Romania 0.155 - 0.204 0226 0277 0287 0305 0352 0358 0.372 0406 0.388 0.391
Albania
Bosnia-Herzegovina
Croatia - - - - - - - - - - - - -
FYR Macedonia" 0223 0267 0235 0272 0253 0270 0.250 0259 0.271 0.277 0277 0.286 0.282
Serbia and Montenegro - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Belarus¢i 0.234 0.341 0.399 - 0373 0356 0354 0351 0337 0337 0343 0342
Moldovaci 0.250 - - 041 0437 0379 0390 0414 - 0426 0441 0392 0391 0.426
Russia® 0271 0269 0325 0371 0461 0.446 0471 0483 - - - - 0521 0.491
Ukraine 0.244 - - 0251 0.364 - - 0413 0406 0391 0427 0462 0452 0.418
Armenia 0.258 0296 0.355 0.366 0.321 0.381 - - - 0.486 - -
Azerbaijan® 0.275 - 0.361 - 0428 0459 0.458 0.462 0.462 0506 0.501 0.508
Georgia 0.301 0.369 0.400 - - - 0.498 - - - -
Kazakhstanc 0.276 - - - - - - - - - - -
Kyrgyzstanc! 0.260 0.300 0.445 0.443 0395 0.428 0.431 0.429 0.466 0470 0512 0.490
Tajikistan® 0.276 - - - - - - - - - - -
Turkmenistanc9 0.255 0.249 0.209 0.265
Uzbekistane 0.257 - - -

a. Monthly earnings, with bonuses,
for full-time employees as reported
by employers.

b. Excludes small-scale employers.
¢. 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright
(1992).

d. Data for 1989 refer to 1988.

e. Data for 1989-1991based on net
earnings; 1992-1999 based on gross
earnings.

f. Excludes self-employed and
farmers.

g. Public sector.

h. Based on net earnings.

i. Excludes small private
enterprises.

j. Data for 1992-2001 exclude private
enterprises; for 2001 the Gini for
private enterprises is 0.44; 1993-
2002 exclude Transdniestr.
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10.12 Distribution of income: Gini coefficient?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

Czech Republic ® 0.198 0.190 - 0215 0214 0230 0216 0230 0239 0212 0232 0231 0237 0234
Hungary ¢¢ 0.225 - 0.209 - 0231 0234 0242 0246 0254 0250 0.253 0259 0.272 0.267
Polande 0.275 0.268 0.265 0274 0317 0323 0321 0328 0334 0326 0334 0345 0341 0353
Slovakia - - - - - - - 0237 0249 0262 0249 0264 0263 0.267
Sloveniad - - 0.265 0.259 - 0246 0264 0252 0.240 0243 0248 0.246 0.244 -
Estonia” 0.280 - - - - - 0398 0370 0361 0354 0361 0389 0385 0.393
Latviahi 0.260 - - - - - - - 0326 0330 0330 0327 - 0.358
Lithuania” 0.263 - - - - - - 0347 0309 0332 0343 0355 0354 0.357
Bulgarial 0.233 - - 0331 033 0374 0384+ 0357 0366 0345 0326 0332 0333 0370
Romania 0.237 0227 0258 0.259 0.267 0.264 0306 0.302 0305 0298 0299 0310 0.353 0291
Albania

Bosnia-Herzegovina - -

Croatiak 0.360 - - - - 0.350 - - - -
FYR Macedonia - 0.273 0295 031 0.295 0308 0308 0346 0.334 0.332
Serbia and Montenegro - - - 029 0289 0273 0373 0378 -
Belarus"! 0.229 - - - - - 0253 0244 0249 0253 0235 0247 0.245 0.246
Moldova® 0.251 - - - - - - - 0.464 - - 0.437 0435 0.436
Russia ™ - 0.441 0.439 0.501 - 0.446 - 0432 0422 -
Ukrainehn 0.228 - 0.470 - - 0320 0363 0364 0327
Armeniah° 0.251 - - - - - - 0420 - - 0359
Azerbaijanh 0.308 - - - - - - - - - 0.301 0.373 -
Georgia"? 0.280 - - - - - - - - 0.503 - 0.458 0.454
Kazakhstan" 0.281 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kyrgyzstanha 0.270 - - - - - - - - 0411 0399 0414 0377 0382
Tajikistan " 0.281 - - - - - - - - - 0.470 - - -
Turkmenistan® 0.279 - - - - - - - - - -

Uzbekistan" 0.280

a. Unless specified, estimates are based on interpolated distributions from grouped data from household budget surveys reported to the MONEE project (see Atkinson and Micklewright, 1992, “Sources and
Methods"); survey coverage may vary over time; data refer to the distribution of population by per capita household income.

b. Microcensus data; Flemming and Micklewright (1999, Appendix B) report 0.228 and 0.258 for 1992 and 1996.

¢. Milanovic (1998, Table A4.3) reports 0.210 for 1987 based on household budget survey data; Atkinson and Micklewright (1992, Table HI1) report 0.244 for 1987 based on household income survey data.
d.Tarki panel (Galasi, 1998, Table 1) report 0.285, 0.282, 0.307, 0.318, 0.312 for 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994 and 1995 respectively; data refer to year of interview, but since annual income data in survey cover the
12 months to March, here the year is the preceding one.

e. Atkinson and Micklewright (1992, Table PI1) report 0.246 for 1988 based on household budget survey data.

f. Atkinson and Micklewright (1992, Table CSI5) report 0.194 for 1988 based on microcensus data; Garner and Terrell (1998, footnote 30) report 0.176 for 1989 and 0.185 for 1993 hased on household budget
survey data.

g. Milanovic (1998, Table A4.5) reports 0.210 for 1987 based on household budget survey data; World Bank (2000, p. 431) reports 0.250 for 1998 based on household income and expenditure survey data.
h. Data for 1989 from Flemming and Micklewright (1999, Table 2), based on household budget survey data.

i. Data for 1997 provided by the World Bank.

j. Data for 1989 from Milanovic (1998, Table A4.1), based on household budget survey data; World Bank (2000, p. 424) reports 0.410 for 1995 based on integrated household survey data.

k. Data for 1989 refers to 1987-1990 from World Bank (2000, p. 140); 1998 from World Bank (2000, p. 424).

. World Bank (2000, p. 423) reports 0.260 for 1996 and 1999 based on household sample survey data.

m. IRC estimates from Russia Longitudinal Monitoring Survey (RLMS rounds 5-10); data for 1995-1998 replace estimates from different sources in Social Monitor 2002; Flemming and Micklewright (1999,
Appendix B) report 0.265, 0.289, 0.398, 0.409, 0.381 and 0.375 for 1989, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995 and 1996 respectively and data for 1997-1998 provided by the World Bank are 0.388 and 0.374 respectively.

n. Data for 1995, 1999 from World Bank (2000, p. 433), based on household income and expenditures survey data; data for 1997 from World Bank reports 0.313 based on household budget survey data.

0. World Bank (2000, p. 421) reports 0.590 for 1998-1999 from living standards measurement survey data.

p. World Bank (2000, p. 426) reports 0.430 for 1996-1997 based on household survey data.

. World Bank (2000, p. 427) reports 0.470 for 1997 from living standards measurement survey data.

r. Data for 1999 from World Bank (2000, p. 432) from living standards measurement survey data.
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Country profiles

Albania?
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 900 648 601 659 714 809 882 821 925 1007 1085 1158 1213
Annual change in GDP (%) - 000 80 12 96 83 133 91 10 127 89 77 68 47
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - - %5 260 850 226 8 127 382 26 04 0.1 31 54
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 750 736 744 597 511 624 602 584 512 553 536 558 502

Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) 0 100 90 270 220 180 129 127 139 178 184 168 145 158
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - - - 149 183 121 n3 122 137 129 124 A 78
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1036 976 734 686 867 1079 1290 838 836 920 1050 172 1270
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)® 3182 3287 3260 3190 3167 3202 3249 3283 3324 3354 3373 3401 3,068 3,084
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population)® 91 B4 3B6 391 39¥3 3B B4 B/4 34 3BT 39 3T B3I B0
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 755 754 754 743 743 756 743 - - 76.4 - - -
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 696 693 693 685 685 695 685 - - - N1 b
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)® 188 195 185 181 156 167 166 154 130 125 122 106 108
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 296 303 280 280 260 270 260 250 220 220 210 210 210 210
Live births (1,000s) 789 81 T4 754 617 T22 721 684 617 601 519 501 483 501
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19)° 156 153 148 165 173 212 29 28 194 177 B9 15T 166 -

Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) - - . )
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) ~ 6.5 6.5 6.3 538 5.6 5.7 55 5.4 5.2 5.2 5.0 49 3428

Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 296 318 33 368 494 434 448 406 3B8 315 344 M9 B5 39
Marriages and divorces

Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)® 8.6 89 11 8.3 82 8.6 83 8.4 72 8.3 8.0 8.0 17 -
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 28 26 22 22 23 26 280 8B4 B5 W6 85 - B8
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 267 267 267 266 267 273 218 84 85 291 292 - 82 282
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 95 9.2 9.0 89 8.7 76 8.6 6.9 59 12 78 70 104 134
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17)¢ 18 20 17 - 17 18 19 16 12 16 18 - 24 -
Health

Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births|f 08 283 329 309 P2 3BT M0 258 25 204 123 121 121 U8
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 495 37 297 252 162 402 B3 28 25 26 69 180 207 -

Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population)
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) - - - - - - 0.7 0.4 0.4 0.7 12 13 09
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - - - - - - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (new cases per 100,000 population) 215 20 195 167 200 170 203 214 196 206 213 216

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)e - - - - 2 9 12 7 3 5 4 10 20 2
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢" 425 44 35 219 216 218 89 85 24 80 85 3BT 343
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 1022 1020 979 945 953 9%66 968 960 946 926 898 1055 1040
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;
gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 792 761 586 489 449 408 390 399 48 427 4 38 490
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 6.9 78 88 10 102 97 102 M6 120 123 125 143 143
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - - - 624 802 799 817 697 588 796 796

Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)¢ - - - - -5 307 M3 21 287 B4 8T BT
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) - - . - - - . . . . N
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)¢ - - - - - - - - TI0

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 2001 taken from 2001 census; 2002 projection based on 2001 census.

c. Refers to under age 20.

d. Public sector only.

e. Data for 1989-2000 are IRC estimates based on national data for 5-year age groups; 2001 and 2002 based on 2001 census.

f. Data for 1999-2002 based on incomplete coverage.

g. EuroHIV (2003).

h. Gross enrolments.

i. Data for 2000-2001 are estimates based on 2001 census.

j. Children aged 7-14.
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Armenia?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 926 818 476 434 457 489 518 535 574 593 629 689 TI8
Annual change in GDP (%) -4 on7 ng 88 5.4 6.9 59 33 73 33 6.0 96 129
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 103 2740 13460 18220 49620 1758 187 140 8.7 07 0.8 32 12

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 761 715 782 725 699 667 655 630 596  5I5 851 B34 521 556
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - - 16 5.3 6.1 6.6 93 106 94 m2 M7 104 108
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - - 202 190 180 148 122 9.2 8.3 69 64

Real wages (index, base year = 100) 1000 1044 315 205 65 184 220 320 288 3HBI1 390 443 462 441
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0.258 - 029 035 0366 0321 0381 - - - - 0486 - -
The demographic situation
Total population (mid-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 3485 3545 3612 3686 3731 3747 3760 3774 3786 3795 3801 3803 3801 3212
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population)® 349 4 3B5 B4 BT 347 M2 B6 RN 321 N1 301 290 300
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 747 752 756 755 744 749 759 762 713 781 755 745 759 76.1
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 690 684 689 687 679 681 689 693 703 708 707 705 710 700
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)’ 55 163 151 121 85 Al 6.4 6.1 53 43 33 21 21U
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)e 261 262 258 23 197 170 163 160 145 130 119 11 102 121
Live births (1,000s) 753 799 7I8 706 590 511 490 481 439 394 365 343 321 32
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 627 700 766 85 710 680 562 533 434 346 298 213 284 280
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 79 93 109 123 140 153 152 223 %8 282 N3 U6 B3I 363
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)* 6.8 65 6.7 17 14 65 14 15 15 8.3 8.4 85 3 80
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 47 36 349 396 473 598 628 651 515 465 395 343 325 303
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)e 78 8.0 78 6.2 5.8 46 4.2 38 33 30 33 29 32 43
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 23 23 20 219 218 27 N9 21 27 4 6 B1 108 27
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) %5 255 256 256 258 261 263 265 268 266 267 211 269 269
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 152 154 138 137 43 201 172 183 185 142 101 122 44 123
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 2.9 29 25 21 22 23 17 18 18 13 09 11 16 15
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)’ 204 185 179 185 111 47 142 155 154 147 154 156 154 140
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) W6 401 231 142 271 293 37 208 387 B4 N9 55 18 93
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 38 289 26 381 460 M1 448 518 #1237 261 214 183 228
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 412 3¥2 301 204 33 446 411 553 444 398  3B8 308 38 3K
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - 466 393 319 - 631 685 632 535 848 234 211 210 120
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)* 181 166 20 158 158 195 216 240 217 34 432 423 399 508
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)’ - - - - - - - 2 37 9 35 29 29 M4
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 485 454 458 395 340 291 238 B3 B3 B8 49 B9 U6 25T
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)e” %5 946 96 911 84 822 814 828 829 826 803 795 791 884
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 675 634 583 541 495 456 404 M3 M5 L2 M5 44 41 497

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24)¢ 193 201 195 169 135 166 152 150 153 160 160 155 163 218

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)° 132 176 108 132 125 139 153 79 190 217 238 314 340 297
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1782 1025 712 611 518 1665 2172 965 1978 1738 1590 853 1016 1160
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 24 24 13 10 16 09 09 0.6 0.6 0.6 08 08 06 10
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 104 106 151 - 162 128 142 161 230 180 196 199 197 21

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. End-of-year; refers to 15-22 years.

¢. 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

d. Data for 1989 recalculated from 1989 census; 2002 based on October 2001 census.
e. Data for 2002 based on 2001 census.

f. Data for 2001-2002 based on 2001 census.

g.2000 survey reports 1.7 for 1998-2000 (NSS, MH and ORC Macro, 2001).

h. 2000 survey reports 6.0 for 1995-2000 (NSS,MH and ORC Macro, 2001).

i. 2000 survey reports 146.3 for 1998-2000 (NSS, MH and ORC Macro, 2001).

j- 2000 survey reports 36.1 for 1996-2000 (NSS, MH and ORC Macro, 2001).

k. Data for 2002 based on 2001 census.

|. Data for 2001-2002 taken from EuroHIV (2003).

m. Gross enrolments.

n. Children aged 7-14.

0. Children aged 0-5.
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Azerhaijan?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 883 87 6719 522 419 30 33 95 434 476 529 B8N 642
Annual change in GDP (%) - m7r 07 -n26 W1 197 N8 08 60 100 95 11 99 106
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 781070 9120 11290 16640 4120 19.7 35 08 85 18 15 28

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 688 85 812 89 846 815 799 804 795 789 719 762 46 729
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - ) . ) . . | , . . . )

Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed) - 319 285 465 503 500 472 476 493 244 194 196 194
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1011 800 950 624 248 198 225 344 420 502 595 687 811
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient® 0275 - - 0.361 - 0428 0459 0458 0462  0.462 - 0506 0501 0508

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)e 7014 7132 7219 7324 7440 7550 7644 7726 7800 7877 7949 8016 8,081 8,141
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 385 B/5  3B5  3B6 W/5 B3 B0 3T 34 ;2 3T 369 361 3BA
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 742 748 745 739 739 739 729 738 746 750 751 751 752 750
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 666 670 663 654 652 652 652 663 674 679 681 686 686 694
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 195 195 200 176 163 138 120 104 109 9.8 89 8.7 80 79
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)f 279 277 289 274 270 252 229 206 207 200 200 200 183 184
Live hirths (1,000s) 1816 1830 1904 1814 1746 1598 1433 1292 1321 1240  M75  M70 104 107
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 280 267 306 B0 B2 404 N5 B M4 364 N8 289 264 263
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) 25 26 37 44 5.0 5.2 58 6.8 15 5.6 6.4 5.4 66 76
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)e 5.6 5.2 49 5.2 5.4 55 5.7 44 45 49 5.1 5.0 54 59
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) N5 134 179 175 194 208 200 219 191 201 178 150 166 150
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 102 102 102 9.3 8.0 6.2 5.6 5.0 6.0 5.2 47 49 52 51
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 28 282 29 27 23 23 29 06 6 6 29 81 B1 84
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) %7 262 262 259 259 242 265 266 268 266 211 213 213 216
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 159 192 144 138 109 133 131 45 124 138 134 138 129 138
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 2.8 36 28 23 17 14 09 08 12 13 11 12 (Y
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)" 262 230 253 %5 282 252 283 199 196 166 165 128 125 128
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 286 93 105 176 344 438 30 4 30 411 434 36 254 199
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 164 213 214 BT 1214 14T 400 281 2563 B4 3BO 192 184 161
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) %0 133 120 178 21 244 B4 B4 N5 N1 203 182 174 165

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 192 140 151 223 264 211 151 331 150 193 93 136 109 83
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 40 349 30 369 ¥4 31 B9 480 549 B0 B8O 635 601 537

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) 3 3 2 1 66 83 5 120 90
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 216 208 198 188 187 162 150 139 132 100 145 15§ 179 193
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 885 885 886 889 84 907 918 912 921 87 8.1 906 914 904
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)i 628 595 587 520 435 B/5 B3I 369 406 40 M2 329 326 425
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 9 126 181 123 120 m5 127 133 128 136 143 143 140 135
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 132 16 108 132 125 139 153 79 190 217 238 314 340 297
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1007 876 749 654 540 780 613 736 693 811 708 533 535 651
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) - 16 17 23 19 0.6 0.6 0.6 08 0.1 03 0.7 07 06
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 95 96 105 196 m 161 161 132 129 12 91 92 65 59

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Refers to under age 30.

¢. Based on gross wages; public sector only.

d. 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

e. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

f. 2001 survey reports 2.1 for 1999-2001 (Serbanescu et al., 2002).

g. 2001 survey reports 11.9 for 1996-2000 (Serbanescu et al., 2002).

h. 2000 survey reports 79.0 for 1996 (SSCA and UNICEF 2000); 2001 survey reports 74.4 for 1996-2000 (Serbanescu et al., 2002).

i. Children aged 7-15.

j. Data for 2000-2002 affected by change in education system.
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Belarus®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 970 %8 866 8.1 700 627 644 T8 TI8 805 &1 891 933
Annual change in GDP (%) - 0300 12 96 76 126 104 28 N4 84 34 58 47 47
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 47 941 9708 11902 22210 7093 527 638 732 2938 1689 614 426
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 842 837 819 798 786 763 75 708 709 75 76 T2 704 693
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - 0.1 05 14 21 29 40 28 23 21 21 2330
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployedjes - - - - 37 35 3T 329 308 B2 94 409 405 367
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ - - - - 1000 606 576 605 691 815 84 978 - -
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0.234 - - 0341 0399 - 0373 035 0354 0351 0337 0337 0343 0342
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)" 10,152 10,89 10,190 10,198 10,235 10,244 10,210 10,177 10,142 10,093 10,045 10,019 9,990 9,951
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 274 24 W3 22 20 268 264 260 256 251 244 239 B3 26
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 764 756 755 754 744 743 743 743 743 TA4 739 TAT TS 40
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 668 663 655 649 638 635 629 630 629 627 622 634 628 623
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 49 32 17 11 11 190 32 37 47 A4 49 A0 49 58
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 2.03 191 180 175 161 151 139 131 123 127 131 131 121 122
Live births (1,000s) 1534 1422 1320 1280 M74 106 1011 958 896 926 930 937 917 887
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 398 436 451 460 437 430 N5 363 BT N2 295 20 BT 234
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 79 85 9.4 98 109 121 135 149 162 170 178 186 205 214
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 4.2 43 4.3 43 4.6 49 5.0 49 5.0 5.2 5.1 5.0 52 52
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 1635 1792 1782 1831 1812 1878 1865 1774 1662 1522 1407 1242 1046 956
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 9.6 9.7 93 78 8.0 14 76 6.3 6.9 Al 13 6.2 69 67
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 23 20 9 218 N7 A7 N6 219 21 21 22 23 24 25
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 240 29 28 87 86 87 87 40 242 43 44 U5 246 28
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) %3 $H3I 309 500 545 583 547 617 618 660 647 696 595 56.1
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 113 113 129 140 164 158 152 161 78 179 170 160 149 138
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) ne M9 121 123 125 132 183 125 124 M3 M5 9.3 91 18
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 48 218 31 11 204 190 138 219 %7 W1 204 N3 U2 180
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 430 564 629 662 517 638 688 631 651 611 657 B55 613 584
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 1089 1019 1075 1431 1974 2446 3170 3396 3058 2646 2403 2040 1585 125.1

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 3345 3017 2994 4167 5637 6744 7673 7303 6389 5141 4805 3840 2735 2207

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 06 298 309 B8 33 425 443 493 B34 D56 B36 499 475 450
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) 12 14 12 2 10 5 8 1021 653 554 an 521 518 915
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 632 634 628 584 588 615 628 646 616 630 640 656 689 692
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" %9 948 943 945 941 940 946 943 949 908 912 918 923 933
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 772 756 742 722 702 694 670 676 700 699 75 712 701 716

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 280 281 26 28 20 21 29 242 B9 284 300 37 3B3 343

Child protection and support for adolescents

Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1703 1685 1671 1750 1924 2155 2338 2532 2999 3378 3560 3/6.1 3523 33538
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1219 1392 1328 1393 2280 3088 3329 3395 2979 2911 2888 3266 2932 3086
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) - 12 88 121 94 121 11121 131 15 1340 122 138 143
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 1123 1279 1309 1439 1603 1681 1772 1614 1590 1528 1416 1344 1,090 1128

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. End-of-year.

¢. Data for 1993-1994 refer to 15-25 years.

d. Based on gross wages.

e. Excludes small private enterprises; 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

f. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census; data for 1999 taken from 1999 census.

g. Gross enrolments.

h. Children aged 7-15.
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Bosnia-Herzegovina?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Annual change in GDP (%) - - -121 800 100 00 208 80 310 156 9.6 5.6 45 38
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices)°¢ - - M40 - - 7800 44 245 140 51 -09 19 19 02
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - - - - - - - 0396 393 391 B9 308 425
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed) - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Real wages (index, base year = 100)° - - - - - - - - 1000 M76 1342 1426 1202 1317

Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ - 4457 4464 4438 4290 3928 3530 3302 3291 3418 3596 3763 3879 3943
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) - 04 B89 W83 217 266 255 246 244 245 247 248 U7 U4
Female life expectancy at birth (in years)e 746 752 - - - - 751 - - - - - - -
Male life expectancy at birth (in years)e 69.2  69.7 - - - - 695
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) - 8.5 76 - - - - 6.6 6.1 47 37 24 19 14
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 191 19 - - - - - 15 181 1A - - - -
Live births (1,000s)" 668 670  65.4 - - - - 466 481 450 425 396 317 356
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19)¢f 82 B3I B3 - - - - 339 B3 B 26 183 182 192
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births)' 6.9 14 89 - - - - 8.1 9.1 n4 124 ng Mo M2
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)e - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births)
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)® 18 6.7 6.3 - - - - 65 70 6.4 6.1 5.7 52 51
Average age of women at first marriage (in years)" 29 233 - - - - - - -6 44 U3 242 203
Average age of men at first marriage (in years)" - - - - - - - - - 83 W81 278 218 219
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 6.1 59 5.6 - - - - - 79 8.8 89 88 105 13
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17)¢ - - - - - - - - 19 20 20 18 19 19
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births|' 184 153 146 206 227 138 132 40 M8 MO 101 9.7 76 94
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) %4 105 214 - - - - - - - 9.4 5.1 21 84

Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population)
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population)¢i 6.1 4.2 33 - - - - 0.6 05 0.4 0.3 05 02
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)® 942 902 694 - - - - 27 49 B3 16 180 187 190

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - - - - - - - - 2 2 9 2 6 8
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) - - - - - - - - 87 100 98 9.7 87 89
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)é™ 935 930 950 - - - 976 %8 961 924 864 840 811 793
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)¢ - - - - - - - - - - - 519 515 517
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 8.6 85 8.4 8.7 - - - - 148 163 173 183 181 192
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)°¢ - - - - - - - - - 609 547
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population)? - - - - - - - - - - 6.7 21 24
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)¢ 244 254

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data refer to Federation of B-H.

c. Before 1995, the retail price index used; data for Republika Srpska 1,061.0 (1994), 12.9 (1995), 16.9 (1996), -7.3 (1997), -14.0 (1998), 14.1 (1999),14.0 (2000), 7.0 (2001), 1.7 (2002).
d. Data based on US Census Bureau (2003).

e. Data for 1989 refers to 1988-1989; 1990 taken from COE (1997); 1995 refers to 1990-1995 taken from UN (1997).

f. Data for 1996-1998 taken from BHAS 2000.

9. 2000 survey reports 3.3 (BHAS and UNICEF 2000).

h. Data for 1989-1990 based on COE (1993); data for 1998-2002 are unweighted average for Federation of B-H and Republika Srpska.

i. Data for 1992-1995 are for the Federation of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

j. From 1996 data refer to Republica Srpska.

k. EuroHIV (2003).

|. Data refer to children aged 3-7 in Federation of B-H.

m. Children aged 7-14; data are IRC estimates, end-of-school-year, pupil data 1995 (BHAS, 1999).
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Bulgaria®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 909 803 744 733 746 768 696 657 683 699 736 766 803
Annual change in GDP (%) -9 o a3 s 18 29 94 56 40 23 5.4 40 48
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 263 335 820 730 963 620 1230 10820 222 0.7 99 14 59

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 815 719 683 633 628 632 642 643 618 617 604 583  60.1 606
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - - 132 158 o0 M4 oM 140 122 138 181 175 177
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - a8 4 46 412 245 246 218 193 174 165 150 160

Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1092 675 750 684 535 506 417 449 430 470 491 503 595
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente - 0212 0282 - 0.251 - - 029 - - - - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)" 8987 8767 8669 8595 8485 8460 8427 8385 8341 8283 8230 8191 8149 7891
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population)’ %3 250 47 242 26 281 26 20 215 209 204 199 196 190
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) B4 748 74T 745 746 TA9  TA9  TA6  Th4 - T48 753 753 754
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 686 681 680 680 617 613 611 611 672 - 619 681 686 685
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)s 06 04 17 2.2 300 38 B 54 69 64 48 51 54 59
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 190 181 1.65 154 145 137 123 124 1.09 M 1.23 121 126121
Live births (1,000s) 1123 1052 959 891 844 794 720 722 641 654 723 737 682 665
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 752 721 721 705 613 608 535 512 451 451 491 a1 M7 4b
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) n4 124 165 185 221 245 257 81 300 35 HBI 0 B4 420 428
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 6.9 12 83 8.4 83 8.4 8.6 9.1 99 9.4 9.7 9.6 97 971
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 1n76 1375 1443 1491 1273 1228 1349 1365 1311 1222 1001 833 750 764
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)s 1 69 5.7 5.2 47 45 44 43 4.2 43 43 43 a1 37
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 25 214 N5 26 219 23 26 281 284 285 288 2047 218 U8
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 247 246 247 249 52 %7 260 263 265 266 221 281 281 281
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 200 190 26 211 183 211 290 280 269 22 275 301 321 349
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 6.3 59 5.7 5.0 39 36 5.0 47 4.6 5.3 5.0 5.3 54 56
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 4 148 169 159 155 163 148 156 175 144 146 133 144 133
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 187 209 104 213 142 126 139 194 187 B3 285 176 191 165
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 318 449 BB 428 422 453 405 B0 R4 309 367 32T 292 244
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 517 667 724 657 474 435 439 482 463 507 456 268 246 214

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 259 29 298 319 WO IS5 405 32 M3 499 465 40 489 478

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)" 6 10 12 18 12 18 14 34 30 26 21 49 0 8
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 69.1 677 587 625 604 626 615 692 6563 685 699 708 706 742
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 9.4 986 973 9.1 940 943 937 936 940 943 948 93 911 %RB7
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 72 710 742 730 722 748 761 754 736 738 741 754 790 855

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 20 262 27 20 281 303 337 349 341 B2 3T B3 3BT RBI

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)' 8947 880.1 8879 9621 11,0379 11157 1,211 1,236.2 1,3077 1,3349 12808 1,2070 1,2375 1,176.5
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 5887 5779 5513 5570 5425 6032 6391 6681 7250 7444 8503 7918 8509 8140
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 87 8.4 76 9.1 102 8.9 94 8.1 9.2 76 59 40 49 59
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 1,148 1309 2209 2907 2981 3084 3173 3,081 3918 4202 3883 4286 4100 4285

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 1989-1992 refer to state and cooperative sectors.

¢. Data for 19911994 refer to 15-29 years.

d. Based on gross wages; public sector only.

e. Excludes self-employed and farmers; public sector.

f. Data for 2002 based on 2001 census.

g. Data for 2001-2002 based on 2001 census.

h. Data for 2001-2002 taken from EuroHIV (2003).

i. Children aged 7-14.

j. Data for 2002 selected as per the national legal definition under the Child Protection Law.
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Croatia?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 929 733 647 595 631 613 714 760 TI9 712 795 825 868
Annual change in GDP (%) YA IR X B | VA A | 59 6.8 6.0 6.5 25 09 29 38 52
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices)® - 6095 1230 6655 15175 976 20 35 36 5.7 4.2 6.2 49 24
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)c - - - - - - b56 565 558 526 583 546 557
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) 8.0 93 149 153 148 45 145 164 175 172 191 21 220 223

Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)? 635 562 412 337 310 341 %3 336 328 32T 323 304 85 24
Real wages (index, base year = 100) - - - - - 1000 1085 1185 1263 1335 1345 1332 139.0
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient - - - - - - - -

The demographic situation

Total population (mid-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 4767 4778 4784 4782 AT19  ATTT 4776 4494 4572 4501 4554 4381 4437 4,443
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population)’ 43 241 W7 B0 80 284 84 BT 40 240 29 B9 20 208
Female life expectancy at birth (in years)e 748 - 760 - - - 157 - - - - - - -
Male life expectancy at birth (in years)e 66.8 - 686 - - A
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths
per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 0.6 07 -06 100 05 02 01 0.7 08 -1.2 -15 -15 19 24
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 163 163 153 148 152 147 158 167 169 145 138 139 138 134
Live hirths (1,000s) 557 554 518 70 485 486 502 538 555 4 h2 437 10 401
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) nroo24 253 227 204 196 183 200 186 165 161 158 154 149
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) n7 70 15 17 17 16 15 Al 13 8.1 8.2 9.0 94 96
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) ~ 5.8 53 55 6.0 6.0 59 5.4 5.0 47 55 59 5.8 47 55
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 92 82 7I8 743 644 B35 398 365 295 35 25 37 319 299
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 6.1 538 45 46 48 5.0 5.1 55 5.4 5.4 5.2 5.0 50 51
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 285 26 287 241 241 a4 25 27 B1  62 63 263 254 256
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 267 29 20 212 23 276 218 81 284 285 285 286 286 28
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 186 196 26 166 203 193 174 147 159 163 156 201 212 197
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17)' 5.7 59 5.6 43 5.3 5.2 49 44 4.6 45 35 40 49 45
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) nroonr m 16 99 102 9.0 8.4 8.2 8.2 7 4 770
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 36 18 17 43103 103 120 19 108 64 N1 6.9 24100
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - - - - - - - - %05 362 343
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 110 9.0 1 47 39 28 2.1 14 12 14 14 038 1108

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) ~ 12.7 11.6 83 6.6 6.3 38 2.2 26 16 26 16 - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)® 60.0 539 451 458 417 464 443 484 449 411 389 35 33 31

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)’ 3 9 1 6 14 16 15 16 16 12 15 17 % 4
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 294 294 191 200 - 261 310 309 341 332 338 363 424 B4
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 942 809 794 894 844 823 804 824 823 828 807 825 92 %7
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)f - - 597 663 764 867 1032 1092 1049 983 898 855 835 831

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24)f 74 181 1’1201 212 212 22 V5 242 B 261 282 295 35

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - 628 - 596 - 520 - 638 - 715 - 806 897 819
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)° 1201 1012 481 833 9719 133 7I7 &3 711 761 757 826 795 763
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 6.1 5.5 86 132 120 110 93 142 107 10 138 8.4 78 81
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)f 994 1,025 816 1026 1286 1,163 851 925 840 770 909 992 1224 1,230

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Retail prices.

¢. Data based on labour force survey.

d. End-of-year.

e. Data for 1989 are IRC estimates; 2001 based on March 2001 census.

f. Data for 1989-2000 and 2002 are IRC estimates based on national data for 5-year age groups.

g. Data for 1989 refers to 1989-1990 taken from COE (1993); data for 1995 refers to 1990-1995 taken from UN (1997).
h. All cases registered during the year.

i. Includes cases of AIDS.

j. Children aged 7-14; pupil data for 1990-2000 are underreported.

k. Data refer to number of offenders.
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Czech Republic®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 988 813 869 870 889 941 982 974 964 969 1001 1032 1053
Annual change in GDP (%) - 12 6 05 0.1 22 59 43 08 -0 05 33 3120
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 97 50 1M1 28 99 9.1 8.8 85 107 21 39 47 18
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 869 87 714 747 757 758 758 754 745 731 T3 706 706 713
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - 0.3 26 31 30 33 30 31 43 6.0 85 9.0 85 92
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - -7 N3 XN W3 209 28 297 BO O 95 262 BI 253
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 945 77 791 820 884 961 1046 1065 1052 116 1145 1185 M87
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient 0.204 - 0212 0214 0258 0260 0282 0254 0259 0258 0257 0270 0273 0.273
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)e 10,360 10,362 10,305 10,313 10,326 10,334 10,333 10,321 10,309 10,299 10,290 10,278 10,267 10,206
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 21 268 265 260 253 246 29 21 23 26 211 206 201 198
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 754 754 757 761 764 766 766 713 7i5 781 781 783 784 785
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 68.1 676 682 684 692 695 697 704 705 71 T4 76 721 721
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 0.1 0.1 05 0.1 03 100 21 22 21 18 20 -18 A7 15
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 187 189 1.86 172 167 144 128 119 117 116 113 114 115 117
Live births (1,000s) 1284 1306 1294 1217 1210 1066 961 904 907 %05 895 909 907 928
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 449 447 48T 447 429 326 249 201 180 164 153 132 M5 16
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 79 8.6 98 107 127 145 156 169 178 190 206 218 235 253
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 5.2 55 59 5.7 5.6 55 55 55 5.6 59 59 58 60 62
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 986 %5 928 898 706 633 641 663 628 615 582 521 497 41
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)’ 78 8.8 70 12 6.4 5.7 5.3 5.2 5.6 53 5.2 5.4 51 53
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 22 21 N4 6 17 20 24 28 283 286 241 246 250 255
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 288 285 242 242 244 247 250 254 B9 263 267 211 26 281
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 386 B2 408 386 458 529 567 614 562 588 442 53T 603 591
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 124 128 18 17 126 132 135 148 147 147 98 15 149 151
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 00 108 104 99 85 79 7 6.0 59 5.2 46 41 40 4
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 9.3 84 131 99 M6 6.6 21 55 2.2 55 6.7 55 33 32
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 38 38 M4 428 M4 400 451 402 383 B5 35 B2 9 345
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 599 628 714 733 465 31 229 159 152 152 150 166 211 179

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - 1207 812 4712 364 3BT 292 297 290 299
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 192 187 202 192 180 190 178 188 178 1775 159 40 132 M8

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - - - 24 21 38 40 50 63 3 50 58 51 50
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 813 752 T 721 745 767 715 761 785 823 84 859 866 81
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" %9 986 1007 1007 1006 1000 996 973 976 916 917 984  9B6 987
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)' 792 787 740 A7 780 80 910 720 725 70 759 82 819 906

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 166 172 160 166 175 186 198 211 21 287 260 282 309 31

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)¢ 5367 5133 4921 4646 4585 4774 5173 5369 5540 5838 5740 4785 4638 4510
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1042 967 1036 937 927 M8 1311 1348 1600 1336 156.1 1423 1520 129.2
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 5.6 5.8 78 6.6 6.9 80 107 8.8 85 Al 83 6.2 58 66
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) - - 2468 3099 3509 4m9 4175 4772 4300 3959 3629 333 3218 2739

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 1993-2002 are labour force survey data.

¢. End-of-year.

d. Based on gross wages.

e. Data for 1991-2001 based on 1991 census; 2002 based on 2001 census.

f. Rates for 2001-2002 based on 2001 census.

g. Children aged 3-5.

h. Data for 1989-1995 for children aged 6-13; 1996-2002 for children aged 6-14.

i. Data for 1989-1995 for children aged 14-17; 1996-2001 for children aged 15-18; data for 2000-2001 affected by change in education system.
j. Data for 1989-1995 refer to those aged 18-22; 1996-2002 for those aged 19-23.

k. Institutions of the Ministry of Health.

. Juveniles defined as those aged 15-17.
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Estonia®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 935 808 693 632 619 646 611 737 TI1 766 822 86 928
Annual change in GDP (%) - 65 136 142 88 20 43 39 98 46 06 73 65 60
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 21 2105 10760 898 417 290 231 M2 8.1 33 40 58 36

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 819 869 865 824 718 767 732 726 731 724 694 687 693 702
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - - - ) . : . ' ) . } }

Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - - - 105 75 17 8.7 9.6 98 106 166 175 179
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1025 568 452 463 510 541 552 595 635 662 704 747 799
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0.253 - - - - - - - -

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000’ 1566 1571 1568 1555 1511 1477 1448 1425 1406 1393 1379 1372 1,367 1,361
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 265 265 263 262 258 254 251 247 43 289 8B4 N9 24 N8
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 47 746 748 74T 738 731 743 755 760 755 761 760 762 710
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 657 646 644 635 625 611 617 645 645 644 654 651 64T 652
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 37 18 02 14 40 b5 51 -4 43 63 44 39 43 39
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 222 205 180 M 149 142 138 137 132 1.28 132 139 134 137
Live births (1,000s) 243 223 194 180 153 42 135 132 126 122 124 131 126 130
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 534 550 539 505 442 405 319 K6 N1 25 264 2B B8 219
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) %3 212 32 BRI B2 40 442 481 516 525 542 545 562 563
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) - - - 43 38 45 4.4 4.2 4.3 44 47 43 43 46
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 1160 1319 1515 1575 1678 1584 1519 1470 1523 1514 1370 173 M2 1011
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 8.1 15 6.6 5.8 5.2 5.0 49 39 40 39 41 40 41 43
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 25 25 24 23 29 8B4 W5 BT U0 43 U6 B0 262 255
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 246 246 245 246 250 256 257 261 263 266 211 215 218 282
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 468 491 558 749 743 760 1064 1025 945 827 816 711 764 696
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 127 128 132 155 134 131 196 161 150 130 136 125 126 16
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 148 123 133 157 156 144 149 105 100 94 96 8.4 88 57
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) a1 N4 309 22 N8 b4 518 - 159 164 161 459 9 77
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 831 926 935 800 80 1040 884 565 836 557 781 567 590 698
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 1323 1324 1547 1935 2595 2695 2726 2408 2192 1895 1418 1041 809 607

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 4242~ 4252 5135 6017 7244 7427 6439 4887 4664 3772 2100 1653 114 849
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 21 207 213 24 295 B4 HB9 M9 444 469 438 469 420 386
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)e - - - - 5 12 1 8 9 10 12390 1474 899

Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)" 622 674 606 539 567 599 646 688 722 741 761 795 803 805
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) %3 9.2 940 931 934 937 949 96 968 992 1009 1028 1038 104.4
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) - B2 582 585 614 666 676 703 707 688 746 786 809 797

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) %1 35 329 307 301 308 B9 33T M5 461 488 510 520 532

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)' 149.7 1500 1576 1745 1887 1949 2254 2596 2786 - - - - -
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - 3106 4205 4221 4438 4797 4307 3813 3418 3365 4076 2628
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 210 138 149 134 186 200 151 152 151 138 242 134 133 131
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)¢ - - - 1507 2499 1770 2389 2262 2124 2,965 2,143 2167 2,060 2,237

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data based on labour force survey.

c. Refers to 16-24 years.

d. Based on gross wages; 2002 IMF Country Report, 2003.

e. Gross earnings; excludes self-employed and farmers; data for 1989 taken from Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).
f. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

g. EuroHIV (2003).

h. Gross enrolments.

i. Children aged 7-15.

j. Children aged 0-7.

k. For 1992-1993 juveniles defined as aged 15-17; 1994-2002 juveniles defined as aged 13-17.
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FYR Macedonia®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 91 838 711 701 688 680 688 698 721 752 786 751 756
Annual change in GDP (%) - 99 70 80 91 8 12 12 14 34 43 45 45 07
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 6084 149 16644 3384 1265 164 25 08 23 13 6.5 53 24
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° - - - - - - 837 K2 430 430 49 64 32
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) 26 20 245 260 217 300 36 B M7 - - - - -
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)c 547 519 476 441 410 392 333 286 244 - 452 445 424 396
Real wages (index, base year = 100) 1000 792 679 416 565 512 486 488 497 504 525 520 511 545

Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient® 0.22IS 0267 023% 0272 0253 0270 0250 0259 0271 0277 0277 0.286 0.25;2

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)e 1873 18% 1910 1921 1929 1937 1957 1975 1991 2002 2013 2022 2,031 2,039
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 318 34 31 308 305 301 298 294 291 86 281 25 210 264
Female life expectancy at birth (in years)' 740 - T44 - - TA0 A4 A AT A8 748 752 - -
Male life expectancy at birth (in years)' 70.1 - 701 - - 696 701 703 704 703 705 707
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 13 109 105 8.9 87 9.1 8.0 17 6.5 6.2 52 59 50 48
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 209 206 230 218 216 208 197 190 175 190 175 188 170 -
Live births (1,000s) %9  H4 M8 B2 R4 RS N2 N4 N5 292 173 N3 200 218
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 530 503 469 439 470 457 442 B9 366 337 308 38 211 259
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 70 Al 70 13 8.1 85 8.2 8.2 89 95 9.8 98 104 107
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) - - - - - 5.1 5.3 5.3 5.1 5.6 5.5 5.8 54 54
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 847 618 665 597 510 492 492 451 409 411 30 389 316 -
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 8.7 8.3 82 8.0 79 8.1 8.0 Al 70 70 70 70 65 11
Average age of women at first marriage (in years)e 26 28 - N6 N6 NI NI BO B1 82 B3 85 BT B8
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) - - - - 259 - 261 - 262 263 265 266 268 268
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 5.8 47 32 38 41 39 45 5.0 13 13 T4 93 109 90
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) %7 36 282 306 241 25 27 164 157 163 49 N M9 102
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 16.7 n3 15 9.0 62 N9 28 0.0 34 34 13 136 148 -
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19 (includes suicides;

per 100,000 relevant population) 176 186 221 218 204 172 146 176 192 251 268 185 168 222
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 5.1 17 6.3 43 16 19 21 13 13 05 15 11 14

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 98 141 10.1 9.4 25 18 18 12 30 12

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 403 397  3%2 321 B8 BT 96 T 309 264 B0 U3
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)' 2 1 1 - 3 4 - 3 - 3 5 4 3 5
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 242 242 242 20 28 235 254 268 266 263 272 212 285 21
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 1020 1007 998 976 970 970 979 984 991 988 996 100.1 986 971
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) - - - b44 541 B3 510 587 602 626 655 674 691 696
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 193 176 160 162 157 163 171 170 175 179 197 186 202 225
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 491 473 500 597 662 811 880 655 804 731 769 680 508 635
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1903 2127 1968 1651 1619 1540 1437 1699 1623 1468 166.1 1764 1614 1740
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 39 - 5.0 - 37 37 12 24 30 42 42 24 30 12
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 2974 2806 2886 4,023 3845 4112 37 - 2699 2979 3083 2346 1,706 1,602

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data based on labour force survey.

¢. End-of-year; refers to under age 30.

d. Based on net eamings.

e. Data for 1989 is an IRC estimate based on UN Census Bureau (2003).

f. Data for 1989 refers to 1989-1990 taken from COE (1993); 1995 refers to 1994-1995; 1996 refers to 1995-1996; 1997 refers to 1996-1997.
g. Data for 1989-1990 taken from COE (1993).

h. Only gonorrhoea.

i. Data for 2002 taken from EuroHIV (2003)

j. Includes pre-school preparatory classes.

k. Children aged 7-14.
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Georgia?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 876 696 384 286 254 260 287 38 3T BT U4 360 380
Annual change in GDP (%) - 1240206 448 B4 114 24105 108 29 30 19 47 56
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 33 790 8874 31254 156065 1627 394 Al 36 192 41 46 56
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 820 836 760 604 574 592 612 727 814 A6 74T 753 759 -
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - 0.2 23 6.6 36 26 24 5.0 5.0 5.5 5.2 50 12
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed) - - 12 917 125 95 11 36 154 3O 328 383 366 131
Real wages (index, base year = 100)° 1000 M2 765 505 241 3B5 W3 422 570 717 732 892 1084 1227
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient 0.301 - - 0369 0400 - - 0.498 - - - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 5401 5424 5453 5467 5346 4930 4794 4675 4558 4505 4470 4435 4401 4372
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population)* 294 292 89 286 82 279 26 273 271 268 266 263 260 260
Female life expectancy at birth (in years)' 750 750 750 746 732 TA1 TA2 A3 745 A8 751 750 748 TA8
Male life expectancy at birth (in years)e 673 675 611 660 644 660 663 669 611 614 615 615 680 680
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)"i 17 17 6.7 32 08 14 15 15 14 09 03 03 03 00
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 213215 207 172 154 152 154 155 155 150 144 146 144 142
Live births (1,000s)" 911 928 891 726 616 5713 563 550 540 515 487 488 476 466
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19)" 580 566 566 495 554 653 630 587 544 507 459 394 322 326
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births)" 7 1’2 1’7 218 %I 84 292 309 334 B4 364 41 M4 459
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)"* 6.0 49 8.6 58 6.0 6.6 6.8 70 6.7 538 6.2 59 64 63
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births)"! 756 659 667 699 733 854 772 581 433 408 316 306 315 298
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)” 11 6.8 70 5.0 47 45 45 4.2 38 34 31 29 30 29
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 245 263 44 201 220 240 21 21 244 25 B 249 263 250
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 276 288 219 26 27 218 0 219 81 285 288 289 292 282
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages)" 192 212 195 182 133 W1 125 M8 133 M5 N7 144 149 146
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17)" 2.8 28 29 12 - 12 12 08 08 05 05 0.7 07 05
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)"® 196 207 208 221 216 286 282 280 29 20 22 26 29 238
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births)" 549 409 30 468 BT N4 B2 413 685 660 513 411 567 451
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19 (includes suicides;

per 100,000 relevant population)" 04 342 89 506 - 36 288 294 204 260 184 N9 142 22
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population)re 76.4 - 560 470 431 391 42 47 764 958 911 865 632 941

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population)® 76 709 728 557 407 789 942 384 308 9B 1334

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)" 28 217 25 29 28 587 619 M98 M7 996 1014 968 867 969
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) 1 3 1 6 - 1 2 8 18 24 30 65 80 81
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 5 M4 M3 RT N5 B4 B6 217 BT 262 25 282 285 308
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)"? %0 944 95 844 912 921 936 971 995 1005 1003 992 966 970
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)" 566 555 486 414 B0 34 39T 422 41 451 446 462 458 452
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 188 209 227 B4 202 N1 292 N2 M1 36 3B6 W9 33 384
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) B5 3BI 297 193 232 B2 199 309 262 369 335 443 413 395
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)* - - - - - - - 442 1904 761 641 BB0 645 1072
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 19 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) - 293 346 328 41 219 299 296 275 310 282 279 299 304

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 1998-2002 for 15-29 years; renewed registration in 2002.

¢. Based on gross wages.

d. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census; data for 1994-2002 exclude Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.

e. Data for 1990-2001 and 2003 are IRC estimates based on national data for 5-year age groups.
f.Tsuladze et al. (2001) report 75.3 for 2000.

g.Tsuladze et al. (2001) report 68.1 for 2000.

h. Data for 1992-2002 exclude Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.

i.Tsuladze et al. (2001) report 0.5 for 2000.

j. Tsuladze et al. (2001) report 1.67 for 2000; 1999 survey reports 1.7 for 1997-1999 (Serbanescu et al., 2001).
k. 1999 survey reports 5.5 for 1995-1999 (Serbanescu et al., 2001).

1. 1999 survey reports 210 for 1997-1999 (Serbanescu et al., 2001).

m. Marriages 1992-2002 exclude Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.

n. 1999 survey reports 416 for 1995-1999 (Serbanescu et al., 2001).

0. Includes chlamydial infections.

p. Children aged 7-15.

r. Data for 1993 exclude private universities.

s. Data exclude Abkhazia and Tskhinvali.
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Hungary?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 95 80 824 819 843 85 86 906 951 991 1042 1081 M6
Annual change in GDP (%) - 36 M9 31 06 29 15 13 46 49 42 5.2 37 33
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) -89 B0 280 25 1B 282 26 18I U3 100 98 92 48
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 830 829 796 711 639 605 590 581 5718 581 590 603 605 608

Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® 0.4 08 85 123 121 104 104 105 104 9.1 9.6 8.7 8.0 -
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)°? - - %8 265 277 26 27 25 203 198 199 200 167
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 943 87 865 81 891 782 743 711 798 810 839 906 1032
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient! 0268  0.293 - 0305 0320 0324 - 0.350 - - - 0.386 -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 10589 10375 10,373 10,374 10,365 10,350 10,337 10,321 10,301 10,280 10,253 10,222 10,200 10,175
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) %0 252 50 247 242 86 280 25 20 26 211 207 204 202
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 738 737 738 737 738 A2 745 74T 751 752 751 756 765 766
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 654 651 650 646 645 648 653 661 664 661 663 611 682 683
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 2.0 -19 17 26 32 30 32 31 38 42 4] 37 34 35
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 180 184 185 176 168 1.64 157 145 137 133 129 133 131 13
Live births (1,000s) 1233 1257 12712 1217 M0 M56 121 1053 1004 973 946 916 970 968
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 413 402 BT B3 3T 33 N9 198 217 B B5 W86 21 216
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 124 131 141 156 176 194 207 26 250 266 280 290 303 34
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 9.2 9.3 93 9.0 8.6 8.6 8.2 8.3 8.4 8.3 85 8.4 85 85
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 818 89 841 847 79 719 823 868 895 859 81 760 743 750
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 6.4 6.4 59 55 5.2 5.2 5.2 47 4.6 44 44 47 43 45
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 24 05 N5 26 27 20 22 26 285 28 242 0] 252 57
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 242 242 42 43 244 247 B0 252 262 264 268 212 218 282
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 33 3¢5 P9 ;9 M3 433 465 462 533 514 563 499 560 554
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 9.9 10.0 99 9.0 93 97 106 9.1 111 mne 17109 M0 M6
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 17 148 156 41 1256 15 107 109 99 9.7 8.4 9.2 81 12
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 154 207 126 99 188 104 152 4 29 6.2 42 102 52 83
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19 (includes suicides;

per 100,000 relevant population) 473 500 #1475 325 312 292 W89 219 263 262 24 U5 240
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 46 481 438 368 266 251 232 212 185 166 147 152 144 129

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 1333 1378 M3 853 623 595 422 372 303 207 201 231 21 163

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) %0 346 B3I B2 406 402 420 M5 403 300 382 3B2 36 296
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) 36 40 55 62 56 65 81 62 72 74 61 48 82 7
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)" 8.7 83 81 89 81 82 80 85 861 863 813 - 864 818
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) %5 986 977 913 %66 %62 966 963 9.1 966 978 992 991 996
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)i 727 735 740 766 795 824 860 899 930 9.1 963 1035 1057 1076

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24¢ 122 121 123 130 142 159 182 200 265 280 316 3H3 393 446

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 4841 4317 4103 3867 3987 3965 3904 3956 3911 3885 3732 3113 3062 2954
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1984 1952 2067 1877 1828 1906 2012 2280 2093 2033 2318 2451 2217 2220
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) "1 95 83 1n7 97 101 91 8.4 17 70 8.2 6.9 0 76
Registered juvenile crime rate

juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 1493 1,790 1907 2186 2200 2226 2306 2285 2471 2379 2190 2125 2,247 2278

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 2001-2002 are IRC estimates based on changes in employment reported in EBRD (2003).

¢. End-of-year.

d. Refers to 15-25 years.

e. For 1989-1997 real net index calculated by central statistical office; data for 1998-2002 IRC estimates.

f. Excludes small-scale employers; data for 1989 refer to 1988; data for 1989 taken from Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).
g. Data for 1990 taken from 1990 census.

h. Children aged 3-5.

i. Children aged 6-13.

j. Children aged 14-17.

k. Data refer to those aged 18-23.

|. Data refer to number of offenders.
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Kazakhstan?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 996 886 839 761 665 611 614 624 613 629 691 784 858
Annual change in GDP (%) - 04 M0 53 93 126 82 05 1719 27 98 135 95
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - - 788 13810 16623 18920 1763 391 174 Al 83 132 84 58
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 826 814 799 780 712 682 691 695 698 611 672 619 728 720
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - 0.1 04 0.6 11 21 42 38 37 39 37 3229
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)c? - - - b41 524 465 409 3B5 326 289 291 308 301

Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢

- 1000 648 491 329 334 344 366 3BT 45 414 528 587
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient! 0276 - - . - . - . . . . . .

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 16,194 16298 16358 16452 16,426 16,335 15957 15676 15481 15188 14,955 14900 14,863 14,846
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 36 32 369 368 65 363 360 B8 B3I 349 U4 BRI B4 N8
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 31 721 724 723 708 703 694 697 699 704 707 707 T T
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 639 632 626 624 601 597 580 580 585 590 603 597  60.1 606
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) %7 143 133 122 97 9.0 6.8 5.6 47 45 4.6 47 48 53
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)" 284 276 272 262 245 24 222 205 190 184 179 183 182 188
Live births (1,000s) 3808 3621 3532 3376 3155 3056 2761 2532 2324 2224 2160 2204 2193 2272
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 479 523 546 520 528 546 498 448 392 31 1 304 217 253
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) 120 132 134 134 134 W5 67 176 20 28 236 242 250 259
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births| 5.8 5.7 6.5 5.7 6.0 65 6.1 6.4 6.0 59 6.0 6.0 53 6.1
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 715 769 1015 1026 921 87 812 767 615 611 640 609 624 548
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 01 100 101 8.9 89 16 13 6.6 6.6 6.4 58 6.1 63 67
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 24 23 22 21 26 2208 20 22 24 B3 82 B3 85 236
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 246 245 250 244 200 241 246 247 249 260 260 262 264 266
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 275 264 293 338 310 BI  3B4  3M5 BT 369 298 301 319 316
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 6.8 6.7 76 19 13 6.7 6.5 Al 6.8 12 5.2 5.6 61 65
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)¢ %6 263 273 %9 81 271 20 254 249 26 205 189 193 170
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 154 207 126 99 188 104 152 M4 209 6.2 42 102 52 83
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 690 697 713 788 80 759 769 711 787 735 706 800 697 652
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 104 1089 185 1343 1526 1495 2602 3600 3701 2391 3206 3229 3154 2971

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 189.8  200.8 2275 2422 16038 15869 27046 3709.3 37246 32435 25934 23457 2,090.9 18493

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 1 612 660 664 636 619 701 870 939 1228 1410 1531 1554 1648
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - 2 1 1 2 - 5 184 429 297 184 35 1T 7%
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 531 537 531 a0 420 36 255 - 13 124 05 120 132 135
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)™" 948 946 939 941 938 942 944 947 942 941 943 997  100.1 100.0
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)" 761 742 703 662 623 585 511 573 514 598 596 521 545 620

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 81 187 185 177 169 169 166 162 187 211 241 290 B4 380

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1234 1214 1231 M49 1366 1532 1787 2094 2260 2762 3048 2870 2837 2718
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 164 167 180 206 246 198 203 220 248 207 208 26 193 27
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 776 905 1,031 1,075 1,061 937 829 758 643 623 608 607 657 649

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 2001-2002 based on labour force survey data.

¢. End-of-year.

d. Data for 1993-2000 refer to under-30 year-olds; 2001-2002 based on labour force survey data.
e. Based on gross wages.

f. 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

g. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

h. 1999 survey reports 2.05 for 1997-1999 (APM nd ORC Macro, 2000).

i. 1999 survey reports 7.3 for 1995-1999 (APM and ORC Macro, 2000).

}. 1999 survey reports 70.8 for 1997-1999 (APM and ORC Macro, 2000).

k. 1999 survey reports 61.9 for 1995-1999 (APM and ORC Macro, 2000).

. Gross enrolments.

m. Children aged 7-15.

n. Data for 2000-2002 affected by change in education system.
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Kyrgyzstan®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 1030 979 793 670 535 506 542 596 608 631 665 700 697
Annual change in GDP (%) - 30 50 190 155 201 54 Al 99 21 37 5.4 53 05
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - - 80 8550 7724 2287 435 319 234 05 B9 187 69 21

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 43 732 723 748 613 648 641 635 640 636 646 633 626 618
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)> - - -

Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)o®

Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ -
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0.260

..o L w8 ms 18 261 M8 234
1000 707 504 496 420 435 M5 491 541 494 540 598 619
S 030 0M5 0M3 0305 0428 0431 0429 0466 0410 052 0490

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)" 4254 4358 4425 4502 4528 4505 4525 4596 4661 4732 4806 4867 4,908 4946
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 35 435 M35 35 B6 420 421 421 21 21 416 410 404
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 724726 721 722 M 707 704 70 T4 T2 T26 T24 0 T2 721
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 643 642 646 642 629 616 614 623 626 631 649 649 650 644
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 283 24 1 N3 B2 162 176 159 144 46 147 128 133 132
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)e 381 363 357 350 314 294  3M 280 259 270 263 244 240 250
Live births (1,000s) 1315 1288 1295 1284 1168 101 1173 1080 1021 1042 1041 968 981 1010
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 447 474 523 562 512 519 536 519 443 427 390 341 328 305
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 127 130 139 132 167 168 185 211 241 2714 288 321 320 327
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)* 5.3 49 4.6 5.0 5.1 55 5.2 55 5.3 5.4 5.2 5.3 51 52
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 663 573 513 463 451 448 362 316 310 270 248 28 238 188
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 9.7 99 105 9.0 8.2 5.8 59 5.7 5.7 5.4 5.4 5.0 56 63
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 29 27 7 4 12 2 4 n5 N7 20 23 23 25 28
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 245 244 244 242 200 242 244 247 249 %2 %6 %6 259 263
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 197 180 190 197 199 212 223 51 46 242 42 N0 N3 195
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 4.2 36 43 36 34 27 30 34 34 33 31 25 26 28
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)’ 22 300 297 N5 N9 291 81 B9 W82 262 27 6 N7 02
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 426 629 556 499 445 427 443 315 627 336 423 455 438 535
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) #8431 M5 485 428 313 4T B2 367 400 B2 N5 303 N3
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population)* - 76 2314 2431 2280 2439 2918 369.2 3891 3459 3211 2980 2708 2331

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population)* 544 50.6 708 938 910 1052 1623 2660 2539 2156 1368 M1 M43 939
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 495 521 564 572 537 587 716 89 105 1210 1318 1083 1273 1265
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)' - - - - - - - 1 2 6 10 16 149 160

Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 33 303 267 233 134 88 12 8.2 83 8.7 8.0 8.7 90 95
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)™" 922 920 920 920 &6 866 880 894 899 903 898 %62 92 948
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)" 650 635 615 511 493 457 413 413 442 483 501 360 364 475

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 132 129 125 N5 107 m2 129 153 190 248 298 346 314 30

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 474 454 M6 442 515 591 B45  BB9 514 506 552 634 596 625
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - 2690 3172 2601 2468 2211 2338 2663 2025 2832 2093 2200 2239 2097
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 91 89 102 110 9.3 T4 132 6.1 78 100 9.3 8.2 n5 99
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 326 302 435 469 329 307 297 362 KAl 308 330 284 24 44

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. End-of-year.

c. Data for 1997-1999 refer to 16-21 year-olds.

d. Based on goss wages.

e. Excludes self-employed and farmers; data for 1989 taken from Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).
f. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

9. 1997 survey reports 3.37 for 1995-1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).

h. 1997 survey reports 5.7 for 1995-1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).

i. 1997 survey reports 43.2 for 1995-1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).

}. 1997 survey reports 61.3 for 1993-1997 (RIOP and ORC Macro, 1998).

k. Includes trichomoniasis.

. Includes foreign citizens.

m. Children aged 7-15; 1995 survey reports 86.2 for primary enrolment (MOHK and UNICEF 1995).
n. Data for 2000-2002 affected by change in education system.
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Latvia®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 1029 922 600 511 522 517 536 582 609 626 669 722 766
Annual change in GDP (%) - 29 -104 349 -149 2209 37 8.4 48 28 6.8 79 61
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 105 1722 9512 1092 B9 %0 176 8.4 47 24 26 25 19
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° - - - - - - 641 614 615 665 649 666 685
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - - 09 46 6.4 6.4 70 75 76 9.7 85 78 89
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed) - . - - - 188 194 189 170 154 147 146 140
Real wages (index, base year = 100)° 1000 1050 719 490 515 576 514 539 604 641 662 684 711 74D
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient® 0.244 - 0247 0333 0283 0325 0346 0349 0336 0332 0333 0337 032 0328
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)e 2666 2668 2658 2643 2586 2541 2501 2470 2445 2421 2399 2382 2364 2346
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) %6 256 256 254 253 %0 248 245 241 286 81 126 21 14
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 752 746 748 748 738 729 731 756 759 755 762 760 766 768
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 653 642 639 633 616 607 608 639 642 641 649 649 652 654
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 24 12 0.0 15 49 69 -0 59 60 66 56 50 57 53
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 204 200 185 174 152 141 127 118 113 11 118 124 121 123
Live births (1,000s) 389 319 346 36 268 243 216 198 188 184 194 202 197 200
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 447 499 508 486 441 340 299 258 215 190 190 183 172 160
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 159 169 184 196 230 264 299 331 348 31 391 403 421 431
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) - - 4.6 5.0 5.1 5.0 48 5.1 5.0 4.2 5.3 45 52 49
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) - - 121 1087 0 1M1 M5 1201 1225 156 1084 930 8.1 796 733
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 9.2 89 8.4 12 5.7 46 45 39 40 40 39 39 39 42
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 22 22 22 24 25 25 28 B2 86 40 242 44 U4 209
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 243 029 289 211 243 243 B0 B1 BT 260 262 264 265 210
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 459 457 496 770 704 727 706 628 630 644 639 666 620 611
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 143~ 140 147 206 143 129 125 94 100 99 101 107 101 106
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) n3 187 157 176 162 157 188 159 163 150 M3 104 1m0 98
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 462 287 N8 412 299 517 30 404 425 5 M2 247 B4 50
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 915 922 924 1025 1089 800 970 702 738 595 622 615 631 554
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population)’ 1060 1044 1012 1370 3005 3674 3928 3560 2694 2190 1428 1043 758 797

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population)t - 2913 4143 7317 6967 5961 5517 4130 3058 1876 M0 625 678
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 268 214 290 295 B9 449 513 601 694 755 00 723 734 659

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - 6 3 1 5 8 21 17 25 163 M 466 807 542
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 539 458 311 84 36 401 475 513 529 567 620 635 656 71T
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" %7 975 942 918 893 888 893 914 922 924 B3 %65 994 1010
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)' 702 664 652 618 625 618 614 644 678 693 744 AT 723 T18
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 206 28 29 191 79 183 217 N3 %61 422 468 528 562 589
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 529 4809 4739 5098 6062 6960 7805 8532 919.1 10348 9577 9797 876.1 8029
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 327 3498 4047 4269 3567 3647 3610 4006 4669 4671 4970 3028 3784 376.1

Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 141 136 144 208 187 71 159 159 132 151 107 133 98 80
Registered juvenile crime rate
(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 1,760 1,659 2077 2430 191 1661 1,969 2266 2,643 2831 2571 2633 2659 2,488

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information. see the relevant annex table.
b. Data based on labour force survey.

¢. Based on gross wages.

d. Public sector; data for 1989 taken from Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

e. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

f. Includes chlamydial infections and anogenital herpes.

g. Data for 2001-2002 includes 7 year-olds.

h. Children aged 7-15.

i. Data for 1996-2002 include those in part-time comprehensive education.
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Lithuania?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 950 896 705 591 533 551 516 617 662 650 676 720 768
Annual change in GDP (%) - 50 57 13 -162 98 33 47 70 3 A8 40 65 67
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 84 2247 10205 4104 721 396 246 89 5.1 08 10 1303
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 839 817 89 84 795 755 746 760 711 70 70 656 635 659
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - 0.3 13 44 38 6.1 Al 59 6.4 84 M5 125 M3
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - - 189 265 220 165 217 203 209 168 129 109
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1088 753 466 284 325 336 347 394 445 466 442 45 497
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0.260 - 0372 - 039 0374 0350 0345 0357 0368 - 0382 0390
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000 3675 3694 3702 3706 3694 3671 3643 3615 3588 3562 3536 3512 3487 3476
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 272210 268 267 266 264 261 258 256 253 251 248 245 238
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 763 763 759 760 750 749 751 759 766 767 70 715 716 716
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 669 664 652 649 632 626 633 646 655 660 664 668 660 66.2
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 48 4.6 41 35 0.4 -11 11 -11 0.9 11 -10 1425 32
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 198 203 201 197 174 157 155 149 147 146 146 139 130 124
Live births (1,000s) 5.8 569 560 544 475 424 412 391 338 30 364 34T 315 300
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) %6 412 470 489 B5 M7 409 319 6 301 266 246 210 206
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 6.7 70 70 19 91 109 128 143 165 180 198 226 254 219
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) - - - 29 31 33 32 34 34 39 44 4.6 44 48
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) - - 728 783 742 716 759 712 600 568 518 416 434 416
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 9.4 9.8 92 8.1 6.4 6.4 6.1 5.7 5.3 5.2 5.1 48 45 47
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 25 24 22 21 22 23 24 N6 8 NI B3 BT U0 43
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) - 42 40 B8 40 242 243 245 246 248 253 25T 261 264
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) %5 B M5 464 586 414 461 554 605 636 637 644 699 655
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 116 121 154 140 136 120 M7 131 134 139 132 129 129 128
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 07 103 144 163 154 140 124 100 103 9.2 8.6 85 819
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 287 29 196 202 126 165 170 128 159 162 137 88 127 200
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 779 668 84 721 835 81 758 75 614 611 721 70 748 698
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) - 818 818  M68 1716 2090 2049 1844 1445 1074 831 622 413 340

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - 2033 3091 4839 5754 5289 4799 3458 2085 1570 1272 696 467
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 26 W1 3T 32 M2 551 B85 657 780 796 726 666 639 604

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) 1 8 1 5 4 9 1 12 31 52 66 65 72397
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 595 568 481 404 313 35 317 409 452 486 522 513 525 545
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" %0 937 925 929 920 934 %6 965 985 998 992 1015 1024 1030
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)' 733 689 639 B35 523 540 568 611 625 647 631 628 643 667
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 26 263 284 219 13 20 242 26 328 32 426 417 516 565
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 2190 2069 2225 2245 2523 2243 2651 3101 3240 3320 3238 2969 3292 3420
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - 1504 537 1524 172 2409 2600 2337 2011 1072 1284 1724
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) - 96 180 146 148 201 98 188 215 164 238 214 204 237
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 1122 1176 1290 1,714 2,084 2,064 2239 2636 2570 2373 2361 2501 2,407 2303

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 2000-2002 based on labour force survey data.

¢. End-of-year; refers to 16-24 years.

d. Based on net wages.

e. Gross earnings; excludes self-employed and farmers; data for 1989 taken from Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

f. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

g. Gross enrolments.

h. Data for 1989-1998 refer to children aged 7-15; 1999-2002 children aged 7-16.

i. Data for 1999-2002 for those aged 16-18; data 1992-1999 have been revised by excluding ISCED 4.
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Moldova?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 976 805 571 564 390 384 362 367 34 B2 B9 3HBI 385
Annual change in GDP (%) -4 75 91 120 309 14 B9 16 65 34 21 61 72
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 42 980 127164 7885 3297 302 235 N8 7 393 3 96 52
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)°¢ 810 8.1 8.0 793 652 645 639 632 678 734 660 660 645 640
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - - 0.1 0.7 11 14 15 15 20 20 21 20 19
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)? - - - - - 332 M8 %2 1 W1 T 297 36
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 137 1052 616 618 500 507 537 564 596 522 532 646 629
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient! 0.250 - - 041 0437 0379 0390 0414 - 0426 0441 0392 0391 0426
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 433% 4359 4364 4357 4346 4350 4346 4332 4318 3651 3650 3644 3635 3,628
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 27 B0 BO RN N6 N2 N9 N5 30 310 303 296 288 218
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 723 M8 MO M9 M1 698 697 704 703 T4 0 M2 T N7
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 655 650 643 639 643 623 618 629 629 640 637 639 645 644
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)" 9.7 79 6.0 58 45 24 08 05 0.7 04 08 -1.2 100 17
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)' 246 239 226 221 210 195 176 167 160 150 140 130 130 120
Live births (1,000s)" 82 711 720 697 662 621 564 519 456 413 3B/5 369 364 3BT
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19)" 562 5718 616 621 657 651 617 831 477 436 B9 363 386 302
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births)" 04 M0 m8 M6 M2 123 133 46 173 178 188 205 25 229
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 7.1 5.6 5.6 55 55 58 6.1 58 6.0 6.0 6.8 6.6 54 51
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births)*! 105 1063 1020 1025 970 947 1014 887 89 804 725 705 440 441
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 92 9.4 9.1 9.0 9.1 78 76 6.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 6.0 58 6.0
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 20 20 20 20 210 210 220 20 20 20 20 20 20 220
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 240 220 230 230 230 230 240 240 240 240 240 240 250 250
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages| 1 2 B0 3T 367 409 446 515 459 466 319 448 513 586
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 74 8.1 90 100 9.6 8.7 9.4 - - 8.4 76 18 83 76
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)" 204 190 198 184 25 26 212 202 198 175 182 183 163 147
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births)" W1 4 264 313 B2 1T 124 405 483 363 286 211 439 336
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 655 527 525 787 593 552 495 410 448 437 439 391 419 363
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population)* 1284 174 M02 1518 1950 2336 2748 2815 2924 2743 2086 1748 1429 1355

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population)< 3170 269.7 2474 3904 4998 5859 6244 6022 5330 4705 3200 2728 1736 1726

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)* 65 396 438 431 446 508 635 676 730 800 726 704 831 836
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - 1 - 2 3 4 40 a7 404 408 155 17210 165
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 612 616 588 419 402 30 344 338 B3 34 32T B8 408 524
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)"” 941 939 935 794 783 783 790 792 925 925 941 935 940 947
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)° 671 643 513 435 416 406 403 #7411 457 RS 35 39 404

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24)° 162 157 49 132 127 129 137 142 183 199 209 211 226 241

Child protection and support for adolescents

Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)° 1851 1792 1868 1781 1869 2034 2019 2261 2760 2951 2762 3002 2756 2647
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)° - - - - 1287 1564 1644 1787 2126 2662 1577 1329 1576
Suicide rate for population aged 1519 (per 100,000 relevant population)® - 6.0 9.0 8.6 n3 101 T4 5.7 9.0 36 6.7 5.1 61 41
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)" 1025 1,036 1,023 746 671 746 702 651 807 822 928 1,007 912 1,014

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information. see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 1992-2002 exclude Transdniestr; data for 1999-2002 based on labour force survey.

¢. Population data for 1998-2002 exclude Transdniestr.

d. Refers to 16-24 years.

e. Based on gross wages.

f. Data for 1992-2001 exclude private enterprises; for 2001 the Gini for private enterprises is 0.44; 1993-2002 exclude Transdniestr; data for 1989 taken from Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).
g. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census; data for 1998-2002 exclude Transdniestr.

h. Data for 1997-2002 exclude Transdniestr.

i. 1997 survey reports 1.8 for 1995-1997 (Serbanescu et al., 1998).

}. 1997 survey reports 5.4 for 1995-1997 (Serbanescu et al., 1998).

k. Data for 2001-2002 exclude Transdniestr.

1.1997 survey reports 69.6 for 1993-1997 (Serbanescu et al., 1998).

m. Pupil data for 1992-2002 and population 1997-2002 exclude Transdniestr; 2000 survey reports 30.4 (NCPMM and UNICEF 2000).

n. Children aged 7-15; 2000 survey reports 98.5 for primary attendence (NCPMM and UNICEF 2000).

0. Data for 1992-2002 exclude Transdniestr.

p. Adoptions for 1994-2002 and population for 1997-2002 exclude Transdniestr.
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Poland®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 884 822 843 816 921 986 1045 M6 169 1217 1266 1219 1296
Annual change in GDP (%) - ne 10 26 38 5.2 70 6.0 6.8 48 4.1 40 10 14
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 588 703 430 B3 R2 278 199 149 N8 3101 55 17
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 747 706 611 648 633 635 638 648 661 654 638 611 598 575
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - 34 92 129 149 165 152 143 M5 100 120 140 162 178
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed) - - 3% 36 M4 36 36 311 308 309 30 305 295 278
Real wages (index, base year = 100)® 000 756 754 733 T2 76 737 719 824 852 1093 1108 1143 109.0
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0.207 - 0239 0247 0256 0281 0290 0302 0300 0294 0305 - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s) 37885 38038 38183 38309 38418 38505 38581 38609 38639 38660 38667 38,654 38,644 38,632
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 00 298 296 294 291 287 281 216 20 263 256 249 241 232
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 755 755 753 757 760 761 764 766 7.0 7I3 715 780 784 788
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 667 665 661 667 614 615 616 681 685 689 688 697 702 704
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)¢ 48 41 37 31 2.7 25 12 11 08 05 0.0 03 01 01
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 206 204 205 193 185 180 161 160 150 140 140 130 130 130
Live births (1,000s) 5644 5477 5477 5152 4943 4813 4331 4282 4126 3956 3820 3783 3682 3538
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 09 35 322 293 272 55 20 21 195 187 175 169 158 154
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 6.1 6.5 6.9 15 85 9.0 95 102 Mo M6 M7 121 131 144
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 7.9 8.4 8.3 8.1 8.1 12 6.7 6.4 6.1 6.2 6.0 5.7 59 6.0
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 146 108 5.6 23 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 08 0.1 0.0 0.0 00 00
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)® 6.7 6.7 6.1 5.7 5.4 5.4 5.4 5.3 5.3 5.4 5.7 55 50 50
Average age of women at first marriage (in years)e 25 24 24 24 25 26 27 28 9 B1 B2 85 BT A0
Average age of men at first marriage (in years)e 249 247 248 248 244 250 51 51 53 %4 B4 BT B9 262
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 185 166 145 147 134 152 184 194 208 27 192 203 B2 87T
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 4.4 40 32 30 26 30 38 40 43 46 43 44 47 48
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 91 193 182 173 161 151 136 122 102 95 89 8.1 7 75
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 106 128 128 99 N7 1.0 99 49 5.8 48 55 19 35 b4
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) B8 411 492 418 81 48 434 B/O 402 390 400 3BO B3I B8
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 274 20 196 151 129 100 8.1 12 6.1 5.6 48 44 45 46

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 36.6 389 271 166 146 8.3 11 5.6 53 38 36 20 2417
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 26 023 81 L8171 B8 B2 M3 N8 361 34 N5 297 216 23
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - - B59 482 384 423 539 551 5719 638 527 630 560 700

Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 87 41 B9 426 427 43 453 468 419 496 499 502 504 51T
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)’ 1008 1002 999 995 993 991 991 993 999 1001 1002 1005  99.8 1003
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 902 893 893 905 925 949 95 974 983 995 1012 1029 1088 1118
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 160 170 11 186 212 240 212 308 348 392 428 463 495 524
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1840 1944 1994 1968  196.4 - - - - - - - - -
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1497 1574 1503 139.2 1338 1277 1280 1366 1378 1434 1441 1567 1628 1645
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 6.5 6.6 70 12 79 8.4 87 8.8 88 87 103 8.5 85 85
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)¢ 2224 2450 2490 2583 2783 2903 3129 2619 2700 2903 2617 2943 2786 2658

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. For 1989-1997 real net index calculated by central statistical office; data for 1998-2002 IRC estimates; consumer price index EBRD (2003)

¢. Data for 1989-1991based on net earnings; 1992-1999 based on gross earnings.

d. Data for 2002 based on 2002 census.

e. Median age.

f. Data for 1989-2000 for children aged 7-14; 2001 for children aged 7-15.

g. Juveniles defined as those aged 13-16.
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Romania?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 944 822 750 761 791 847 881 827 787 718 192 84 815
Annual change in GDP (%) - 56 129 88 15 39 Al 40 61 48 12 18 53 49
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 51 1702 2104 2561 1367 323 388 1548 591 458 457 345 225
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 74768 770 752 721 714 615 665 640 626 598 611 603 613
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - 30 82 104 109 95 6.6 89 104 M8 105 88 8.1
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)c? - - - 312 3%9 384 342 3BT W5 42 18 29 216 -
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1078 916 812 688 703 793 83 686 674 686 721 71 766
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient 0.155 - 0.204 - 0226 0277 0287 0305 0352 0358 0372 0406 0388 0.391
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s) BNM2 23211 23192 2281 22,779 22,748 22,712 22,656 22582 22526 22,489 22,455 22,430 22,392
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 288 286 282 280 274 267 260 253 246 240 23 27 23 20
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 7247217 731 732 732 733 T34 731 730 733 737 742 748 TA9
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 665 666 666 666 661 659 657 653 652 655 661 610 617 676
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)’ 53 29 0 02 06  -09 15 24 19 -14 1409 18 27
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)e 2.20 184 157 152 144 141 1.34 130 132 132 130 130 123 125
Live births (1,000s) 3695 3147 2753 2604 2500 2467 2366 2313 2369 2373 2346 2345 2204 2105

Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 599 518 502 480 477 457 426 405 M4 408 404 396 362 328
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) - - - - 170 183 197 207 222 230 241 255 267 267
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)" 73 Al 19 82 109 8.6 838 89 9.2 9.0 8.7 89 88 90

Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 521 3153 3149 2657 2343 2149 2125 1972 1465 144 108 1100 156 1176
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)’ 11 8.3 8.0 17 1 6.8 6.8 6.6 6.5 6.5 6.2 6.1 58 59
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 21 20 20 21 22 24 28 28 29 B2 83 8B6 B9 U1
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 23 250 250 252 254 256 260 260 262 264 265 269 212 213
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 202 171 202 168 193 %7 27 87 286 25 246 26 240 246
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 4.6 4.2 4.7 37 35 55 47 47 49 5.7 47 40 43 3
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)’ 269 269 227 283 83 289 212 23 20 205 186 186 184 113
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 1694 836 665 603 532 604 478 41 M4 45 M8 38 M0 223
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 432 420 335 M 364 3T M5 33 30 %4 36 382 303 284
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) - - - b4 528 B49 597 519 521 517 545 610 762 758
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - 1045 M36  M83 1249 1067 1083 1108 1218 1396 1452 1346
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 583 646 621 733 825 814 949 985 982 1011 1040 1065 153 1223
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)® - - - - B4 72 84 699 650 648 364 290 440 33
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 633 543 519 533 502 552 584  B51 628 642 652 661 675 710
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) %8 925 919 97 94 922 937 942 963 978 985 989 1000 1009
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) - 899 738 650 642 666 692 701 703 696 702 722 732 736
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 12 92 M3 128 15 W5 175 186 191 213 234 268 295 325

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - 6109 6396 6822 790.6 1,099.1 9009 9529  950.7 - - - - -
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - - - - 2643 2434 1079 3099 4674 4713 3063 2025
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 5.6 5.5 43 49 49 43 53 5.0 5.0 43 5.4 55 47 46
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) - - 348 617 65 1,192 1334 1502 1963 2,054 1244 1270 1,265 1535

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 1989-1992 refer to state and cooperative sectors; data for 2001-2002 IRC estimate based on changes in employment reported in EBRD (2003).
¢. End-of-year.

d. Benefit recipients.

e. Based on net wages.

f. Data for 2002 based on 2002 census.

9. 1999 survey reports 1.3 for 1997-1999 (Serbanescu, Morris and Marin, 2001).

h. 1999 survey reports 9.0 for 1995-1999 (Serbanescu, Morris and Marin, 2001).

i.1999 survey reports 150 per 100 live births for 1996-1999 (Serbanescu, Morris and Marin, 2001).

}. 1999 survey reports 315 for 1995-1999 (Serbanescu, Morris and Marin, 2001).

k. EuroHIV (2003).

. Gross enrolments.

m. Children aged 7-14.
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Russia?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 90 912 7I7 709 619 595 513 581 550 586 644 616 705
Annual change in GDP (%) - 40 50 148 87 127 40 36 14 53 64 100 50 43
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 56 927 15260 8750 314 1977 418 147 216 8.1 208 216 157
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 836 834 818 797 781 750 724 717 704 694 695 698 700 710
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - 0.1 08 11 22 33 36 29 29 17 14 16 18
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)o® - 162 186 186 169 224 216 202 208 208 211 207 -
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 1091 1024 689 691 631 455 515 539 468 364 440 52T 639
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficiente 0271 0269 0325 0371 0461 0446 0471 0.483 - - - 0521 0491
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000 147022 147662 148,164 148,326 148,295 147997 147939 147609 147137 146,739 146,328 145,559 144,819 143,954
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 272212 71 269 266 262 259 255 250 244 289 B3 27 20
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 45 743 43 738 M9 M2 M1 725 729 729 724 722 723 720
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 642 638 635 620 589 516 583 598 608 613 599 590 590 585
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 39 23 0.7 15 5.1 60 57 53 51 48 64 66 65 65
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 2.01 189 173 155 139 140 1.34 128 123 124 117 121 125 132
Live births (1,000s) 21606 19889 17946 15876 1379.0 14082 123638 13046 12599 12833 12147 12668 1,316 123970
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 521 551 543 508 468 487 446 389 B9 B8 292 219 219 21
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 135 146 160 171 182 196 211 230 263 20 219 280 288 295
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 5.6 5.6 5.6 58 6.2 6.2 6.1 6.0 6.2 6.2 6.6 6.3 63 62
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 2049 2063 2011 2165 2352 2173 2028 2033 1983 1828 1796 1688 1536 1392
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 9.4 89 8.6 Al 75 13 13 59 6.3 5.8 6.2 6.2 69 1
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 29 26 25 25 24 24 6 27 - - - - - -
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 49 247 U7 U6 245 247 U8 250 - - - - - -
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 20 424 468 607 599 630 619 649 598 591 584 700 762 837
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 119 116 131 143 152 159 155 125 125 110 - - - -
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 78 174 178 180 199 186 181 174 172 165 169 163 147 133
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 490 474 524 508 516 523 533 489 502 440 442 39T 365 336
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 790 80 846 920 1096 M0 125 M5 970 1001 1047 1108 1039 991
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 1418 1333 1359 1830 2639 2894 3509 4018 3898 3365 3057 2861 2520 2134

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 4740 4223 4212 5707 8064 8079 8782 9536 8511 6995 6115 5302 4502 378.0

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 376 32 30 BB 429 479 515 672 736 757 8.0 900 81 859
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)e - 84 88 107 161 193 151 4353 4034 20,129 59,281 87177 50,378
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)" 734 726 716 647 641 628 628 630 630 625 631 648 664 682
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) %0 9.0 893 87 85 818 884 887 887 885 88 894 901 900
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 778 749 722 684 660 646 659 671 681 686 697 703 699 715
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 248 246 29 25 218 216 24 235 B6 280 N4 362 40 47
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 2067 2095 2177 2312 2643 2902 3173 3312 3384 3701 3824 3867 3831 3754
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1299 1411 1525 1786 2156 2524 2255 2139 2634 2498 2582 2724 2603 2764

Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 124 150 154 162 198 20 29 215 216 210 216 28 238 233
Registered juvenile crime rate
(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 1953 1,987 2071 2359 2599 2551 2387 2275 1994 2006 2164 1996 1878 1423

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.

b. End-of-year.

c. Data for 1991-1994 refer to 16-21 years; 1995-2001 refer to 16-24 year.

d. Based on gross wages.

e. Excludes small-scale employers.

f. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census. According to the Population Census conducted in October 2002 the permanent population of Russia was 145,185, 000.
g. Data for 1990 are total cases registered in 1987-1990.

h. Gross enrolments.

i. Children aged 7-15.
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Serbia and Montenegro®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 921 814 587 406 416 442 476 524 B34 438 460 485 505
Annual change in GDP (%) - 19 e 219 308 25 6.1 78 101 19 180 5.0 55 40
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 5930 1210 19,2370 116.5x10 33 786 943 213 295 31 604 913 214

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° - - - - 43 B85 422 421  H5 B9 Hb -
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)* 79 17 14 28 81 W81 246 BT 45 251 261 264 25 295
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)c?¢ 52.8 514 436 410 363 385 365 343 327 315 265 260 247 232
Real wages (index, base year = 100) - - - - 1000 161 156 164 189 1068 1317 1474 1669
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient - - - - - - - - -

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)’ 10,445 10500 10558 10,434 10,469 10503 10,535 10568 10,594 10,614 10,629 10,637 10,645 10,662
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 280 218 275 213 210 26 263 260 256 253 249 246 242 239
Female life expectancy at birth (in years)e 738 743 746 744 745 7B AT A6 AT A8 TA9  TA9 752 -
Male life expectancy at birth (in years)e 687 691 690 686 691 691 699 699 698 698 699 699 701
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)s 53 5.4 48 33 32 31 31 25 18 14 08 0.7 16
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 206 208 208 191 191 185 188 183 174 167 163 164 1N
Live births (1,000s)¢ 1546 1550 1523 1408 1410 1376 1405 1377 1314 1285 1240 1259 1302
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19)¢ 28 411 392 H5 B3I 340 22 302 82 265 247 B2 53 -
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births)e 124 127 136 140 158 160 164 178 191 199 202 204 202 24
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live hirths)¢ - - - - 49 5.3 53 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.1 43 54
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births|® 1305 1262 1035 1011 846 719 689 607 488 457
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)s 6.6 6.2 59 6.1 59 5.7 5.7 5.4 5.3 5.2 5.0 55 5.4 -
Average age of women at first marriage (in years)o’ 282 236 238 238 240 238 20 242 3 45 247 48 249 253
Average age of men at first marriage (in years)s! 209 215 27 26 218 274 216 28 219 280 281 282 284 289
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 175 165 142 12 M9 M7 132 139 41 144 136 146 153 229
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17)¢ 2.4 22 17 14 15 16 18 17 17 17 16 19 19 -
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)si 293 228 209 27 219 184 168 150 143 139 136 133 131 102
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births)si 168 10 131 85 177 11 121 13 137 9.3 5.6 5.6 69 23
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population)s 29 24 3%6 386 240 242 18 51 81 249 263 25 20
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population)s 92 40 39 93 103 176 251 204 200 163 133 39 48

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - - - - - - - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)* 482 394 429 %1 66 343 395 426 B3 309 360 389 165

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)’ 32 54 62 82 69 86 %8 91 69 95 55 n 97 8
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 241 288 219 205 218 246 263 281 292 295 44 37 M0 446
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)™" %1 947 731 A0 727 76 729  T9 709 699 670 661 659 -
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)" - - - - - - - - - - b5 560 550

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24)m° 22 206 176 187 184 184 202 216 236 236 211 263 239

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)° - - M5 - 534 - 729 - 592 - 668 -
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 92.5 - 797 739 629 660 611 665 635 414 441 424 490
Suicide rate for population aged 1519 (per 100,000 relevant population)s 41 5.4 40 48 47 4.6 6.3 6.2 6.6 46 6.5 5.7 -
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)¢ 903 817 755 894 1,148 895 827 848 937 776 496 589 633

485

a.The information in this country profile is taken fromTables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table. Where noted data include or exclude estimates for Kosovo (currently under United Nations
administration).

b. Data based on labour force survey.

¢. Data for Kosovo 1998 is an SMSO estimate.

d. Data for 1999-2002 exclude Kosovo.

e. End-of-year.

f. Data for Kosovo 1999-2002 are SMSO estimates.

g. Data for Kosovo 1998-2001 are SMSO estimates.

h. Abortions perfomed by private practitioners are underreported (MONEE project country analytical report, Serbia and Montenegro, 2001).

i. Data for 2002 exclude Kosovo and Montenegro.

j. Data for 2002 exclude Kosovo.

k. Data for Kosovo 1998-2000 are SMSO estimates; 2001 excludes Kosovo.

|. Data for 2001-2002 taken from EuroHIV (2003).

m. Pupil data for 1991-1998 exclude ethnic Albanians in Kosovo; 1999-2001 exclude Kosovo; 2002 exclude Kosovo and Montenegro.

n. Data for 1989-2000 for children aged 7-14; 2001 for children aged 7-15.

0. Data refer to those 19-23.

p. Data for 1998 and 2000 exclude Kosovo.

q. Data refer to number of offenders; data for 1999-2001 exclude Kosovo.
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Slovakia®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 975 820 765 737 715 825 813 922 959 972 993 1026 1090
Annual change in GDP (%) - 25 B9 67 37 5.2 6.5 58 56 40 13 22 33 44
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 108 612 100 232 134 99 58 6.1 67 106 120 33
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 796 710 615 615 650 635 643 627 602 594 561 568 567 565
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - 0.6 66 M4 127 44 138 126 129 137 113 182 182 118
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)® - b5 309 35 38 290 318 WO B3 B2 30 289 250
Real wages (index. base year = 100)° 1000 942 672 736 707 730 759 813 867 881 &4 813 820 912
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient 0.200 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population. 1.000s)* 5264 5288 5272 5296 5314 53% 5356 5368 5379 538 5393 5399 5403 5379
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 07 305 303 299 294 289 283 216 268 261 254 247 241 236
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 752 754 752 762 767 765 763 767 767 767 70 712 716 716
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 668 666 668 676 684 683 684 688 689 686 690 691 695 699
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1.000 population; excludes changes due to migration)e 5.0 48 45 40 39 28 16 17 13 08 0.7 04 <02 01
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 208 209 205 198 192 166 152 147 143 138 133 128 120 120
Live births (1,000s) 801 80 786 746 733 664 614 601 591 576 562 552 511 508
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 468 455 502 474 457 B3 R4 305 86 269 66 240 24 214
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 12 16 89 98 106 M7 126 140 151 1563 169 183 198 216
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 5.6 5.8 6.1 6.5 6.4 6.4 65 6.6 6.1 6.5 6.6 6.7 0 69
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 703 702 676 664 622 622 584 514 470 463 455 428 446 435
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)e 6.9 11 6.2 6.4 5.8 53 5.1 5.1 5.2 5.1 5.1 48 44 47
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 29 21 N3 N1 1 N3 N5 26 25 27 81 86 B8 242
Average age of men at first marriage (in years)' %6 254 238 242 236 238 - - %0 %2 %6 261 263 268
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 27 219 41 288 265 308 327 342 N7 B9 HI 3B 43 437
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 6.8 8.4 6.5 6.1 6.2 6.8 45 48 47 49 5.1 49 54 62
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 135 120 132 126 106 M2 M0 102 8.7 8.8 8.3 8.6 62 76
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 10.0 63 140 13 123 6.0 8.1 5.0 5.1 87 107 18 156 79
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 49 3BI  B/5 31 W6 343 B0 88 I /T 241 294 291 N3
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 4 B/IT B3 30 264 U6 M0 70 12 5.7 14 85 139 134

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 1016 110.5 1183 - - - - - - - - - 68 M2
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 212 263 299 326 3BT 9 8T 80 219 239 25 206 200 196
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - 3 5 2 5 1 8 4 8 1 2 19 8 1

Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 779 720 - - 631 612 574 606 651 682 695 688  69.1 707
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" 970 981 985 B4 ®5  979 975 968 987 1013 1075 1074 1062 1070
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18)' 790 782 780 798 819 849 881 897 904 915 800 827 885 838
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 134 W3 W1 6 154 171 183 2100 228 247 216 294 312 320
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1945 1739 1715 2087 2171 2430 2476 280.1 - - - - - -
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1n46 1224 1267 193 1481 1406 1829 1966 1793 1981 2480 1768 1806 2049
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 5.7 5.7 70 41 6.3 6.9 6.7 5.5 5.0 72 49 43 38 42
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)¢ 1575 2076 2502 2673 3261 3062 3124 2801 268 2541 2350 2096 218 3,684

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. End-of-year.

c. Based on gross wages.

d. Data for 2002 based on 2001 census.

e. Data for 2001-2002 based on 2001 census.

f. Data for 1995-1996 taken from COE (1997).

g. Children aged 3-5.

h. Children aged 6-13.

i. Children aged 14-17.

j. Data refer to those aged 18-22; 1989-1995 for full-time courses only.
k. Juveniles defined as those aged 15-17.
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Slovenia?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 953 88 820 84 883 926 958 1003 1041 1095 145 179 180
Annual change in GDP (%) - 47 89 b5 17 58 49 35 46 38 5.2 46 30 32
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - b4 M7 o013 29 210 135 99 8.4 79 6.1 89 84 75
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 45 717 661 626 666 670 692 688 702 709 695 693 707 712

Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) 29 47 82 M5 44 4 139 139 44 W5 136 122 16 16
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)c 573 5719 507 419 346 292 317 297 263 242 214 13 280 26
Real wages (index, base year = 100)¢ 1000 738 618 601 687 729 761 795 818 830 86 868 895 958
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient 0219 0232 0273 0260 0276 0275 0358 0298 0307 0306 0305 0306 0310 0.307
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 1996 1996 2000 1999 1994 199 199 1990 1987 198 1978 1988 1990 1994
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) %6 254 B0 245 241 286 281 27 20 214 209 202 197 193
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) %7 713 714 713 713 714 768 783 786 787 788 791 796 799
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 688 694 695 695 694 696 703 703 70 T T4 9 721 723
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 24 19 11 03 01 0.1 0.0 0.1 04 06 07 02 05 -06
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 152 146 142 134 1.34 132 129 128 1.25 123 121 1.26 121 12
Live births (1,000s) 284 24 276 200 198 195 190 B8 182 179 175 182 175 175
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 22 46 11 194 161 143 133 11 92 85 79 16 67 60
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 282 245 264 217 80 288 298 39 N7 3B6 B4 I 394 402
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 5.9 5.0 5.3 538 55 5.4 5.2 5.7 5.2 5.2 58 5.6 57 6.0
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 677 659 650 663 614 582 569 544 B35 BT 497 464 446 419
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 49 43 41 46 45 4.2 41 38 38 38 39 36 35 35
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 285 28 240 242 247 229 252 254 56 K66 262 267 213 204
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 264 26 268 21 26 277 279 282 85 288 291 296 301 301
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 2 N8 4 N6 N7 281 192 265 266 276 269 295 3B U8
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 4.2 40 39 41 4.2 43 33 45 45 49 49 5.0 54 51
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 8.1 8.4 8.2 89 6.8 6.5 55 47 5.2 5.2 45 49 42 38
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 43 89 4.6 50 101 103 53 266 M0 - m - - -
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 516 413 523 458 469 646 496 504 369 534 364 418 490 365
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.4 03 0.7 05 5.0 46 6.6 9.3

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) - - - - - - - - - - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) - - 0309 M1 35 264 - - B85 04 - 189 150

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)f 6 2 5 5 3 4 14 3 7 16 15 13 16 2
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 563 566 558 562 603 628 651 667 662 683 700 695 683 642
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" 970 971 969 970 974 977 983 985 987 BT 995 1001 1011 -
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) - - - -85 823 842 872 891 933 %56 975 99.0 1005
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 281 029 %5 261 282 301 N3 343 40 510 530 581 666 693
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) N4 291 83 266 40 349 242 - - - - - - -
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 1533 1351 1498 1312 1216 1618 932 113 744 814 803 634 806 642
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 9.0 6.8 T4 94 160 139 125 127 108 201 106 124 98 17
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 3362 3629 3944 5633 4592 4624 3705 3528 3971 5393 4312 4564 4172 3,903

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data based on labour force survey.

¢. End-of-year.

d. Based on net wages.

e. Data for 1991 taken from 1991 census.

f. Data for 2001-2002 taken from EuroHIV (2003).

g. Gross enrolments; includes pre-school preparatory classes.

h. Children aged 7-14.

i. Data refer to those aged 19-23; data for 1997-2002 includes candidates for graduation.
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Tajikistan®

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 984 914 649 578 468 M0 392 399 420 435 411 520 567
Annual change in GDP (%) -6 1 90 M0 189 125 44 17 5.3 37 83 103 91
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 40 1120 11570 21950 3500 6090 4180 880 432 216 9 386 122
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 725 723 721 687 666 661 653 600 607 592 556 540 546 533
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - - 04 12 17 20 26 28 32 30 27 23 25
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)o® - 282 380 23 301 434 407 321 406 392 365 393
Real wages (index, base year = 100) 1000 1064 899 393 136 65 243 150 135 173 1712 B85 %6 36
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient® 0.276 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)e 5004 5244 5361 5506 5567 5580 5634 5701 5769 5876 6001 6127 6250 6,376
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 493 494 496 497 499 501 503 505 505 502 499 495 489 483
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 78 726 729 710 681 682 691 700 696 697 708 - - -
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 667 671 613 654 564 632 636 641 640 643 661
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 23 326 330 258 246 20 280 245 27 N3 %6 20 22 23
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman) 508 509 504 413 423 435 438 38 393 402 384 368 - -
Live births (1,000s) 2004 2068 2126 1795 1865 1916 1932 1723 1781 1857 1809 1672 1716 1756
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 385 403 462 412 53T 56T 523 - - - - - - -
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 70 69 82 15 92 - - - - - - - - -
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births) 5.6 - 5.4 65 6.0 5.6 5.0 5.0 39 35 37 39 35 36
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) 201 196 245 22 215 186 169 165 163 132 n7 132 M1 120
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 92 95 104 8.4 9.7 6.9 5.7 49 47 38 37 42 46 50
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 215 215 216 211209 208 21 21 - - - - - -
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 243 243 245 B9 87 BT B9 W - - U0 - - -
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 159 147 134 139 98 M3 135 155 47 9 103 9.0 9 M
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 2.7 21 29 22 18 14 14 16 - - 09 - - -
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)* 432 407 406 459 410 362 - - - - - - - -
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 89 418 532 696 740 74T 502 661 511 544 442 431 454 450
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) - 286 252 347 806 418 322 294 266
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 1 271 212 113 N7 N4 409 331 B8 544 564 4901 604 630
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 276 282 - 0302 M7 N8 B9 48 322 218 21 180 234 150
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) 469 442 391 302 R0 BT 293 87T 32 M2 41 449 556 496
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - - - - - - - - - - 5 17 33 1
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ 160 152 139 105 104 9.4 6.9 6.3 6.3 6.0 5.4 5.6 59 61
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)" 941 946 948 903 &5 8.4 80 859 858 897 891 885 91T 944
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 60.1 594 556 455 424 95 3BT 326 313 247 264 34 291 269
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) s n8 M6 Mg M5 121 121 124 124 Ng 120 M4 M9 130
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 614 576 5712 5712 390 323 24 230 204 447 494 B39 B2 B4S
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 24 38 5.4 49 2.7 25 37 17 20
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) - m 336 289 240 1 199 184 15 95 86 81 65 Al

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. End-of-year.

c. Data for 1993-1994 refer to 15-22 year-olds; 1995-2002 to 15-21 year-olds.

d. 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

e. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census.

f. 2000 survey reports 89.0 for 1993 (SSAT and UNICEF 2000).

g. Gross enrolments.

h. Children aged 7-15.

i. Data refer to number of offenders.
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Turkmenistan?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy

Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 1020 972 921 828 685 636 593 526 563 656 711 862 906
Annual change in GDP (%) - 20 47 63 00 173 2 67 M3 70 165 176 M8 5.1
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 46 1030 4930 371020 17480 10053 9924 837 168 242 83 16 106

Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 779 893 895 900 904 904 97 914 919 922 906 90 907 910
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force) - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)
Real wages (index, base year = 100)

- 1000 529 248 202 309 324 34T 496 708 665
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient® 0.255 - - - - . . .

0249 0.209 0.265

The demographic situation

Total population (beginning-of-year de jure population, 1,000s)° 3518 3668 3818 3970 4124 4288 4435 4525 4601 4685 4766 4849 4934 5014
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 468 469 470 470 470 469 467 465 462 459 454 450 M5 A9
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) 684 697 693 694 688 618 615 618 676 690 704 T8 20 718
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 618 629 623 629 625 613 619 620 622 620 634 649 654 649
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 211 266 254 256 237 24 21 204 207 195 197 192 180 166
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)d 430 420 410 39 370 360 350 330 320 310 300 290 280 260
Live births (1,000s) 1250 1253 1262 1310 1307 1297 1302 1254 1262 1219 1201 197 1MB4 M0
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 29 235 250 258 294 267 249 B1 22 84 216 261 2041 23
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) 35 44 47 35 38 43 4.6 5.0 6.0 76 Al 9.3 89 84
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)e 3.9 45 4.2 40 4.6 4.2 38 38 36 35 37 33 30 32
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births)f 280 285 281 %9 252 258 260 255 263 27 167 169 150 152
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 97 100 104 106 100 8.1 14 6.6 65 5.6 5.6 59 53 56
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 26 25 24 22 20 22 23 05 4 W6 12T 8 BOL 29
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 27 26 26 23 20 282 28B4 B5 V6 88 89 41 42 202
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 42 132 144 BT 133 175 18O 24 194 203 202 187 206 178
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 2.8 27 34 31 30 30 31 34 29 26 28 29 29 27
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)? 547 452 470 436 459 464 422 405 318 329 B4 14 201 177
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 562 423 459 588 44 463 484 1 74 131 133 33 61 135
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 382 467 43 48 409 M3 3T 407 456 409 318 346 305 395
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) %8 32 %1 306 BO 440 587 700 882 798 786 629 626 528

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly
registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 19.9 239 280 281 391 417 601 636 752 - - - - -
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population)" 584 613 586 501 510 438 433 452 718 786 834 811 711 75

Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) 1 4
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) B¥5 3BO 21 307 N2 W/3 B3 20 21 192 190 195 203 202
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 912 82 &4 833 818 808 815 810 805 805 795 802 804 808
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 668 631 597 566 533 417 441 341 309 295 B9 310 306 274
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 10.2 99 95 8.6 8.1 78 6.4 58 50 44 39 30 27 26

Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 614 594 513 451 443 402 454 36 B8 415 500 488 432 467
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 63 102 105 1.2 9.6 8.2 6.9 94 150 126 126 120 75 N6
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)i 353 3N 34 328 248 230 219 216 166 136 97 60 45 45

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Public sector; 1989 Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

¢. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census; 1990-1994 based on 1995 census; 1995-2002 based on survey data.

d. 2000 survey reports 2.89 for 1998-2000 (Gecrcmch nd ORC Macro, 2001).

€. 2000 survey reports 5.7 for 1995-2000 (ORC Macro, 2001).

f. 2000 survey reports 25.7 for 1998-2000 (Gecremeh and ORC Macro, 2001).

g.2000 survey reports 73.9 for 1996-2000 (Gecremeh and ORC Macro, 2001).

h. Cases in active phase.

i. Children aged 7-15; 1995 survey reports 80.0 for primary enrolment (MOHT and UNICEF 1995).

j. Data refer to number of offenders.
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Ukraine?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 966 864 780 669 516 453 408 395 388 B/T 410 448 469
Annual change in GDP (%) - 34 06 97 M2 29 1220 000 300 19 02 59 92 48
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 42 910 12100 47340 8910 3770 800 159 106 227 282 120 08
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59)° 832 819 85 785 762 731 768 712 767 749 666 611 611 680
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - - 0.3 0.3 04 0.4 13 30 37 43 42 37 38
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)e - - - N8 B8 218 45 220 - - - - -
Real wages (index, base year = 100) 1000 1093 142 1237 632 565 623 593 517 558 484 489 591 811
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient 0.244 - 0251 0364 - 0413 0406 0391 0427 0462 0452 0418
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s)¢ 51,452 51584 51,690 51802 51989 51860 51,474 51079 50639 50245 49,851 49,456 49,037 48,241
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) %9 258 256 254 253 50 247 244 240 236 20 25 20 14
Female life expectancy at birth (in years) %0 750 750 740 740 732 727 730 730 737 737 736 736 736
Male life expectancy at birth (in years) 660 660 660 640 640 628 618 610 620 630 630 624 624 624
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration)e 18 05  -08 -19 35 47 58 61 62 6.0 10 -16 17 16
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)f 190 190 170 170 160 150 140 130 130 120 120 110 110 110
Live births (1,000s) 6910 6572 6308 5968 5575 5215 4911 4574 4236 3899 3562 3225 3765 3907
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) 5.3 588 598 598 517 562 543 508 457 412 349 321 289 292
Share of non-marital births (% of total live births) 08 M2 M9 121 18O 128 132 136 152 162 174 173 180 190
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)e - - 5.2 5.3 5.6 5.7 55 5.5 5.4 5.7 5.4 53 52
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births)" 1532 1551 1517 1562 1544 1531 1502 1471 1348 1263 1214 M27 982 886
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population)e 95 93 95 16 82 17 8.4 6.0 6.8 6.2 6.9 5.6 64 66
Average age of women at first marriage (in years) 219 216 216 - - - - - - =09 8 N5 23
Average age of men at first marriage (in years) 29 281 25 - - - - - - - %1 %3 251 250
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 96 399 407 565 512 520 459 628 546 519 510 719 586 519
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 117 m9 129 142 14 - - - - - - B3 08 17
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 130 128 139 140 149 145 44 43 140 128 128 M9 N3 103
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 27 4 298 N3 N8 N3 N3 N4 B 272 B2 4T B9 28
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 610 594 583 640 618 706 702 650 582 517 514 618 583 546
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) 861 791 787 1045 1359 1773 2085 2261 2080 1947 1670 1448 1298 1108

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 2598 229.2  215.4 2985 3726 4899 5402 5772 4588 4099 2903 2429 2078 1740
Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) W5 319 323 B0 B/4 P9 M8 460 493 555 B46 604 697 760
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered)' - - - - - - 1499 5422 893 8M2 5235 5654 6139 7423

Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6) 642 632 615 583 511 545 514 418 443 446 453 44T 461 48T
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population) 928 923 95 911 904 906 08 912 907 899 899 97 BT %7
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 656 646 639 623 593 582 514 582 516 580 593 593 588 608
Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 23 27 21 201 192 203 208 22 55 280 297 326 367 3BT
Child protection and support for adolescents
Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3)' 155.6 1546 1534 1550 1655 1834 2072 2304 2441 2816 3017 3085 3097 3438
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 2172 2011 2366 2433 2690 3279 3413 2313 2789 2973 3884 4658 4925 4564
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) 85 8.3 8.4 92 103 1.3 "7 106 104 10 105 - nu
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17) 902 974 977 1189 1293 1,391 1428 1432 1353 1296 1,211 1,201 1,166 1,054

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. Data for 1989-1994 taken from CIS Stat (2001).

¢. End-of-year.

d. Data for 1989 taken from 1989 census; 2002 based on December 2001 census.
e. Data for 2001-2002 based on 2001 census.

. 1999 survey reports 1.42 for 1998-1999 (KIIS, USAID nd CDC, 2001).

9. 1999 survey reports 5.0 for 1995-1999 (CDC, 2003).

h. 1999 survey reports 110 for 1998-1999 (KIIS, USAID and CDC, 2001).

i. Includes cases of AIDS.

j. Gross enrolments.

k. Children aged 7-15.

|. Data for 1989-1990 are taken from CIS Stat (1999).
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Uzbekistan?

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

The economy
Real GDP growth (index, 1989 = 100) 1000 1016 1011 899 878 841 834 84T 868 905 944 980 1021 1064
Annual change in GDP (%) - % 05 Mmoo 23 42 09 16 25 43 43 38 42 42
Annual inflation rate (annual average % change in consumer prices) - 31 822 6450 5340 15680 3046 540 709 290 291 %0 212 216
Employment ratio (number of employed as % of population aged 15-59) 720 739 3 737 M9 M3 703 694 686 6717 665 653 644 639
Annual registered unemployment rate (average % of the labour force)® - - - 0.1 0.2 03 0.3 03 0.3 04 0.4 04 04 04
Registered unemployed aged 15-24 (% of total annual average unemployed)o® - - - K0 641 619 635 618 605 590 512 519 563
Real wages (index, base year = 100) 1000 1087 959 947 18 99 92 121 128 162 208 249 249 225
Distribution of earnings: Gini coefficient® 0.257 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
The demographic situation
Total population (beginning-of-year de facto population, 1,000s) 19,887 20,222 20608 21,06 21,602 22,092 22,462 22906 23349 23772 24136 24,488 24,813 25116
Population aged 0-17 (% of total population) 69 4N a2 42 43 412 410 469 466 462 456 450 443 435
Female life expectancy at birth (in years)e 20 724 733 020 M5 M2 M7 M9 726 723 735 732 736 736
Male life expectancy at birth (in years)e 660 661 613 667 664 661 664 665 615 615 686 684 689 689
Rate of natural population increase (births minus deaths

per 1,000 population; excludes changes due to migration) 270 218 84 267 250 29 285 212 198 173 170 159 152 156
Reproductive behaviour
Total fertility rate (births per woman)' - 407 420 400 380 354 360 331 308 282 272 258 246 250
Live births (1,000s) 6688 6916 7234 7105 6923 6577 6780 6348 6027 5537 5448 5276 5130 5325
Adolescent birth rate (live births per 1,000 women aged 15-19) a1 40 482 567 681 648 592 567 492 275 241 211 173 151
Share of non-marital hirths (% of total live births) 42 44 38 34 38 35 41 53 6.4 8.4 9 m n1r 102
Share of low-weight births (births under 2,500 grams as % of total live births)e - 5.1 5.0 5.6 5.4 58 5.9 49 47 5.1 5.0 - - -
Abortion rate (abortions per 100 live births) - 218 261 20 14 182 175 176 141 135 121 1n7 nr 1o
Marriages and divorces
Crude marriage rate (marriages per 1,000 mid-year population) 00 106 130 M0 103 19 15 14 17 Al 12 6.9 68 66
Average age of women at first marriage (in years)" 23 23 210 27 25 25 27 209 24 20 212 24 205 216
Average age of men at first marriage (in years)" - B9 B8 VB3 B2 BT B4 BT 45 288 41 202 03 U4
General divorce rate (per 100 marriages) 49 138 123 189 120 138 124 ng M9 8.6 59 N8 92 M
Rate of children affected by parental divorce (per 1,000 population aged 0-17) 2.7 27 29 27 21 18 16 17 18 09 0.4 12 1216
Health
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births|' 81 346 BS54 R0 W82 260 242 28 218 202 189 183 167
Maternal mortality rate (per 100,000 live births) 28 31 B3I 3NT 241 173 189 120 105 96 147 345 335 269
Mortality rate due to injuries for population aged 15-19

(includes suicides; per 100,000 relevant population) 47 32 31 N2 B4 265 242 24 261 219 264 210 265 241
Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases (newly registered

cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 population) - -1 16 277 B 522 619 765 750 704 607 605 558

Incidence of sexually transmitted diseases in population aged 15-19 (newly

registered cases of syphilis and gonorrhoea per 100,000 relevant population) 281 347 95 706 808 82 768 709 622 584 627

Incidence of tuberculosis (as new cases per 100,000 population) - 461 460 440 449 435 441 524 558 594 646 655 733 794
Registered cases of HIV (newly registered) - - 2 - 1 - 1 3 I 5 28 154 549 981
Education
Pre-primary enrolments (net rates, % of population aged 3-6)¢ %8 31 BT 307 290 261 245 195 176 161 162 182 194 199
Basic education enrolments (gross rates, % of relevant population)' 921 915 883 878 813 86 80O 884 889 892 889 90 918 975
Upper secondary enrolments (general and vocationalftechnical;

gross rates, % of population aged 15-18) 69.4 671 639 516 529 507 486 477 506 535 559 552 531 684

Higher education enrolments (gross rates, % of population aged 19-24) 10 152 148 134 N3 9.4 16 6.5 6.2 6.0 6.2 6.6 3 79

Child protection and support for adolescents

Rate of children in infant homes (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) 348 3B3 N8 B3 N8 38 295 302 305 308 B4 H2 348 B3
Gross adoption rate (per 100,000 population aged 0-3) - - - 2580 2337 1969 2109 2184 2214 2319 2611 2498 2613 2901
Suicide rate for population aged 15-19 (per 100,000 relevant population) - T4 8.2 9.0 T4 6.4 53 6.2 75 12 83 93 83 715
Registered juvenile crime rate

(juvenile crimes per 100,000 population aged 14-17)m 280 324 327 346 291 239 188 164 157 143 144 129 n

a.The information in this country profile is taken from Tables 1.1 to 10.12 in the statistical annex; for further information, see the relevant annex table.
b. End-of-year.

c. Refers to 18-29 years.

d. 1989: Atkinson and Micklewright (1992).

e. Data for 1989-1990 taken from CIS Stat (2001).

f. 1996 survey reports 3.3 for 1994-1996 (CDC, 2003).

9. 2000 survey reports 5.7 (SDSU and UNICEF 2000).

h. Data for 1989 taken from UNDP (1997).

i. 1996 survey reports 49.1 for 19921996 (I0G and ORC Macro, 1997).

j. EuroHIV (2003).

k. 2000 survey reports 20.0 (SDSU and UNICEF 2000).

|. Children aged 7-15; data for 2000-2002 affected by change in education system.
m. Data refer to number of offenders.
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Glossary

Abortion: Includes induced early foetal deaths and
excludes spontaneous abortions (miscarriages).

Adolescents: According to the UN definition, the
population aged 10-19.The term includes early,
middle and late adolescence.

Adolescent birth rate: The frequency of childbirths
among very young women calculated as the
number of live births among women aged 15-19
per 1,000 mid-year female population in the
same age group.

Adoption: Domestic adoption involves adoptive par-
ents of the same nationality and the same coun-
try of residence as the child. Intercountry adop-
tion involves a change in the child’s habitual
country of residence, irrespective of the nationali-
ty of the adoptive parents. International adoption
involves adoptive parents of a nationality other
than that of the child irrespective of where they
reside.

B-H: Refers to Bosnia and Herzegovina, consisting
of the Republika Srpska, and the Federation of
Bosnia Herzegovina. The statistical offices are
respectively Bosnia Herzegovina Agency for
Statistics (BHAS), and two entities offices (the
Statistical Office of the Republika Srpska (SIRS),
and the Statistical Office of the Federation of
Bosnia-Herzegovina (SOFBH).

Child dependency ratio: The ratio of the population
aged 0-14 to the population aged 15-59.

Children in infant homes: The number of children in
infant homes is a useful proxy for indicators of
child abandonment and institutional care. Infant
homes normally care for very young children (0-3
years) who are without parental care. Infants may
enter homes on temporary placement; in some
countries children may be over the age of 3.

Children in out-of-home care: The sum of all children
in residential care, foster care and guardianship.

Children in residential care: Children in infant
homes, orphanages and boarding homes and
schools, including homes for disabled children,
family-type homes, SOS villages etc. Children in
punitive institutions are normally excluded; defin-
itions differ among countries.

Consumer price index (CPI): The most widely used
measure of inflation which compares the price
levels of a representative basket of consumer
goods and services recorded in retail trade out-
lets and service units during two periods. The
aggregate index is based on actual consumer
expenditure patterns gauged through household
surveys.

Crime and sentencing rates: Crime data only cover
reported and registered crime. Crime and sen-
tencing rates are subject to national legislation,
which varies widely within the region and hin-
ders comparisons between countries and across
years.

Crude birth rate (CBR): The frequency of childbirths
in a population calculated as the number of live
births per 1,000 mid-year population.

Crude death rate (CDR):The frequency of deaths in a
population calculated as the number of deaths
per 1,000 mid-year population.

Crude divorce rate: The frequency of divorces in a
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population, calculated as the number of regis-
tered divorces in a given year per 1,000 mid-year
population.

Crude marriage rate:The frequency of marriages in
a population, calculated as the number of regis-
tered marriages in a given year per 1,000 mid-
year population.

Elderly dependency ratio: The ratio of the popula-
tion aged 60 to the population aged 15-59.

Employed: All persons above a specific age in paid
employment (either working, or with a job but
not working), or self-employed (either working,
or with their own enterprise, but not working).

Employment ratio: In Social Monitor 2004 this is the
share of the total number of employed as a per-
centage of the population aged 15-59. This differs
from the employment rate, which only considers
the labour force.

Enrolment rates: Net enrolment rate is based on the
number of children in a specified age group (cor-
responding to legislated standards) enrolled in a
given level of education divided by the total num-
ber of children in the same age group in the gen-
eral population. Gross enrolment rate is based on
the number of children, irrespective of age,
enrolled in a given level of education divided by
the total number of children in the general popu-
lation that corresponds to the age group speci-
fied for that level of education.

Enrolment rates by education level: Based on the
International Standard Classification System of
Education Levels (ISCED97, see below), although
the situation may differ among countries.

® Pre-primary education (ISCED 0): children aged
3-5 or 3-6 and excludes nursery provision for
children aged 0-2.

@ Basic education (ISCED 1/2): ‘compulsory school-
ing’ or ‘elementary schooling’, normally lasts
from age 6/7 to age 14/15; often divided into pri-
mary (to age 10), and lower secondary levels.

e® General secondary (ISCED 3A): general sec-
ondary schools (gymnasia/lycees) with 2—-4-year
programmes of academic study, often leading to
higher education, with entry on a selective basis;
in CIS countries, this level normally comprises
the two or three upper classes of the comprehen-
sive school, while in CEE countries it involves
longer programmes at separate institutions; in a
number of countries, the gymnasium streams
begin in lower secondary grades.

e Vocational/technical education (ISCED 3B/3C):
programmes that prepare for entry into specific
occupations or trades which may or may not
allow entry to higher education; in this publica-
tion courses of post-secondary non-tertiary edu-
cation (ISCED 4) are included for some countries.

o Post-secondary non-tertiary education (ISCED 4):
more advanced than ISCED 3 and designed to
broaden the knowledge of participants who have
completed a programme at level 3, but not lead-
ing to a university degree or a recognized equiva-
lent qualification.

e The first stage of tertiary education (ISCED 5): ter-
tiary programmes with a more advanced educa-
tional content than levels 3-4; entry requires suc-
cessful completion of ISCED level 3A/3B or a sim-
ilar qualification at ISCED level 4; provides a
non-doctorate-related university degree or a
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recognized equivalent qualification. In this publi-
cation enrolment in higher education are IRC esti-
mates based on the number of students in post-
secondary non-tertiary (ISCED 4), and the first
stage of tertiary education (ISCED 5); advanced
degree-granting tertiary education (ISCED 6) is
often excluded.

Foster/guardian care: Children in foster and guardian
care are in public care in the legal sense, but
placed with families rather than in institutions.
Foster parents normally receive a special fee or
allowance. In many countries, this is not available
for guardians who are relatives (e.g. grandpar-
ents).

General government balance: Difference between
government revenues and government expendi-
ture, this usually includes local, state and central
governments, but the practice may vary among
countries. The balance may be positive or negative.

Gini coefficient. A measure of the degree of inequality
in the distribution of earnings and income which is
‘0" in the case of total earnings/income equality
(everyone receives the same earnings/income),
and ‘1" in the case of total inequality (one person
receives all the earnings/income).

Gross adoption rate:The total number of adoptions
per 100,000 children aged 0-3, although there
may also be adoptions of older children.

Gross domestic product (GDP):The most widely
used concept of national income defined in the
System of National Accounts. It is the total final
output of goods and services produced by an
economy during a given period regardless of the
allocation to domestic and foreign claims, calcu-
lated without making deductions for depreciation
(see also, Net material product).

Gross domestic product (GDP) per capita (PPP$):
GDP per capita of a country converted into US$
on the basis of the Purchasing Power Parity
exchange rate. A $ converted in PPP rates should
be able to buy the same amount of goods and
services in different countries. PPPs are in effect
both currency converters and price deflators. PPP
rates allow a standard comparison of real price
levels between countries, just as conventional
price indexes allow comparison of real values
over time. Otherwise, normal exchange rates may
overvalue or undervalue purchasing power (for a
useful discussion on PPPs, see, Deaton 2003).

Immunization rate: DPT refers to diphtheria, pertus-
sis and tetanus vaccine. OPV refers to oral polio
vaccine. BCG refers to tuberculosis vaccine.

Infant mortality rate (IMR): Frequency of the deaths
of infants between birth and 1 year. It is the annu-
al number of deaths of infants under 1 year of
age per 1,000 live births during the same period
(see also, Live births).

Juvenile crime and sentencing rates: Juvenile crime
data only refer to crimes where the participation
of juveniles is proven.

Life expectancy at birth: Widely used measure of the
general level of mortality as the theoretical num-
ber of years a newborn will live if the age-specific
mortality rates in the year of birth are taken as
constant, i.e. the sum of the mortality rates for all
ages combined for a given year.

Live births: According to the standard definition
used by the World Health Organization, this
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includes all births, with the exception of still-
births, regardless of the size, gestation age, or
‘viability’ of the newborn infant, and regardless
of whether they die soon after birth or before the
required birth-registration date. A few countries
covered used the WHO concept before the transi-
tion. Many used the ‘Soviet concept” where
infants who were not breathing when born were
classified as ‘stillbirths’, and infants born before
the end of the 28th week of pregnancy and
weighing below 1,000 grams or measuring less
than 35 cm and who died during the first seven
days of life were classified as ‘miscarriages’. Most
countries examined have moved towards the
WHO definition, and only a few still use the
Soviet concept (see also, Aleshina and Redmond
2003).

Maternal mortality rate: Annual number of deaths of
women due to pregnancy or childbirth-related
causes per 100,000 live births.

MONEE:The terms ‘"MONEE project’, ‘'MONEE pro-
ject database’ and ‘MONEE project country
report, mentioned in the main text and as a
source in some tables, refer to data and written
papers provided for the UNICEF Innocenti
Research Centre’'s MONEE project, usually by cen-
tral statistical offices; (the data are not necessari-
ly consistent with those found in other UNICEF
publications, which sometimes rely on other
sources).

Net material product. A measure of national income
used widely in Central and Eastern Europe and
the Soviet Union before the transition. This
includes the total final output of goods and pro-
ductive services for a given period, but excludes
activities (e.g. health care, education, or public
administration) that do not generate material out-
put (see also, Gross domestic product).

Population data: Generally refer to de jure popula-
tion (all people resident in an area, including
those who may be temporarily absent) as
opposed to de facto population (all people physi-
cally present in an area at the time of a popula-
tion census or population estimate). Refugees not
permanently settled in the country of asylum are
normally excluded.

Public expenditure on education: Current and capital
expenditure on education by local, regional and
national governments, including municipalities;
household contributions are normally excluded.
The information in the Statistical Annex is report-
ed direct to the MONEE project by National
Statistical Offices. The World Bank publish educa-
tional expenditure statistics for countries in the
CEE/CIS region in their annual publication “World
Development Indicators” (www.worldbank.org).
The International Monetary Fund and UNESCO
also publish educational statistics (www.imf.org,
WWW.UNESCO.0rg).

Public expenditure on health: For most countries
public expenditure on health is reported direct to
the MONEE Project, and defined as final con-
sumption expenditure on health for all levels of
government (see also the UN'’s, Classification of
the Functions of Government, excluding expendi-
ture on general administration, regulation and
research which are treated as collective consump-
tion). Data for some countries are from the World
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Health Organization “Health for All Database”
(www.who.dk). The WHO defines public health
expenditure as including ‘publicly funded health
care by both publicly and privately owned
providers; public funds are provided by state,
regional and local government bodies and social
security schemes; public capital formation on
health includes publicly-financed investment in
health facilities plus capital transfers to the pri-
vate sector for hospital construction and equip-
ment and government subsidies to health care
service providers; it includes funds for state
employees’. The World Bank publishes informa-
tion on public health expenditure in their annual
publication “World Development Indicators” as
does the International Monetary Fund
(www.worldbank.org; www.imf.org).

Rate of natural population increase: The difference
between the number of births and the number of
deaths in a given year divided by the mid-year
population. This excludes changes due to migra-
tion and may be positive or negative.

Real wage: Proxy for the quantity of goods and ser-

vices which can be purchased with money wages.

The real wage is the money wage adjusted for
inflation.

Serbia and Montenegro: In 2003, the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia became officially known as
‘The State Union of Serbia and Montenegro’, con-
sisting of the Republic of Serbia and the Republic
of Montenegro, referred to here as ‘Serbia and
Montenegro’. Where relevant, the exclusion of the
UN-administered province of Kosovo in data for
Serbia and Montenegro is noted.

SMSO:The Serbia and Montenegro Statistical
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Office, formerly Federal Statistical Office of
Serbia and Montenegro or Federal Statistical
Office of Yugoslavia.

Total fertility rate: Overall measure of fertility taken

as the theoretical number of births to a woman
during her childbearing years taking the given
year's age-specific birth rates as a constant and
calculated as the sum of the age-specific birth
rates for all women of childbearing age.

Under-5 mortality rate (USMR).This measures the

probability of dying between birth and age 5. It rep-
resents the annual number of deaths of children
under age 5 per 1,000 live births. In the Statistical
Annex, the USMR has been calculated by compar-
ing the number of under-5 deaths to the number of
live births in the current year.

Unemployed: According to the International Labour

Organization, this category comprises all persons
above a specific age who, during a specified refer-
ence period, have been without work (i.e. not in
paid employment or self-employment), are avail-
able for work, and are seeking work (i.e. have taken
specific steps in the specified period to seek paid
employment or self-employment). The concept dif-
fers from registered unemployment, which refers to
the segment of the labour force registered at labour
offices as unemployed. The latter administrative
approach reflects national rules and conditions and
usually generates figures which differ from in sur-
veys using the ILO concept of unemployment.

Working-age population: The population above the

age of compulsory education and below official
retirement age. The age range generally differs
between men and women, and the relevant age
ranges may differ among countries.
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INNOCENTI SOCIAL MONITOR 2004

“Innocenti Social Monitor 2004” reviews recent socio-
economic trends in the 27 countries of Central and Eastern
Europe and the Commonwealth of Independent States. It
examines child poverty in an integrating world from four
different perspectives:

Economic Growth and Child Poverty looks at children in
poverty related to family income and indicates that since the
late 1990s steady economic growth has reduced the
proportion of people living in households with incomes
below national subsistence minima. Despite years of good
intentions and more recent economic growth, large
numbers of children in the region remain trapped in poverty.

Economic Integration, Labour Markets and Children finds
that integration into the global economy, as measured by
trade and volumes of foreign direct investment, has grown
across the region, but is particularly concentrated in the new
EU member countries. It shows that conventional market
adjustment mechanisms have impoverished children in
disadvantaged areas of many countries.

Migration Trends and Policy Implications finds that migration
has grown greatly in the region since the 1980s; reasons for
this upsurge include the fragmentation of nations from eight
countries into 27 at the start of the 1990s, causing many
people to migrate.

The article stresses the need for governments in both
originating and receiving countries to better manage
migration and increase avenues for legal migration across
the region.

Young People and Drugs: Increasing Health Risks,
investigates the health consequences of the use of tobacco,
alcohol and illegal drugs by children and young people,
particularly the links between drug use and young people’s
deaths across the region.

Additionally, the Statistical Annex covers a broad range of
indicators for the years 1989 to 2002-2003,including
population trends, births and fertility, mortality, family
formation, health, education, child protection, crime, income,
as well as a comprehensive statistical profile of each country
in the region.

Innocenti Social Monitor 2004 is the third in an annual
series, the Innocenti Social Monitor, the purpose of which is
to analyze the impact of socio-economic trends on children.

The text of the Innocenti Social Monitor and the

Statistical Annex can be downloaded from the IRC website,
at www.unicef.org/irc. The web also contains TransMONEE
Database, a menu-driven database, which includes in
electronic format more than 100 indicators that are relevant
to human welfare in the 27 countries.
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