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Objectives of the Study

USAID is conducting a strategic assessment to enable the EDYouth Team to design future youth
education projects and to collaborate with other USAID/Jordan teams on cross-sectoral youth
programming. The assessment will delve into and elucidate the range of youth experience with and
perspectives on school drop-out and persistence, transition to the workforce, and issues of voice and
participation in disadvantaged communities in Jordan. The assessment will use both participatory
methods involving youth as assessors, and statistical methods to elucidate major trends in school drop-
out, education completion and employment, and assess the quality of existing data. Qualitative and
quantitative data sets will be used holistically to create an analysis that is multi-level: that is, will be useful
for both project design involving national policy reform as well as institutional or community-level
reform.  The assessment results will be both product and process. The process aspect involves
demonstrating that youth can be active partners in building the knowledge base about issues that affect
them as well as be creators of strategic recommendations for consideration by USAID, other donors,
and Jordanian policy makers.

The purpose of this study is to:

I. ldentify relevant existing data sets and corresponding indicators for use in monitoring potential
USAID/Jordan interventions/programs under the three themes of the Youth Assessment
including but not limited to the EMIS, DHS, ILO, Silatech Gallup poll, Direction of Jordanian
Youth Survey (2010, cited in FHI360 March 2012, p. 4), and Jordan National Youth Survey
(UNICEF (2001 cited Ibid),

2. ldentify key trends in the identified indicators in youth education, workforce transition, voice
and participation in the family, community and the society; and

3. Identify the scale, depth and quality of these data sources based on methodology including
sampling and coverage, and methods and tools of data collection, as well as analytical rigor for
the purposes of baseline creation for future USAID project design.

Methodology

This study involved the review of a number of available datasets that allow for the extraction of relevant
indicators under the three areas in consideration. All datasets were validated by identifying the scale,
depth and quality based on the methodology for collecting the data, sampling and coverage. The
following lists the datasets that have been identified and selected for use in this analysis!':

I. Job Creation Survey (JCS): Conducted by the DOS, it aims to provide updated statistical
data about the jobs created in terms of the number of workers and their characteristics
according to different professions. This survey is implemented by two surveys instruments; the
first one is to collect information about the household members and general questions about
their working status and if they have new or changed their jobs, the second instrument is for
eligible household members (15 years and above), their education, jobs records, and any changes
to the working status. The sample is 40,000 households and it is conducted on a semi-annual
basis. It is representative at national regional, governorates, urban, and rural levels.

I Annex Il provides summary information on all datasets researched in this study.



Usage: this survey was used in this study because it measures mainly employment indicators
relevant to one of the themes in this study. All indicators are disaggregated by gender,
governorates, and age groups. They provide essential information about the main economic
activities and occupations that youth are involved in.

2. Employment and unemployment survey/Labor Force Survey (EUS/LFS): It is
conducted by DOS quarterly and it aims to provide updated statistical data about the
employment and unemployment status in the country. It provides also information about
economic participation rate, youth unemployment, chronic unemployment, disaggregated by age,
gender, governorates, etc. The sample for each quarter is around 13,000 households, the annual
sample is around 53,000 households and it is representative at the national level, regions,
governorates, urban, and rural.

Usage: this survey was used in this study because it provides additional youth employment
indicators. All indicators are disaggregated on gender, governorates, and age groups.

3. Education Management Information System (EMIS) database: A dynamic web-enabled
database EMIS collects information from different questionnaires that include school information
form, including budget and infrastructure classes size, teacher/ administrative/ laboratory
information forms, teachers’ qualifications and training, student information including type and
status of education, etc. It is considered like a census database of all schools across the country:
in 2012 a total of 6172 schools were surveyed and it is updated mainly in semester level.

Usage: this survey was used in this study because it measure essential education indicators
related to school.

4. Program for International Student Assessment (PISA): PISA is supervised by OECD and
intends to help policy makers to better define the real and actual criteria for educational
performance, thus allowing them to monitor and evaluate the successes as well as the failure of
the education systems. Jordan participated in PISA in 2006, in 2009 and 2012. PISA uses eight
questionnaires; four questionnaires for students’ assessment, school questionnaire, educational
career questionnaire, ICT familiarity, and parents’ questionnaire. The PISA sample is in school
students 15 years; the final sample for Jordan included 210 schools, and 6489 students
distributed by all schools types, location, urban and rural, and gender. PISA is conducted every
three years.

Usage: this survey was used in this study because it measures essential education quality
indicators. All of indicators are adopted by Ministry of Education (MOE) in calculating Jordan’s
rank in Science, Mathematics, and Reading, students’ performance mean and comparing it to the
OECD average and participating Arab countries.

5. Early Grade Reading/Mathematics Assessment (EGRA-EGMA Surveys): assessments
of pupil learning in the primary grades, such as the Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) and
Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) offer an opportunity to determine whether
children are developing the fundamental skills upon which all other literacy and mathematical
skills are build, and, if not, where efforts might be best directed. The instruments used for EGRA
and EGMA are the National Early Grade Literacy and Numeracy Survey in Jordan. These were
adapted specifically for the Jordanian context by the MOE and (Research Triangle Institute) RTI’s
education specialists to design abbreviated versions of EGRA and EGMA, using curriculum
materials for grades 2 and 3. The sample of EGRA and EGMA is 3063 students from |56 schools
across the country in addition to school teachers and principals. The results are representative
on national, governorates, and grades level.
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Usage: this survey was used in this study because it measures essential early education quality
indicators. All indicators are adopted by Ministry of Education (MOE) in calculating average
scores in Reading and Mathematics skills EGRA EGMA surveys and publications are available
online but their specific databases are not accessible.

Arab Barometer Survey (ABS): It was initiated by the Arab Democracy Barometer, which
was established in 2005 by scholars in the Arab world and the United States. Leadership was
initially provided by the University of Michigan and Princeton University in the U.S. and by
universities and research centers in Jordan, Palestine, Morocco, Algeria, and Kuwait. The aim of
this barometer is to understand public opinion about the political and economic situations in
their countries. The Arab Barometer Survey is varied and provides information on the economic
and political situation in each participating country, political participation, political attitudes,
religion and religiosity, the Arab world and international affairs. This survey is administered and
conducted by the Strategic Studies Center at the University of Jordan. The survey is
administered to adults |8 years and above in 1200 households. This survey was conducted in
three waves where results for the third wave are currently being processed. Results could be
available any time in the first quarter of 2015.

Usage: this survey was used in this study because it measure public opinion about the political
and economic situation in the country and relates to the voice and participation theme under
investigation. Raw data of the ABS are published online and free to use.

In addition to the six datasets described above, the analysis also considered a number of additional
datasets that were assessed and determined to not be of use in informing the research topics of the
youth assessment:

Household Expenditure and Income Survey (HEIS): This survey is conducted by the
Department of Statistics (DOS); it includes information on household members’ characteristics
(demography indicators), housing conditions, education and health status, employment status,
living standards, detailed expenditures, and income sources. The sample of this survey is around
13,000 household but in 2014/2015 the sample was doubled. The frequency of this survey is
every two to three years and it is representative on the national, governorates, and regional
levels.

Usage: this survey was not used in this study because it doesn’t relate to any of the themes
under consideration in this study; rather information pertains to household income and
expenditures indicators to derive specific social indicators such as poverty rate, inequality, and
quality of life, etc.

Demographic and Health Survey (DHS) - Population and Family Health Survey
(PFHS): The JPFHS is designed to collect data on ever-married women of reproductive age |5-
49 years old. The survey includes demographic and socioeconomic characteristics, reproduction,
family planning, maternal health care, breastfeeding and child health care, marriage and
employment, fertility preferences, nutritional status of children under age 5, knowledge of
acquired immune deficiency syndrome (AIDS) and sexually transmitted infections (STls),
domestic violence, early childhood development, and child discipline. The JPFHS uses two
questionnaires, namely household questionnaire and the women’s questionnaire. The sample of
this survey is around 16,000 households and around 11,673 women age 15-49 and it is
conducted every five years nationally.

Usage: this survey was not used in this study because it measure mainly health indicators and it
is related to ever-married women of reproductive age group 15-49. No specific education or
labour force information is collected using this survey.
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3. Direction of Jordanian Youth Survey 2010-2015: Led by DOS in partnership with Higher
Council of Youth (HCY) this survey was conducted in 2010 to gain information in order to
design the 2010-2015 National Youth Strategy. This survey uses two questionnaires; the first
one targeted youth 12-16 and 16-18 years old, the second one targeted youth 18-30 years old.
The targeted categories were youth at centers, higher council for affairs of persons with
disabilities, We Are All Jordan committee, and orphans centers. The sample of this survey was
14,709 individuals and it is representative at the national level.

Usage: this survey was not used in this study because it was conducted only once by DOS on
the basis of a request of the HCY thus the indicators are not reliable.

4. The Silatech Index: Voices of Young Arabs Survey: It was prepared in partnership with
Gallup and it measures and analyses attitudes of young Arabs with respect to their hopes and
desires in life, human capital, work, entrepreneurship, and obstacles to success. The Silatech
Index and related survey items that explore hope, youth as assets, and the role and value of
work are based on data from the Gallup World Poll. For this database face to face methodology
was used to collect information about youth in Arab League countries and Somaliland
Autonomous Region. The overall sample is 8,597 young people (aged |5 to 29) across 19
countries. In addition, 9,590 nationals aged 30 and older were also polled during the same
reference year. The Jordan sample was 457 youth in the age group 15-29 years old.

Usage: this survey was not used for several reasons: firstly the sample is not statistically
representative thus its results have high margin of error especially if disaggregated by
governorates and gender level. Secondly this survey does not provide public information on the
database and their questionnaire instrument nor is there publically available information to
provide clarity on the analysis steps thus making it potentially unreliable.

5. Arab Youth Survey: the aim of this annual survey is to present evidence-based insights into
the attitudes of the Arab youth to policy makers and planners. It uses face to face interviews
with youth aged 18-24 by asking questions related to politics, economics, employment, etc.
Conducted by international polling firm (Penn Schoen Berland), this survey included 2,500 face-
to-face interviews with Arab men and women aged 18-24 years old. Jordan sample is 200
individual.

Usage: this survey was not used in this study for several reasons: firstly the small sample will
have high margin of error if disaggregated by governorate and gender. Secondly the
methodology for data collection and analysis is unclear while reporting focuses only on the top
10 policy recommendations but with no quantitative or qualitative information.

6. National Youth Survey in Jordan (NYS): the objectives of the National Youth Survey are
to provide information on the status of |ordanian youth 10-24 years old by assessing their
situation, priorities, and aspirations. The survey covered the following themes: education,
employment, health, time usage, civil and political engagement, access to information and
technology, social relationships, self-perception, and migration status. The sample of this survey
is 1098 youth aged 10-24. The last survey was conducted in 2000.

Usage: this survey was not used in this study because it was conducted |4 years ago. A second
wave of this survey is currently under discussion and should be conducted in early 2015 by the
Strategic Studies Center at the University of Jordan in collaboration with UNICEF.
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Who Are Youth?

“Youth is a life stage, one that is not finite or linear. Key multilaterals define youth as |5-24 years for
statistical purposes, yet for policy and programming many countries and organizations expand this range
to reflect the broader range of adulthood, as well as the diversity among cultural and country contexts.
USAID uses the term youth and young people interchangeably and while youth development programs
often focus on youth in the |5 to 24 year age range, USAID programs also are likely to engage
individuals aged 10-29 as a broader youth cohort2.

Also, the National Youth Strategy 2005-2009 defined youth as encompassing young Jordanian males and
females who are aged 12-30 years old. According to the Strategy, in this age group people move from
childhood to adulthood, from dependence to independence.?

Moreover, the Jordan National Human Development Report (2000) argues that — “Jordan youth stand at
a critical cross-road in their personal lives, as they navigate the challenging passage from childhood to
adulthood. Most of them are making the shift from being recipient of society’s care and services, to
becoming contributors to society’s growth and development. .... In a fast changing world, they are the
generation of Jordanians that must make the fastest changes to exploit new opportunities, meet fresh
challenges, and vanquish old constraints.” In this report, the youth age category that will be under study
is 10 to 24 years.

Findings and Analysis of Targeted Research Themes

In-depth analysis was conducted to identify key trends affecting youth in the targeted research themes,
and to identify the scale, depth, and quality of these data sources to extract significant baseline indicators
to serve for future USAID project design.

In order to decide which databases were most reliable, a scorecard was built to indicate the importance
of each database using several factors like its data collection methodology, sampling methodology,
sampling, coverage, and database updating frequency, where one represents the least reliable database
and five the highest reliable.5

l. List of Researched Databases

This study lists all databases that have been analyzed including their definition, methodology, depth,
quality, sample, coverage, and frequency, in addition to the information, methodology, and sampling
restrictions:

a. Education Management Information System (EMIS)
Definition:

EMIS is considered as a dynamic web-enabled database as it is updated continuously, mainly in the end of
each school semester. Specific indicators related to the education system are available, for example
teachers to class-units ratio, students to class-units ration, and many others. The Ministry of Education is
responsible for collecting and updating the EMIS database. It uses it to monitor the progress in the
educational system to diagnose problems in education attainment, class crowdedness, teachers work

2 USAID. (2012). Youth in development, Realizing the demographic opportunity. Washington DC. pp 4
3 High Council for Youth, UNDP, and UNICEF. (2004). National Youth Strategy 2005-2009. Amman. Pp 4
4 United Nations Development Program. (2000). Jordan National Human Development Report. Amman

5 “ »
Please see Annex Il “List of Datasets on the Targeted Themes”.
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load, etc. to analyze educational policies and by providing educational quantitative and qualitative
indicators.®

Methodology:

This database is made of several questionnaires, which collected information at the school, staff and
students levels. For example: school information form, school construction form, information on classes
composition, size and crowdedness, school budget and its infrastructure; teacher, administrative and
laboratory staff information forms, their qualifications and training obtained; individual student
information forms including type and level of education, education status, as well as personal information
such as household size, etc.

Sample, Coverage and Frequency:

EMIS collects information about all the schools across the country, thus providing national coverage.
Data collection from 2013/2014 provides information on 6614 schools. As mentioned above, the EMIS
data collection takes place yearly at the end of each semester in February, January and June.

Information Gaps:

EMIS is considered comprehensive but it depends on the information provided by the data sources
(teachers and school principals), thus self-reporting may skew the accuracy of information. It is very
important to provide quality checks through the data collection process, including how the information
is provided by the data sources as well as ensuring proper training to enumerators on data collection
and validation.

b. Program for International Student Assessment (PISA)

Definition:

PISA is supervised by OECD and helps policy makers better define the real and actual criteria for
educational performance, thus allowing them to monitor and evaluate the successes as well as the
failures of the educational systems. Jordan participated in PISA in 2006, and then continued with two
more waves in 2009 and 2012.

PISA assesses the extent to which students near the end of compulsory education have acquired some
of the knowledge and skills that are essential for full participation in society, focusing on student
competencies in the key subject areas of reading, mathematics and science’. PISA seeks to assess the
performance of the students by gender and socio-economic groups, linking it to specific instruction and
classroom experience indicators, so as to and reflect the actual quality of the education system in the
countrys.

Methodology:

PISA uses eight questionnaires: four questionnaires for students’ assessment, a school questionnaire, an
educational career questionnaire, ICT familiarity, and a parents’ questionnaire. Basic demographic
information is compiled by asking students to answer a background survey that included questions on
their homes, their schools and personal information. School principals are also given a questionnaire,
through which they could provide related information on their schools.

6 Ministry of Education. (2012). Education Management Information System Division Manual. Amman

7 OECD. (no date). PISA — THE OECD PROGRAMME FOR INTERNATIONAL STUDENT ASSESSMENT. pp 4
http://www.oecd.org/pisa/pisaproducts/37474503.pdf

8 |bid, p.4
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Also, questionnaires are distributed to parents to get information about their perceptions of their
children's schools and career prospects. The four questionnaires for students’ assessment and the
school questionnaire are mainly used in Jordan, and they replace the parents’ questionnaire with another
questionnaire to get information about the students and their households. Finally, PISA recommend to
use one of two questionnaires completed by schools, which countries could choose between — one
focused on information and communication technologies, the other on the general background of a
child's education to date. In Jordan, they use the general background of child’s education.

The duration of the assessments on the main three subjects is two hours and it is paper-based. PISA
assessment test conduct in every round one of the three tested topics science, mathematics, and
reading. The averages, which will affect each country's overall ranking, are based on a simple mean of
each country's estimates, regardless of its size or how many children participated.?

Sample, Coverage and Frequency:

PISA sample is students at school aged |5 years; the final sample average in Jordan is around 210
schools, and 6,489 students distributed on all schools types, location, urban and rural, and disaggregated
by gender.

PISA is conducted every three years where in every round the assessment focuses on one of the tested
topics. In 2006 the main focus was on science topic, in 2009 the reading topic, and in 2012 the
mathematics topic.

Information Gaps:

PISA has specific information about students’ performance in three topics only, science, mathematics,
and reading where it is missing for many other topics that could be part of the assessment. Though the
methodology for collecting the results might be clear, the way they are interpreted and analyzed to
become final results is less so. Also, PISA is conducted in many several languages so any change of the
questions could lead to different results and interpretations and lead to bias in countries ranking.

c. Early Grade Reading/Mathematics Assessment Databases (EGRA-EGMA)
Definition:

Similar to PISA and other education assessment tests, Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) and
Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) are essential tests to measure and evaluate students’
performance in early grades. They focus on the assessment of literacy and mathematical skills of early
grades level (grade 2 and grade 3), which help the education system planners to intervene with
development actions based on the achieved results.

The EGRA consists of five subtasks: letter-sound knowledge, invented word decoding, connected text
oral reading fluency, reading comprehension, and listening comprehension. The EGMA consists of six
subtasks: number identification, quantity discrimination, missing number (number patterns), addition and
subtraction (level 1), addition and subtraction (level 2), and word problems.

Methodology:

In Jordan, EGRA and EGMA were specifically adapted and abbreviated based on the MOE
recommendations using curriculum materials for grades 2 and 3. All subtasks of reading and
mathematical skills tests were conducted by measuring the needed time for each subtask of EGRA and
EGMA except for reading comprehension and listening comprehension were timed to assess whether

9 For more information, http://www.theguardian.com/news/20 | 3/dec/03/pisa-methodology-education-oecd-student-
performance
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students had achieved a desired level of automaticity in these skill areas. All subtasks were scored as
correct letters per minute (clpm) or correct words per minute (cwpm), and untimed tasks were scored
as total correct answers out of 6 possible answers.!0

Sample, Coverage and Frequency:

Grades 2 and 3 students in the school year 2011-2012 were the population for the Jordan EGRA-
EGMA. The random sample for this test was obtained using random sample of grade 2 and grade 3
students; this was implemented using three-stage sample by selecting: schools, classrooms, and then
students. The sampling was conducted by identifying the population of all primary schools which is
included in the Education Management Information Systems (EMIS), then schools were stratified by
region (north, middle, and south) and school-gender (all-boys, all-girls, and mixed) schools to construct
nine different strata (3X3). Finally, a random sample of schools was selected proportionally to the
combined grade 2 and grade 3 students’ number-.

Final EGRA and EGMA sample is 3,063 students from 156 schools across the country in addition to
school teachers and principals. The results of EGRA-EGMA surveys are representative on the national,
region, and gender levels.

Information Gaps:

EGRA and EGMA include specific information about students’ performance in two topics only, reading
and mathematics. This limits the full assessment of students’ performance across the board of all
subjects. As in the case of the PISA methodology, EGRA and EGMA surveys’ methodologies for
collecting the information might be clear, in addition to the way they interpret their results but the
challenge with using this test for comparison reasons between countries because of the different
education systems from country to another.

d. Labor Force Survey (LFS)
Definition:

A Labor Force Survey is a standard household-based survey of work-related statistics as defined by the
International Labor organization (ILO). The Department of Statistics (DoS) carries out the Labor Force
Survey (LFS) or alternatively named as Employment and Unemployment Survey (EUS) on a quarterly
basis each year.

The main objectives of the survey is to build a complete picture of employment and unemployment in
the Kingdom looking at the demographic, social and economic characteristics of the official economically
active population (total active population divided by the population of 15+ year olds) as well as the
unemployed. In the specifics the survey provides clear statistics on employment/unemployment rates
and duration, job preferences, means of finding a job and measures of job changes over time.!!

Methodology:

It providing a comprehensive database on employment and unemployment, this survey helps formulate
policy-related decision related to the Jordanian labor market.

Sample, Coverage and Frequency:

The sample of this survey was designed using a cluster stratified sampling method. It is representative at
the Kingdom, rural, urban, regions and governorates levels. The total sample size was 1336 Primary

10 USAID. (2012). Students performance in Reading and Mathematics, pedagogic practice, and school management in Jordan, Jordan.

pp 3
I Department of Statistics. (2009-2013). Labour Force Survey Reports. Jordan
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Sampling Units (PSUs or clusters). The sample were selected on two stages, in the first stage, the
Primary Sampling Units (PSUs) were selected, using a Probability Proportionate to Size with systematic
selection procedure method. The number of households, in each primary sampling unit (cluster) served
as its weight or size. In the second stage, the blocks of the primary sampling units (cluster), which were
selected in the first stage have been updated. Then a constant number of households (10 households)
were selected, using the random systematic sampling method as final PSUs from each PSU (cluster).'2
The survey sample covers about 13,000 households nation-wide each quarter, obtaining an annual
sample of 53,000 households.

Information Gaps:

The Labor Force Survey doesn’t include in its sample non-Jordanian residents in the country, thus there
is no labor information about the status of this community.

e. Job Creation Survey (JCS)
Definition:

The JCS provides of a comprehensive database on new and left jobs in the Jordanian labor market during
the full year where it captures the year by conducting the survey in two rounds; the first round is usually
conducted during the period July-September and the second round conducted during the period January
— March of the later year since the questions ask about the previous six months. It provides data on
demand and supply in the labor market. The main objectives of the survey are to identify the
demographic, social and economic characteristics of the persons aged |5+ years who changed their
economic status, the total jobs created in the Jordanian labor market during the year, provide
information on workers who changed their economic status during the year, and identify the general
occupations created by the labor market."

Methodology:

The questionnaire covers main topics, each containing a clear and consistent group of questions, it has
two questionnaire instruments: the household questionnaire includes the characteristics of household
members, economic activity status, and general data on the jobs created for the household members.
The individual questionnaire includes identification information, general information about the
respondent, and information about the job status including changing occupation or job and getting a new
or leaving a job.'*

Sample, Coverage and Frequency:

The sample is based on a two-stage cluster stratified sampling method using the population and housing
census of 2004. It's representative on the Kingdom, rural, urban, regions and governorates levels. The
sample contains around 80,000 households each year.!

Information Gaps:

The Job Creation Survey is conducted at the household level whereas it is recommended to implement
it on the enterprise level. Also, the sample does not represent the non-Jordanian population who live in
collective dwellings, due to the fact that its sample is based on households living in private dwellings
only.

2 Department of Statistics. (2009-2013). Labour Force Survey Reports. Jordan
13 Department of Statistics. (2010-2013). Job Creations Survey annual reports. Amman

" Department of Statistics. (2010-2013). Job Creations Survey annual reports. Amman
B Department of Statistics. (2010-2013). Job Creations Survey annual reports. Amman
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f. Arab Barometer Survey (ABS)
Definition:

ABS was initiated by the Arab Democracy Barometer, which was established in 2005 by scholars in the
Arab world and the United States. The aim of this Barometer is to understand the public opinion about
the political and economic situations in their countries. The objectives of the Arab Barometer are to
produce scientifically reliable data on the politically relevant attitudes of ordinary citizens, to disseminate
and apply survey findings in order to contribute to political reform, and to strengthen institutional
capacity for public opinion research. Moreover, this survey intends to measure positions in the Arab
world towards a number of specific issues, such as international relations, economics and quality of life,
confidence of civil institutions, civil and political participation, status towards democracy and other
forms of government.

Methodology:

ABS is carried out by the Strategic Studies Center (SSC) at the University of Jordan. All questions are
targeting people 18 years and above.

Sample, Coverage and Frequency:

The sample of this survey for Jordan is 1200 household for household members aged 18 years and older
which is representative on the national level, the sample is composed of twelve strata representing the
governorates of Jordan where the sample is stratified by urban/rural and interviews were distributed
proportional to population size. To make sure that the sample in representative on the national level,
primary sampling units (PSU) of blocks of 100 houses of each governorate were divided using 2004
census, then households were randomly selected in clusters of 10 from each block. This survey was
conducted in 2006/2007, the second wave was conducted in 2010, and the third wave is under process.

Information Gaps:

Actually, this survey is one of a kind that is implemented in Jordan to gather information related to
political, democracy, and participation issues. This survey should be conducted more frequently with
enlarging its sample to be representative on governorate and regional levels. Although, the current
sample is reliable and representative on Kingdom level but it is important to have more detailed results
representative on governorates level. It is also important to have a thorough research of the survey
instrument to include more quantitative questions that could help the policy decisions and planners in
the country.

Il. Findings and Analysis of Key Trends Affecting Youth in the Three Researched Areas
a. Persistence in School
Corresponding Indicators:

Indicator I: Students to Class-Units Ratio

Definition: A student to class-units ratios indicator represents the crowdedness in the classes where it
is the result of dividing the total number of students by the total number of classrooms in the reporting
period. The results of this indicator are disaggregated for all education system schools (Ministry of
Education, private schools, UNRWA, and military schools) and Ministry of Education Schools.

Source: Education Management Information System Database (EMIS), Ministry of Education

Results:
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Table I: Students to Class-Units Ratio by governorates during the period 2010-2014, all
education system schools

Governorates 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Amman 27.30 26.81 26.45 26.36 26.21
Balqa 25.50 25.21 25.17 24.79 24.68
Zarqa 30.40 30.40 30.23 29.87 29.78
Madaba 23.50 23.54 2341 22.65 22.66
Irbid 26.60 26.57 26.17 25.90 26.32
Mafraq 19.20 19.98 18.92 18.78 21.48
Jarash 24.10 23.87 23.34 23.36 23.15
Ajloun 24.50 24.25 23.51 22.40 22.15
Karak 20.80 20.72 20.52 20.25 20.40
Tafeileh 21.80 21.77 21.50 20.84 21.21
Ma'an 18.20 17.97 18.08 17.96 17.93
Agaba 26.80 25.78 26.28 25.68 25.95
Kingdom 25.90 25.64 25.37 25.12 25.30

Table 2: Students to Class-Units Ratio by governorates during the period 2010-2014, Ministry
of Education schools

Governorates 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Amman 31.31 31.05 30.69 30.78 30.97
Balqa 24.78 24.75 24.82 24.68 24.64
Zarqa 32.88 33.16 33.09 3294 32.84
Madaba 23.15 23.18 23.07 22.32 22.21
Irbid 27.78 27.82 27.48 27.23 27.87
Mafraq 19.16 18.89 18.84 18.70 21.62
Jarash 22.86 22.79 22.49 22.45 22.25
Ajloun 25.32 24.93 24.15 23.21 22.88
Karak 20.87 20.69 2043 20.27 20.64
Tafeileh 21.78 21.55 21.17 20.68 21.18
Ma'an 17.87 17.67 17.64 17.55 17.63
Aqaba 28.54 26.99 27.48 26.96 27.64
Kingdom 2691 26.78 26.56 26.39 26.84

Analysis:

The results show that there is no significant change in this indicator during the period 2010 to 2014 on
the kingdom and governorates level on both all education schools and Ministry of Education (MOE)
schools. For all education system schools and MOE schools, Mafraq governorate witnessed an increase
from 18.78 to 21.48 and 19.16 to 21.62 students per class from 2013 to 2014 respectively; this could be
explained by the dramatic increase of the number of Syrian refugees’ students that are hosted by the
schools.
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Students to class-units ratio in MOE schools is higher that it is in all education system schools on
average by 6% in the education years 2010 to 2014. On governorates level, students to class-units ratio
in MOE is higher than it is in all education system schools in Amman, Zarqa, Irbid, Mafraq, Ajloun, Karak,
and Aqaba.

Indicator 2: Teachers to Class-Units Ratio

Definition: A teacher to class-units ratio indicator is the result of dividing the total number of teachers
by the total number of classrooms in the reporting period. The results of this indicator are
disaggregated for all education system schools (Ministry of Education, private schools, UNRWA, and
military schools) and Ministry of Education Schools.

Source: Education Management Information System Database (EMIS), Ministry of Education

Results:

Table 3: Teachers to Class-Units Ratio by governorates during the period 2010-2014, all education
system schools

Governorates 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Amman 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.64 0.66
Balqa 0.66 0.66 0.65 0.66 0.67
Zarqa 0.67 0.66 0.66 0.67 0.68
Madaba 0.66 0.63 0.63 0.62 0.62
Irbid 0.6l 0.61 0.6l 0.6l 0.63
Mafraq 0.63 0.59 0.62 0.6l 0.64
Jarash 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.63 0.64
Ajloun 0.63 0.64 0.63 0.62 0.63
Karak 0.56 0.56 0.55 0.55 0.55
Tafeileh 0.54 0.53 0.52 0.53 0.52
Ma'an 0.57 0.57 0.56 0.56 0.56
Aqaba 0.60 0.58 0.56 0.58 0.57
Kingdom 0.63 0.63 0.59 0.63 0.64

Table 4: Teachers to Class-Units Ratio by governorates during the period 2010-2014, Ministry of
Education schools

Governorates 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Amman 0.64 0.64 0.63 0.63 0.63
Balqa 0.6l 0.61 0.60 0.60 0.61
Zarqa 0.64 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.63
Madaba 0.63 0.61 0.60 0.59 0.58
Irbid 0.57 0.57 0.56 0.56 0.57
Mafraq 0.62 0.62 0.6l 0.60 0.63
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Jarash 0.59 0.59 0.58 0.59 0.6l
Ajloun 0.60 0.61 0.60 0.59 0.60
Karak 0.54 0.54 0.53 0.53 0.53
Tafeileh 0.53 0.52 0.50 0.51 0.50
Ma'an 0.57 0.57 0.56 0.56 0.56
Agaba 0.58 0.58 0.55 0.57 0.55
Kingdom 0.60 0.60 0.59 0.59 0.60

Analysis:

The results show that there is no significant change in this indicator during the period 2010 to 2014 on
the kingdom and governorates level for both all education system schools and MOE schools. But it is
noted that this indicator decreases in the year 2011/2012 (it reaches 0.59 teachers to class-unit) then it
increase again to 0.64 and 0.6 teachers to class-unit in 2014 for all education system schools and MOE
schools respectively.

Indicator 3: Students to Teachers Ratio

Definition: Students to teachers’ ratio is the result of dividing the total number of students by the total
number of teachers during the reporting period. The results of this indicator are disaggregated for all
education system schools (Ministry of Education, private schools, UNRWA, and military schools) and
Ministry of Education Schools.

Source: Education Management Information System Database (EMIS), Ministry of Education

Results:

Table 5: Students to Teacher Ratio by governorates during the period 2010-2014, all education
system schools

Governorates 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Amman 17.70 17.42 17.18 16.94 17.29
Balqa 16.90 16.69 16.45 16.28 16.44
Zarqa 20.40 20.07 19.89 19.92 20.23
Madaba 15.40 14.90 14.63 13.95 14.06
Irbid 16.30 16.32 15.96 15.82 16.51
Mafraq 12.00 11.82 11.68 11.52 13.70
Jarash 15.00 14.88 14.41 14.62 14.88
Ajloun 15.40 15.40 14.79 13.96 14.05
Karak 11.70 11.60 11.27 111 11.29
Tafeileh 11.80 1.6l 11.14 11.01 11.05
Ma'an 10.40 10.26 10.21 10.13 10.11
Aqaba 16.00 14.99 14.85 14.99 14.82
Kingdom 16.40 16.15 15.01 15.70 16.15

Table 6: Students to Teacher Ratio by governorates during the period 2010-2014, Ministry of
Education schools
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Governorates 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Amman 20.02 19.83 19.24 19.28 19.49
Balqa 15.09 15.10 14.81 14.73 15.03
Zarqa 20.90 20.64 20.52 20.56 20.71
Madaba 14.63 14.07 13.74 13.13 12.99
Irbid 15.77 15.80 15.43 15.28 15.97
Mafraq 11.84 11.65 11.49 11.26 13.66
Jarash 13.58 13.52 13.14 13.27 13.61
Ajloun 15.31 15.17 14.54 13.70 13.77
Karak 11.35 11.21 10.83 10.69 10.99
Tafeileh 11.49 11.22 10.67 10.54 10.63
Ma'an 10.10 10.06 9.96 9.80 9.84
Agaba 16.45 15.61 15.21 15.24 15.23
Kingdom 16.21 16.06 15.69 15.57 16.08

Analysis:

The results show also that there is no significant change in this indicator during the period 2010 to 2014
on the kingdom and governorates level for both all education system schools and MOE schools. This
indicator indicates that at the national level about |6 students are for every one teacher while the global
(and OECD) average in primary education is |16 students per teacher. Mainly Zarga and Amman
governorate have the highest students to teacher ratio so it is likely important to hire new teachers for
those governorate only.

Indicator 4: Drop-out rate by grade

Definition: Proportion of pupils from a cohort enrolled in a given grade at a given school year that is
no longer enrolled in the following school year.

Source: Education Management Information System Database (EMIS), Ministry of Education

Results:

Table 7: Drop-out rate by grades (I to 10* grade) during the period 2011-2014

2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Grades Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
First Grade 023 0.22 023 038 0.29 0.34 0.16 0.15 0.15 0.13 0.11 0.12
Zi‘:;’;d 0.17 0.13 0.15 0.20 0.19 0.20 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.28 030 0.29
Third Grade 0.14 0.12 0.13 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.45 0.32 0.39 0.14 0.15 0.15
Fourth Grade | 0.20 0.17 0.19 0.16 0.17 0.17 027 021 0.24 0.15 0.19 0.17
Fifth Grade 0.22 0.16 0.19 0.19 0.17 0.18 0.31 0.30 0.30 0.14 0.16 0.15
Sixth Grade 0.24 0.27 0.25 0.18 0.17 0.17 0.30 0.26 0.28 0.18 0.25 0.22
Z‘i‘:j’:h 035 035 035 022 026 0.24 037 026 03I 0.28 029 029
Eighth Grade | 049 0.43 0.46 030 0.37 033 0.36 0.40 0.38 0.37 0.34 035
Ninth Grade 0.62 0.54 0.58 036 051 0.43 0.45 0.50 0.48 0.36 0.48 0.42
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Tenth Grade 0.67 0.69 0.68 0.44 0.65 0.55 0.47 0.56 0.52 0.45 0.52 0.49

Total Basic 0.32 0.30 0.31 0.26 0.29 0.27 0.31 0.29 0.30 0.24 0.27 0.25

Analysis:

The results show that there is no significant change in this indicator during the period 2010-2014 on the
basic education level. This indicator shows that by moving from the first grade to the tenth grade, drop-
out ratios increase. Also, the drop-out ratios between the males and females are not significantly
different. Ideally, the rate should approach 0%; a high dropout rate reveals problems in the internal
efficiency of the educational system. By comparing rates across grades, it is possible to identify those,
which require greater policy emphasis. These classes are the second grade, which has the highest drop-
out rate in the first seventh grades, and the ninth and tenth grades. One of the common mistakes is
calculating the drop-out ratios for the secondary stage where this is not correct according to UNESCO
Institute of Statistics and remarks had been taken by Jordan Ministry of Education experts; they
explained this fact that the primary education is compulsory so it is important to guarantee the full
coverage of students in this stage but the eleventh and twelfth grades are not compulsory according to
the Jordanian education system, hence the drop-out rate is relatively high but these figures are tricky
and can’t be interpreted by weak education system.

Indicator 5: Gross Enrolment Ratio and Net Enrolment Ratio (GER and NER)

Definition (GER): Total enrolment in a specific level of education, regardless of age, expressed as a
percentage of the eligible official school-age population corresponding to the same level of education in a
given school year.

Definition (NER): Enrolment of the official age group for a given level of education expressed as a
percentage of the corresponding population.

Source: Education Management Information System Database (EMIS), Ministry of Education

Results:

Table 8: Gross and Net Enrolment Ratio by level of education and gender during the period 2011-2014

2011 -2012 2012 -2013 2013-2014
Gender | garen | Boc | Sexenday | gy | Basc | Sexendy | gy | Baicé | Secondor
4-5 4-5 4-5
Gross | Male 384 98.4 76.2 38.5 97.9 74.3 379 97.7 78.0
Female 37.3 99.6 87.8 38.1 100 87 38.7 98.6 86.3
Total 37.9 99 81.8 383 99.1 80.4 383 98.2 82.1
Net Male 384 97.1 77.3 38.5 96.9 71.3 37.9 97.7 75.4
Female 37.3 98.4 83.6 38.1 99.1 83 38.7 98.6 82.8
Total 37.9 97.7 78 383 98.1 76.9 383 98.2 79.0

Analysis:

The results show that there is no significant change in this indicator during the period 2012-2014 on the
kindergarten, basic, and secondary education levels. The results show also that the gross and net
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enrolment rate in 2014 for the kindergarten is low (38.3%), while it is high in the basic education level
(98.2%); this is explained by the rules of education mandatory for the primary education from the first
grade to tenth grade where if the gross enrolment ratio is crossed with the drop-out rates, you can
notice that the high enrolment rates reflect low drop-out rates in the primary education grades.
Relatively the secondary education level has moderate enrolment ratio (82.1%).

The importance of GER is to show the general level of participation in a given level of education. It
indicates the capacity of the education system to enroll students of a particular age group. It can also be
a complementary indicator to net enrolment rate (NER) by indicating the extent of over-age and under-
age enrolment.

Indicator 6: Crowdedness at Ministry of Education Class-Units

Definition: This indicator shows the capacity of each class on average, where it is the result of dividing
the total number of students by the total number of classrooms in the reporting period; this indicator is
calculated only for Ministry of Education schools and at the national level.

Source: Education Management Information System Database (EMIS), Ministry of Education

Results:

Table 9: Percentage of Crowdedness of Ministry of Education Schools during the period 2012-
2014

Years 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
Kingdom 36 41 43
Analysis:

The results show that there is significant change in this indicator during the period 2011-2014, the
indicator shows that crowdedness has increased 19.4% between 2012 and 2014 or around 6.5% annually
on the national level for the Ministry of Education schools only. The main explanation for this high
increase could be the Syrian refugees’ crises that have led to increase the number of students
dramatically in the Ministry of Education schools.

Indicator 7: Jordan’s Rank in PISA

Definition: Jordan’s rank in PISA is based on the students’ performance mean for each tested topic.
Source: Program for International Students Assessment (PISA), OECD, Jordan databases

Results:

Table 10: Jordan’s Rank in PISA Assessment for the years 2006, 2009, and 1012

Number of Number of Jordan's Rank
Participating Arab
Countries Participating Science Mathematics Reading
Countries
PISA 2006 57 3 45 51 46
PISA 2009 65 4 5] 56 55
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PISA 2012 | 65 4 57 6l 58

Analysis:

Jordan’s rank in PISA shows that the quality of education in Jordan has declined in the previous years by
comparing its rank during the period 2006-2012. In 2006, for science topic, Jordan ranked as 45 amongst
57 participating countries where its rank became 51 in 2009 amongst 65 countries, and in 2012 became
in the position 57 amongst 65 countries.

The same level of declining its ranks is applied for the mathematics and reading topics where its rank
declined from 51 to 61 in the mathematics topic and 46 to 58 in the reading topic.

Indicator 8: Jordan’s Student Performance Mean in PISA by Gender

Definition: Jordan’s student performance mean represents the average points they collect during the
test, then the points are standardized by mean of 500 and standard deviation of 100.

Source: Program for International Students Assessment (PISA), OECD, Jordan databases

Results:

Table | I: Jordan’s students’ performance mean in science, mathematics, and reading comparing to
OECD students’ performance mean in 2006, 2009, and 2010

Jordan's Student Performance Mean OECD Students’ Performance Mean
Gender
Science Mathematics Reading Science Mathematics Reading

Male 408 38l 373 501 503 473
ZP:)?)? Female 436 388 428 499 492 511
Total 422 384 401 500 498 491
Male 398 386 377 501 501 474
ZP:)?)? Female 433 387 434 501 490 513
Total 415 387 405 501 496 493
Male 388 375 361 502 499 478
;’(I)SI? Female 430 396 436 500 489 515
Total 409 386 399 501 494 496

Analysis:

Jordan’s students’ performance mean is very low comparing to OECD students’ performance mean. In
2006, the students’ performance mean in science is 422 where the mean in the OECD is 500. In
mathematics, the students’ performance mean is 384 where the mean in the OECD is 498, and in
reading, the students’ performance mean is 401 where the mean in the OECD is 491.

By diagnosing the trends during the period 2006-2012, the students’ performance mean is decreasing in
the three tested topics and the performance of females in all of the topics is better than the
performance of males. Although, the male students’ performance in the OECD countries is relatively
better than female students’ performance, this applied only in the science and mathematics topics but
not the reading topic.
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Indicator 9: Jordan’s Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) Scores by Students Gender and
Grade

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) Scores represent the average points
collected by EGRA test, where all subtasks of reading skills except for reading comprehension and
listening comprehension were timed to assess whether students had achieved a desired level of
automaticity in these skill areas. Timed subtasks are scored as correct letters per minute (clpm) or
correct words per minute (cwpm), while untimed tasks are scored as total items correct out of 6

possible items.

Source: Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA), USAID/RT], Jordan databases

Results:

Table 12: Summary of EGRA average scores, by student gender and grade

Percentage

of y tudents Grade 2 average Grade 3 average Overall average

with zero

Subtask scores (%)
Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls | Total

Letter sound knowledge 24.1 26 27 25 258 267 263 259 2685 264
(clspm)
Invented word decoding 471 4 48 44 6 78 7 5 6.3 57
(cnonwpm) ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
Oral reading fluency 202 135 168 152 19 277 237 1625 2225 194
(cwpm)
Reading comprehension 24.4 1.7 23 2 25 32 29 2.1 275 | 25
(max. 6)
Listening 1.8 22 2l 2 27 3 29 245 255 25

comprehension (max 6)

Analysis:

Results reveal that early reading skills were low at all the EGRA measures. 24.4% of students had zero
score in reading with sufficient fluency to enable them to comprehend the text. Students in grades 2 and
3 could identify the sounds associated with 27 letters on average in one minute. Students’ limited
mastery of the letter sounds contributed to very low scores in invented word decoding and oral reading
fluency. More specifically, students in grade 2 read an average of 4.4 invented words and 15.2 real words
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per minute, whereas students in grade 3 read 7.0 invented words per minute and 23.7 words of the
passage in one minute. Moreover, students’ reading comprehension scores were low, with 2.0 correct
answers in grade 2 and 2.9 in grade 3. Students showed comparable listening comprehension
performance, with an average score of 2.2 correct answers in grade 2, and 2.9 in grade 3.

Indicator 10: Jordan’s Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) Scores by Regions

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) Scores by regions represent the average
points collected by EGRA test, where timed subtasks are scored as correct letters per minute (clpm) or
correct words per minute (cwpm), and untimed tasks are scored as total items correct out of 6 possible
items.

Source: Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA), USAID/RTI, Jordan databases

Results:

Table 13: Summary of EGRA average scores, by Region

Subtask North Middle South
Letter sound knowledge (clpm) 24.7 26.9 285
Invented word decoding (cnonwpm) ** 7.1 4.6 6.6
Oral reading fluency (cwpm) 20.7 18.6 19.3
Reading comprehension (max 6) 25 25 23
Listening comprehension (max 6) * 23 2.6 25

* indicates the difference in means is significant at the .05 level

** indicates the difference in means is significant at the .01 level.

Analysis:

Results present student performance scores by region showing that there are regional differences in

performance, but these differences are only statistically significant for the invented word subtask and the
listening comprehension subtask.

Indicator | I: Jordan’s Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) Scores by Urban/Rural

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) Scores by Urban/Rural represent the
average points collected by EGRA test, where timed subtasks are scored as correct letters per minute
(clpm) or correct words per minute (cwpm), and untimed tasks are scored as total items correct out of
6 possible items.

Source: Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA), USAID/RT], Jordan databases

Results:

Table 14: Summary of EGRA average scores, by Urban/Rural

Subtask Urban Rural
Letter sound knowledge (clpm) 19.8 18.5
Invented word decoding (cnonwpm) 6 5.2
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Oral reading fluency (cwpm) 26.6 26

Reading comprehension (max 6) 2.6 2.3

Listening comprehension (max 6)* 2.6 23

* indicates the difference in means is significant at the .05 level

Analysis:

Results present student performance scores by Urban/Rural where the results show that they were
even fewer differences in performance between students living in urban settings versus those living in

rural settings. The only statistically significant difference was a weak correlation on the listening
comprehension subtask.

Indicator 12: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by Grade

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores represent the average points
collected by EGMA test, where all subtasks of numeracy skills except word problems were timed to
assess whether students had achieved a desired level of automaticity in these skill areas. Timed subtasks
are scored as number correct per minute or percentage correct per attempts, while untimed tasks are
scored as percentage correct per attempts.

Source: Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA), USAID/RTI, Jordan databases

Results:

Table 15: Mean automaticity (fluency) scores and percentages out of items attempted for each EGMA

subtask, by grade

Grade 2 Grade 3

Subtaste # C?rrectl % Correct/ attempted # Correct/ minute % Correct/

minute attempted
Number identification 321 88.60% 37.8 92.60%
Quantity discrimination 8.7 70.90% 10.6 77.50%
Missing number 48 56.60% 6 64.80%
Addition (level 1) 13.6 83.60% 14.6 81.60%
Addition (level 2) 24 52.70% 29 54.80%
Subtraction (level 1) 1.4 79.40% 12.1 75.90%
Subtraction (level 2) 1.3 32.00% 1.8 35.30%
Word problems 39.20% 52.20%

Analysis:

Results show the average percentage of tasks answered correctly out of the number of items attempted
for each subtask and grade. Although these results show a positive progression from grade 2 to grade 3,
a 4% increase, on average, from grade 2 to grade 3 is less than would be expected from the benefit of an
additional year of schooling. At first glance, it would appear as if the grade 3 students have not gained
much during the additional year that they have spent at school in terms of the skills assessed by EGMA.
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In general, an overall trend across subtasks is evident—students performed best on number
identification, quantity discrimination, and the more procedural level | addition and subtraction subtasks.
It is clear that the students are learning at least basic skills and procedures and are doing well. However,
students struggled with the more conceptual subtasks: missing number, level 2, addition and subtraction,
and word problems.

Indicator 13: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by Students Gender

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by gender represent the
percentage of correct answers from the number of attempts by students’ gender.

Source: Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA), USAID/RTI, Jordan databases

Results:

Table 16: Students’ EGMA scores: Number of correct answers from number of attempted items,
by subtask and gender

Gender (%)

Subtasks Boy Girl
Number identification 90 91
Quantity discrimination 76 72
Missing number 6l 6l
Addition (level 1) 83 83
Addition (level 2) 53 54
Subtraction (level 1) 78 78
Subtraction (level 2) 36 32
Word problems 45 46

Analysis:

Results show that when the performance is disaggregated by gender at the national level, there is no
significant difference in performance across the genders. Both have scored almost the same correct
answers from the number of attempted item; this have two explanation sides; the first one, Jordanian
girls and boys experience their mathematics education in much the same way, and the second one, both
males and females have low level of mathematical literacy.

Indicator 14: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by Regions

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by regions represent the
average points collected by EGMA test on regional level.

Source: Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA), USAID/RTI, Jordan databases

Results:

Table 17: Average EGMA Scores, by Region

Subtask North Middle South

Number ldentification (cnumidpm)** 36.9 34.6 30.6
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Quantity Discrimination (cqcpm) 10 9.5 9.1
Missing number (cmissnumpm) 5.5 5.3 5.6
Addition - level | (caddpm|)* 14.9 14 12
Addition - level 2 (caddpm?2) 2.8 24 3.1
Subtraction - level | (csubpml) 12.2 1.7 10.7
Subtraction - level 2 (csubpm2)* 1.5 1.3 23
Word Problems 1.3 1.1 1.3

* indicates the difference in means is significant at the .05 level

** indicates the difference in means is significant at the .01 level
Analysis:

Results show student performance scores by region where regional differences in performance were
found to be weakly significant on the Addition level | and Subtraction level 2 subtasks, and a moderate
significance was found on the number identification subtask.

Indicator 15: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by Urban/Rural

Definition: Jordan’s Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA) Scores by Urban/Rural represent
the average points collected by EGMA test on Urban/Rural level.

Source: Early Grade Mathematics Assessment (EGMA), USAID/RTI, Jordan databases

Results:

Table 18: Summary of EGMA average scores, by Urban/Rural

Subtask Urban Rural
Number ldentification (cnumidpm) 355 33.6
Quantity Discrimination (cqcpm) 9.7 9.5
Missing number (cmissnumpm) 54 53
Addition - level | (caddpm|)* 14.5 13.3
Addition - level 2 (caddpm?2) 2.7 2.5
Subtraction - level | (csubpml) 12 1.4
Subtraction - level 2 (csubpm?2) 1.5 1.5
Word Problems 1.2 1.2

* indicates the difference in means is significant at the .05 level
Analysis:

Results show EGMA student performance scores by Urban/Rural with no significant differences in
performance between students in urban schools and students in rural schools.

Indicator 16: llliteracy Rate by Governorates, Age Categories, and Gender

Definition: The percentage of population aged 15-18 and 19-24 years who can’t both read and write
with understanding a short simple statement on his/her everyday life.

Source: Labor Force Survey, Department of Statistics, 2009 - 2014

Results:
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Table 19: Adult illiteracy rate by governorates, age categories, and gender, 2009

Age, Categories and Gender

15-18 19-24 15-24
Governorates Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
Amman 1.01 0.62 0.83 1.14 0.91 1.03 1.29 1.37 1.33
Balqa 0.30 0.46 0.37 1.07 0.75 091 0.96 0.66 0.81
Zarqa 0.79 0.43 0.62 1.13 0.56 0.86 1.10 0.72 0.92
Madaba 0.71 0.82 0.76 0.51 - 0.28 0.88 0.51 0.71
Irbid 0.60 0.59 0.59 1.32 0.87 1.12 1.08 0.95 1.02
Mafraq 1.79 0.52 1.18 1.95 291 2.39 2.19 1.99 2.10
Jarash I.11 0.67 091 1.62 0.98 1.31 1.57 1.49 1.53
Ajloun 0.35 0.74 0.54 1.08 0.94 1.02 0.76 0.84 0.80
Karak 1.17 1.69 1.43 0.80 2.34 1.53 1.10 222 1.63
Tafeileh 1.04 1.20 I.11 0.74 0.45 0.61 1.07 0.52 0.82
Ma’an 228 0.52 1.46 1.64 2.74 2.18 1.88 1.84 1.86
Aqaba 1.37 1.07 1.23 1.84 226 2.04 222 1.98 2.10
Kingdom 0.91 0.65 0.79 1.21 1.05 1.13 1.26 1.21 1.24

Analysis:

Results show that around |% for both males and females are illiterate on the kingdom level in 2009. In
the age category |15-18 years, illiteracy rate difference is not significant between males and females even
male illiteracy rate (0.91) is higher than female illiteracy rate (0.65). On governorates level, Ma’an has
the highest illiteracy rate with 1.46% with significant difference between illiteracy rate of males and
females (2.28% and 0.52% respectively).

In the age category 19-24, the illiteracy rate reaches |.13% on the national level (1.21% for males and
1.05% for females). On the governorates level, Mafraq, Ma’an, Karak, and Aqaba have relatively high
illiteracy rate for females (2.91%, 2.74%, 2.34%, and 2.26% respectively), for males, Mafraq, Aqaba, Ma’an,
and Jarash have relatively high illiteracy rate with 1.95%, 1.84%, 1.64%, and 1.62% respectively.

Table 20: Adult illiteracy rate by governorates, age categories, and gender, 2010

Age Categories and Gender

15-18 19-24 15-24
Governorates Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
Amman 0.51 0.56 0.54 1.25 0.66 0.98 1.10 .12 .11
Balqa 1.50 0.50 1.05 0.83 1.14 0.98 1.60 1.32 1.47
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Zarqa 1.22 0.53 0.89 .19 1.02 I.11 1.24 0.91 1.09
Madaba I.14 - 0.58 1.37 0.96 1.18 1.25 0.69 0.98
Irbid 0.88 0.20 0.56 1.34 0.85 1.12 1.25 0.6l 0.96
Mafraq 1.77 0.82 1.33 2.15 2.81 2.45 2.17 1.81 2.00
Jarash 0.58 0.70 0.64 2.87 1.40 2.19 1.64 1.24 1.46
Ajloun 0.38 1.13 0.76 0.85 1.23 1.03 0.64 1.35 0.98
Karak 0.69 0.96 0.82 1.53 2.65 2.06 1.23 2.04 1.62
Tafeileh 1.54 I.14 1.35 - - - 0.67 0.50 0.59
Ma’an 1.89 1.25 1.6l 3.15 4.87 3.98 2.50 3.46 2.94
Agaba 1.35 1.19 1.26 1.63 1.75 1.69 1.75 2.75 2.26
Kingdom 0.90 0.55 0.73 1.35 .11 1.24 1.28 1.15 1.22
Analysis:

Results show that around |% for both males and females are illiterate on the kingdom level in 2010.
Between 2009 and 2010 and on gender level, male illiterate rate slightly increased from 1.26% to 1.28%,
female illiterate rate decreased from 1.21% to 1.15%, and on national level illiterate rate slightly
decreased from 1.24% to 1.22%.

Table 21: Adult illiteracy rate by governorates, age categories, and gender, 201 |

Age, Categories and Gender
15-18 19-24 15-24

Governorates Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.93 0.80 0.87 091 0.49 0.70 1.33 1.33 1.33
Balga 0.54 1.03 0.76 1.05 I.11 1.10 0.93 1.13 1.02
Zarqa 1.0l 0.21 0.61 0.86 0.89 0.90 1.07 1.20 .13
Madaba 0.74 - 0.38 2.01 1.29 1.60 1.37 0.70 1.04
Irbid 0.59 0.45 0.52 0.8l 0.74 0.80 0.92 0.75 0.84
Mafraq 1.41 0.84 1.13 0.62 1.05 0.80 1.26 1.31 1.28
Jarash 0.66 1.34 1.00 2.39 091 1.70 1.83 1.44 1.65
Ajloun 0.40 0.84 0.61 2.60 0.63 1.70 1.67 0.71 1.20
Karak 0.65 0.75 0.70 0.93 1.82 1.40 1.06 1.54 1.29
Tafeileh 1.20 0.61 091 0.49 - 0.30 1.57 0.29 0.96
Ma’an 2.15 1.03 1.58 0.98 1.88 1.40 1.58 1.94 1.74
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Aqaba - 0.59 0.29 1.32 1.39 1.40 0.71 1.45 1.07
Kingdom 0.84 0.65 0.75 0.99 0.79 0.90 1.20 1.17 1.18
Analysis:

Results show that illiteracy rate is still around 1% for both males and females on the kingdom level in
201 1. Between 2010 and 2011 and on gender level, male illiterate rate slightly decreased from 1.28% to
1.20%, female illiterate rate slightly increased from 1.15% to 1.17%, and on national level illiterate rate
decreased from 1.22% to 1.18%.

Table 22: Adult illiteracy rate by governorates, age categories, and gender, 2012

Age, Categories and Gender

15-18 19-24 15-24

Governorates Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 1.14 0.54 0.86 0.97 0.90 0.94 1.05 0.74 0.90
Balga 0.93 0.64 0.79 0.91 1.21 1.05 0.92 0.93 0.93
Zarqa 0.55 0.40 0.47 0.74 0.55 0.65 0.66 0.48 0.58
Madaba 0.43 0.43 0.43 1.04 0.36 0.71 0.77 0.39 0.58
Irbid 0.66 0.34 0.51 1.24 0.65 0.97 0.99 0.54 0.78
Mafraq 1.17 1.31 1.24 1.85 2.73 2.25 1.55 1.99 1.75
Jarash 1.24 1.20 1.22 0.74 0.61 0.68 0.96 0.91 0.94
Ajloun 041 0.42 0.41 1.74 0.35 I.11 1.19 0.38 0.81
Karak 0.95 0.26 0.62 0.74 1.69 1.21 0.83 1.08 0.95
Tafeileh 0.62 0.63 0.62 - 0.61 0.25 0.26 0.61 0.42
Ma’an 1.01 2.49 1.75 1.27 2.59 1.77 .17 2.78 1.87
Aqaba - 0.60 0.29 1.65 0.93 1.31 0.96 0.78 0.88
Kingdom 0.89 0.58 0.74 1.04 0.94 1.00 0.98 0.78 0.89

Analysis:

Results show that illiteracy rate in 2012 went below 1% for both males and females on the kingdom
level. Between 2011 and 2012 and on gender level, both male and female illiterate rates decreased from
1.20% to 0.98% and from [.17% to 0.78% respectively, and on national level illiterate rate decreased

from 1.18% to 0.89%.

Table 23: Adult illiteracy rate by governorates, age categories, and gender, 2013

Age, Categories and Gender

15-18

19-24

15-24
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Governorates Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.84 0.22 0.56 1.09 0.65 0.89 1.04 0.77 0.92
Balga 0.48 0.18 0.34 1.76 1.07 1.45 1.26 0.73 1.02
Zarqa 0.41 0.26 0.34 0.69 0.64 0.67 0.68 0.45 0.57
Madaba 0.46 0.43 0.45 1.34 221 1.75 1.12 1.54 1.33
Irbid [.11 1.02 1.06 1.53 0.75 1.19 1.34 1.23 1.29
Mafraq .13 1.90 1.47 1.66 2.20 1.92 1.93 3.02 2.44
Jarash 1.59 0.74 1.20 1.06 0.61 0.85 1.39 0.63 1.04
Ajloun 0.84 - 0.41 1.55 0.65 I.11 1.57 0.35 0.96
Karak 1.75 0.8l1 1.30 1.35 1.48 1.42 1.45 1.18 1.32
Tafeileh 0.67 1.49 1.06 1.28 1.80 1.50 1.03 1.92 1.43
Ma’an 0.63 1.99 1.29 0.47 3.64 1.85 0.51 2.77 1.54
Aqaba 1.05 - 0.53 2.03 292 2.45 2.40 1.34 1.90
Kingdom 0.88 0.57 0.74 1.24 0.96 .11 1.18 1.02 1.10

Analysis:

Results show that illiteracy rate in 2013 went above 1% again for both males and females on the
kingdom level. Between 2012 and 2013 and on gender level, both male and female illiterate rates
increased slightly from 0.98% to 1.18% and from 0.78% to 1.02% respectively, and on national level
illiterate rate increased from 0.89% to 1.1%.

School Persistence Trend Analysis with Summary

By taking an overall look at the education indicators that had been discussed above about the school
persistence, the following can summarize the whole picture:

e Students to class-units ratio indicator during the period 2009-2014 show that the ratios for the
Ministry of Education schools are higher than the ratios of all education system schools. Also,
the ratio trend in both all education system and MOE schools have declined from 2009 to 2013,
and then increased again in 2014. On governorates level, there was no significant difference
during the period 2009-2014 for both all education system and MOE schools.
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Figure 1: Students to class-units ratios during the period 2009-2014
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Teachers to class-units ratios indicator during the period 2009-2014 show that the ratios for the
Ministry of Education schools are lower than the ratios of all education system schools, except
in 2011-2012 they were the same. The teachers to class-units ratios for MOE schools were
almost stable below 0.6, for all education system schools the ratios were stable below 0.63
except in 2014 since it rises to reach 0.64. On governorates level, there was no significant
difference during the period 2009-2014 for both all education system and MOE schools.

Figure 2: Teachers to Class-Units Ratios by governorates during the period 2009-2014
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Students to teachers’ ratios indicator during the period 2009-2014 show that the ratios for the
Ministry of Education schools are lower than the ratios of all education system schools, except
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in 2011-2012, all education system schools ratio was lower than it is in MOE schools. This
indicates that number of students for each teacher in MOE schools is lower than it is in all
education system schools. On governorates level, there was no significant difference during the
period 2009-2014 for both all education system and MOE schools.

Figure 3: Students to teachers Ratios by governorates during the period 2009-2014
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Drop-out rates of primary education show that there is no significant difference during the
period 2010-2014 on gender level. The drop-out rate declined from 0.3 to 0.25 while for males
it declined from 0.32 to 0.25 and for females from 0.3 to 0.27 during the period 2010 to 2014.

Figure 4: Drop-out rate by gender during the period 2010-2014
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Net enrolment ratios for kindergarten level are low during the period 2011-2014 and show no
significant difference. The net enrolment ratios for secondary level are relatively moderate and
have no significant difference during the period 201 1-2014, while for basic education level, the
net enrolment ratios are high and have no significant difference during the period 201 1-2014.
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Figure 5: Net Enrolment Ratios by level of education during the period 2011-2014
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e Jordan’s rank in PISA assessment indicator for the years 2006, 2009, and 2012 show that
Jordan’s rank in Science, Mathematics, and Reading fell from 45 to 57, 51 to 61, and 46 to 58
position respectively.
Figure 6: Jordan’s Rank in PISA Assessment for the years 2006, 2009, and 2012
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Adult illiteracy ratios show that there is no significant change during the period 2009-2013
which is almost 1% for both males and females. Although, the adult illiteracy ratios for females
are lower than males illiteracy ratios, and the trends show that for both males and females the
illiteracy ratio declined from 2009 to 2012, then it increased by 22.6% in 2013 (20.4% for males
and 30.8% for females).
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Figure 7: Adult illiteracy rate by gender during the period 2009-2014
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b.

Workforce Transition

Corresponding Indicators:

Indicator I: Labor Force Participation Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group

Definition: The labor force participation rate is calculated by expressing the number of persons in the
labor force as a percentage of the working-age population (formal labor force). The labor force is the
sum of the number of persons employed and the number of unemployed'é. The working-age population
is the population above the legal working age — often aged 15 and older. For this indicator, the age
groups are 15-18, 19-24, and 15-24 years old.

Source: Labor Force Survey (LFS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013

Results:

Table 24: Labor Force Participation Rate by governorates, gender, and age group (15-18 years old)

2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates | Male | Female Total Male Female | Total Male Female Total Male Female | Total
Amman 0.154 0.006 0.085 0.128 0.006 0.070 0.110 0.005 0.060 0.087 0.000 0.047
Balqa 0.151 0.013 0.089 0.134 0.007 0.078 0.126 0.008 0.068 0.190 0.000 0.095
'® International Labour Organization. (2013). Key Indicators of the labour market. Online publication
(http://www.ilo.org/empelm/what/WCMS_114240/lang--en/index.htm)
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Zarqa 0.179 0.005 0.096 0.162 0.006 0.083 0.126 0.006 0.066 0.108 0.000 0.052
Madaba 0.106 0.008 0.058 0.077 0.004 0.042 0.116 0.009 0.062 0.093 0.000 0.047
Irbid 0.137 0.005 0.075 0.116 0.003 0.062 0.111 0.003 0.060 0.129 0.006 0.066
Mafraq 0.133 0.004 0.073 0.118 0.002 0.062 0.118 0.002 0.064 0.141 0.000 0.078
Jarash 0.134 0.000 0.073 0.102 0.000 0.051 0.097 0.003 0.049 0.093 0.000 0.050
Ajloun 0.110 0.000 0.055 0.127 0.000 0.066 0.061 0.000 0.031 0.103 0.000 0.055
Karak 0.146 0.007 0.078 0.125 0.000 0.067 0.164 0.013 0.091 0.067 0.000 0.034
Tafeileh 0.107 0.000 0.056 0.096 0.012 0.054 0.130 0.006 0.068 0.043 0.000 0.025
Ma’an 0.208 0.000 0.118 0.146 0.010 0.077 0.096 0.000 0.048 0.167 0.000 0.078
Aqaba 0.138 0.004 0.067 0.098 0.006 0.053 0.149 0.000 0.076 0.081 0.000 0.038
Kingdom 0.150 0.006 0.082 0.127 0.005 0.068 0.115 0.005 0.062 0.113 0.001 0.059
Analysis:
The results show that labor force participation rate for the age group 15-18 has decreased from 8.2% in
2010 to 5.9% in 2013. Gender-wise, the labor force participation for males and females also decreased
from 15% to 11.3% and 0.6% to 0.1% respectively during the period 2010-2013. On governorates level
during the period 2010-2013, all of the governorates witnessed a decrease in the labor force
participation rate except of Balga and Mafraq governorates from 8.9% to 9.5% and 7.3% to 7.8%
respectively, although, the decrease or the increase in the labor force participation rate is not significant.
Table 25: Labor Force Participation Rate by governorates, gender, and age group (19-24 years old)
2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.567 0.209 0.402 0.539 0.179 0.373 0.505 0.189 0.361 0.576 0.213 0.430
Balqa 0.612 0.230 0.428 0.648 0.198 0.443 0.625 0.182 0.419 0.563 0.214 0.374
Zarqa 0.649 0.155 0.420 0.641 0.145 0.423 0.631 0.130 0.404 0.656 0.025 0.344
Madaba 0592 0.202 0412 | 0.620 0.244 0429 | 0.638 0.209 0428 | 0.691 0.163 | 0442
Irbid 0.599 0.141 0392 | 0.590 0.134 0381 0.596 0.108 0375 | 0587 | 0.147 | 0376
Mafraq 0.670 0.118 0414 | 0.629 0.133 0398 | 0678 0.088 0408 | 0.723 0.098 | 0447
Jarash 0.628 0.156 0.410 0.608 0.136 0.400 0.581 0.101 0.366 0.677 0.077 0.404
Ajloun 0.639 0.151 0.406 0.620 0.156 0.397 0.596 0.166 0.399 0.594 0.129 0.365
Karak 0.660 0.266 0.473 0.637 0.264 0.448 0.621 0.266 0.446 0.627 0.175 0.393
Tafeileh 0.629 0.183 0420 | 0.690 0212 0463 | 0.664 0217 0477 | 0667 | 0077 | 0475
Ma’an 0711 0.207 0468 | 0.700 0.178 0486 | 0.663 0.208 0491 | 0879 | 0200 | 0556
Aqaba 0.728 0211 0479 | 076l 0209 0492 | 0715 0.175 0460 | 0627 | 0314 | 0520
Kingdom 0.607 0.185 0.411 0.593 0.170 0.399 0.578 0.162 0.388 0.630 0.154 0.410
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Analysis:

The results show that labor force participation rate for the age group 19-24 decreased slightly from
41.1% in 2010 to 41.0% in 2013. Gender-wise, the labor force participation for males increased from
60.7% to 63% while for females decreased from 18.5% to 15.4% during the period 2010-2013. It is
noticed that male labor force participation rate is much higher than female labor force participation rate,
63% against 15.4% only. On governorates level during the period 2010-2013, half of the governorates
witnessed a decrease in the labor force participation rate (Balga, Zarqga, Irbid, Ajloun, and Karak) and
the other half witnessed an increase in the labor force participation rate, although the decrease or the
increase in the labor force participation rate is not significant.

Table 26: Labor Force Participation Rate by governorates, gender, and age group (15-24 years old)

2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates | Male Female Total Male Female | Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
Amman 0.398 0.164 0.287 0.380 0.142 0.268 0.332 0.106 0.227 0.424 0.166 0.307
Balqa 0411 0.153 0.289 0.413 0.122 0.282 0.397 0.097 0.254 0.535 0.151 0.358
Zarqa 0.445 0.089 0.278 0.450 0.087 0.279 0.419 0.072 0.256 0.602 0.092 0.362
Madaba 0.394 0.124 0.265 0.372 0.148 0.261 0.406 0.117 0.263 0.570 0.179 0.383
Irbid 0.398 0.086 0.256 0.382 0.079 0.242 0.386 0.061 0.236 0.574 0.115 0.370
Mafraq 0.436 0.069 0.267 0.423 0.078 0.260 0.431 0.050 0.254 0.587 0.092 0.353
Jarash 0.441 0.092 0.280 0.419 0.085 0.266 0.367 0.050 0.216 0.556 0.078 0.331
Ajloun 0419 0.086 0.257 0.414 0.099 0.262 0.371 0.091 0.239 0.518 0.126 0.329
Karak 0.443 0.165 0.309 0.405 0.158 0.285 0.421 0.158 0.293 0.522 0.171 0.348
Tafeileh 0.404 0.103 0.262 0.440 0.117 0.286 0.443 0.113 0.293 0.544 0.180 0.389
Ma’an 0513 0.136 0.342 0.504 0.097 0.321 0.445 0.101 0.295 0.595 0.119 0.386
Aqgaba 0.511 0.143 0.325 0.499 0.148 0.326 0.476 0.099 0.295 0.580 0.142 0.378
Kingdom 0.415 0.127 0.280 0.402 0.115 | 0.267 0.377 0.090 0.243 0.514 0.137 0.341

Analysis:

The results show that labor force participation rate for the age group 15-24 increased from 28.0% in
2010 to 34.1% in 2013 (about 6 percentage points). Gender-wise, the labor force participation for
both males and females increased from 41.5% to 51.4% and from 12.7% to 13.7% during the period
2010-2013. On governorates level during the period 2010-2013, all of the governorates witnessed an
increase in the labor force participation rate although the increase was significant for males but not for
females.

Indicator 2: Economically Inactive Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group

Definition: The economically inactive rate is the proportion of the working-age population that is not
in the labor force. Summing up the economically inactive rate and the labor force participation rate will
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yield 100 per cent!’. There is a variety of reasons why some individuals do not participate in the labor
force; they may be occupied in caring for family members; they may be retired, sick or disabled or
attending school; they may believe no jobs are available; or they may simply not want to work.

In some situations, a high inactivity rate for certain population groups should not necessarily be viewed
as negative; for instance, a relatively high inactivity rate for young people aged |5 to 24 years may be due
to their non-participation in the labor force to receive education. For this indicator, the age groups are

15-18, 19-24, and 15-24 years old.

Source: Labor Force Survey (LFS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013

Results:

Table 27: Economically Inactive Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group (15-18 years)

2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.846 0.994 0915 | 0.872 0.994 0.930 | 0.890 0.995 0.940 | 0913 1.000 0.953
Balga 0.849 0.987 0911 | 0.866 0.993 0.922 | 0.874 0.992 0.932 | 0.810 1.000 0.905
Zarqa 0.821 0.995 0.904 | 0.838 0.994 0917 | 0.874 0.994 0.934 | 0.892 1.000 0.948
Madaba 0.894 0.992 0.942 | 0.923 0.996 0.958 | 0.884 0.991 0.938 | 0.907 1.000 0.953
Irbid 0.863 0.995 0.925 | 0.884 0.997 0.938 | 0.889 0.997 0.940 | 0.871 0.994 0.934
Mafraq 0.867 0.996 0.927 | 0.882 0.998 0.938 | 0.882 0.998 0.936 | 0.859 1.000 0.922
Jarash 0.866 1.000 0.927 | 0.898 1.000 0.949 | 0.903 0.997 0.951 | 0.907 1.000 0.950
Ajloun 0.890 1.000 0.945 | 0.873 1.000 0.934 | 0.939 1.000 0.969 | 0.897 1.000 0.945
Karak 0.854 0.993 0.922 | 0.875 1.000 0.933 | 0.836 0.987 0.909 | 0.933 1.000 0.966
Tafeileh 0.893 1.000 0.944 | 0.904 0.988 0.946 | 0.870 0.994 0.932 | 0.957 1.000 0.975
Ma’an 0.792 1.000 0.882 | 0.854 0.990 0.923 | 0.904 1.000 0.952 | 0.833 1.000 0.922
Aqaba 0.862 0.996 0.933 | 0.902 0.994 0.947 | 0.851 1.000 0.924 | 0919 1.000 0.962
Kingdom 0.850 | 0.994 | 0.918 | 0.873 | 0.995 ([ 0.932 ( 0.885 | 0.995 | 0.938 | 0.887 | 0.999 [ 0.941

Analysis:

Results show that economic inactive rate for the age period 15-18 is very high (but not necessarily
negative) and it increased from 91.8% in 2010 to 94.1% in 2013. For both males and females, economic
inactivity rate increased during the period 2010-2013 from 85% to 88.7% and from 99.4% to 99.9%

respectively.

On governorates level, female inactivity rate is almost 100% for all the governorates (except Irbid
99.4%), while the lowest male inactivity rate is in Balqga and Ma’an governorates (81% and 83.3%
respectively).

7 International Labour Organization. (2013). Key Indicators of the labour market. Online publication
(http://www.ilo.org/empelm/what/WCMS_114240/lang--en/index.htm)
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Table 28: Economically Inactive Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group (19-24 years)

2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.433 0.791 0.598 | 0.46l 0.821 0.627 | 0.495 0811 0.639 | 0.424 0.787 0.570
Balqa 0.388 0.770 0.572 | 0.352 0.802 0.557 | 0.375 0.818 0.581 | 0.438 0.786 0.626
Zarqa 0.351 0.845 0.580 | 0.359 0.855 0.577 | 0.369 0.870 0.596 | 0.344 0.975 0.656
Madaba 0.408 0.798 0.588 | 0.380 0.756 0.571 | 0.362 0.791 0.572 | 0.309 0.837 0.558
Irbid 0.401 0.859 0.608 | 0.410 0.866 0.619 | 0.404 0.892 0.625 | 0413 0.853 0.624
Mafraq 0.330 0.882 0.586 | 0.371 0.867 0.602 | 0.322 0912 0.592 | 0.277 0.902 0.553
Jarash 0.372 0.844 0.590 | 0.392 0.864 0.600 | 0.419 0.899 0.634 | 0.323 0.923 0.596
Ajloun 0.361 0.849 0.594 | 0.380 0.844 0.603 | 0.404 0.834 0.601 | 0.406 0.871 0.635
Karak 0.340 0.734 0.527 | 0.363 0.736 0.552 | 0.379 0.734 0.554 | 0.373 0.825 0.607
Tafeileh 0.371 0817 0.580 | 0310 0.788 0.537 | 0.336 0.783 0.523 | 0.333 0.923 0.525
Ma’an 0.289 0.793 0.532 | 0.300 0.822 0.514 | 0.337 0.792 0.509 | 0.121 0.800 0.444
Aqaba 0.272 0.789 0.521 | 0.239 0.791 0.508 | 0.285 0.825 0.540 | 0.373 0.686 0.480
Kingdom 0.393 0.815 | 0.589 | 0.407 | 0.830 | 0.601 | 0.422 | 0.838 | 0.612 | 0.370 | 0.846 | 0.590
Analysis:

Results show that economic inactive rate for the age group 19-24 slightly increased from 58.9% in 2010
to 59.0% in 2013. For males, economic inactivity rate decreased during the period 2010-2013 from
39.3% to 37.0% while it increased for females from 81.5% to 84.6%.

Table 29: Economically Inactive Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group (15-24 years)

2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates | Male Female | Total Male Female Total Male Female Total | Male Female | Total
Amman 0.602 0.836 0.713 0.620 0.858 0.732 0.668 0.894 0.773 0.576 0.834 0.693
Balqa 0.589 0.847 0.711 0.587 0.878 0.718 0.603 0.903 0.746 | 0.465 0.849 0.642
Zarqa 0.555 0911 0.722 0.550 0913 0.721 0.581 0.928 0.744 | 0.398 0.908 0.638
Madaba 0.606 0.876 0.735 0.628 0.852 0.739 0.594 0.883 0.737 | 0.430 0.821 0.617
Irbid 0.602 0914 0.744 0.618 0.921 0.758 0.614 0.939 0.764 | 0.426 0.885 0.630
Mafraq 0.564 0.931 0.733 0.577 0.922 0.740 0.569 0.950 0.746 | 0413 0.908 0.647
Jarash 0.559 0.908 0.720 0.581 0915 0.734 0.633 0.950 0.784 | 0.444 0.922 0.669
Ajloun 0.581 0914 0.743 0.586 0.901 0.738 0.629 0.909 0.761 0.482 0.874 0.671
Karak 0.557 0.835 0.691 0.595 0.842 0.715 0.579 0.842 0.707 | 0.478 0.829 0.652
Tafeileh 0.596 0.897 0.738 0.560 0.883 0.714 0.557 0.887 0.707 | 0.456 0.820 0.611
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Ma’an 0.487 0.864 0.658 0.496 0.903 0.679 0.555 0.899 0.705 0.405 0.881 0.614

Aqaba 0.489 0.857 0.675 0.501 0.852 0.674 0.524 0.901 0.705 0.420 0.858 0.622

Kingdom 0.585 0.873 0.720 0.598 0.885 0.733 0.623 0.910 0.757 | 0.486 0.863 0.659

Analysis:

Results show that economic inactive rate for the age period 15-24 decreased from 72.0% in 2010 to
65.9% in 2013. For both males and females, economic inactivity rate decreased during the period 2010-
2013 from 58.5% to 48.6% and from 87.3% to 86.3%.

On governorates level, economically inactive rate for males decreased in all governorates and it slightly
decreased for all governorates for females as well except Balqa, Jarash, Ma’an, and Agaba.

Indicator 3: Economically Inactive Rate

Definition: The economically inactive rate is the proportion of the working-age population that is not
in the labor force disaggregated by the inactive categories; this include students, house maker, has
income, disability, others. Summing up the economically inactive rate categories will yield total
economically inactive rate's.

In some situations, a high inactivity rate for certain population groups should not necessarily be viewed
as negative; for instance, a relatively high inactivity rate for young people aged 15 to 24 years may be due
to their non-participation in the labor force to receive education. For this indicator, the age groups are
15-18, 19-24, and 15-24 years old.

Source: Labor Force Survey (LFS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013
Results:
Year 2010

A result of Table 30 which belongs to the age group (15-18) shows that economically inactive status
ratio of students is 80% of the economically inactive rate, 7.7% is house maker, and less than 1% is
disabled. Differences between governorates are minor and not significant.

A result of Table 31 which belongs to the age group (19-24) shows that economically inactive status
ratio of students is 32.9% of the economically inactive rate, 21.5% is house maker, and about 1% is
disabled. Differences between governorates are minor and not significant. Economically inactive ratio of
female is almost double the male inactivity ratio with 81.5% and 39.3% respectively.

A result of Table 32 which belongs to the age group (15-24) shows that economically inactive status
ratio of students is 52.2% of the economically inactive rate, 15.5% is house maker, and less than 1% is
disabled. Also, differences between governorates are minor and not significant.

Year 2013

A result of Table 39 which belongs to the age group (15-18) shows that economically inactive status
ratio of students increased in 2013 to reach 81.6%, 7.8% is house maker, and less than 1% is disabled. In
the age group (19-24), 36.2% of economically inactive individuals are students (increase about 3

'® International Labour Organization. (2013). Key Indicators of the labour market. Online publication
(http://www.ilo.org/empelm/what/WCMS_114240/lang--en/index.htm)
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percentage points), and 22.7% is house maker. In the age group (15-24), 54.5% are students, 17% are
house makers, and less than 1% is disabled.
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Table 30: 2010 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, governorates, gender, and age group (15-18 years old)

Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.784 0.826 0.804 | 0.002 0.161 0.076 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.008 0.003 0.006 | 0.052 0.003 0.029 | 0.846 0.994 0915
Balqa 0.756 0.816 0.783 | 0.007 0.166 0.078 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.008 0.005 0.007 | 0.078 0.000 0.043 | 0.849 0.987 0911
Zarqa 0.744 0.799 0.770 | 0.004 0.192 0.094 | 0.000 0.001 0.000 | 0.013 0.003 0.008 | 0.060 0.001 0.031 0.821 0.995 0.904
Madaba 0.845 0.922 0.882 | 0.000 0.067 0.033 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.011 0.004 0.008 | 0.038 0.000 0.019 | 0.894 0.992 0.942
Irbid 0.771 0.842 0.804 | 0.000 0.149 0.070 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.009 0.003 0.006 | 0.083 0.000 0.045 | 0.863 0.995 0.925
Mafraq 0.782 0.808 0.794 | 0.002 0.184 0.086 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.011 0.004 0.008 | 0.073 0.000 0.039 | 0.867 0.996 0.927
Jarash 0.778 0.832 0.803 | 0.000 0.161 0.073 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.006 0.007 0.006 | 0.082 0.000 0.045 | 0.866 1.000 0.927
Ajloun 0.788 0.879 0.834 | 0.000 0.113 0.057 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.008 0.008 0.008 | 0.095 0.000 0.047 | 0.890 1.000 0.945
Karak 0.764 0.821 0.792 | 0.002 0.167 0.083 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.009 0.002 0.006 | 0.079 0.002 0.041 0.854 0.993 0.923
Tafeileh 0811 0.875 0.841 0.000 0.114 0.054 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.015 0.006 0.011 0.066 0.006 0.038 | 0.893 1.000 0.944
Ma’an 0.722 0.806 0.758 | 0.000 0.181 0.078 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.024 0.013 0.019 | 0.047 0.000 0.027 | 0.792 1.000 0.882
Aqaba 0.796 0.843 0.820 | 0.000 0.146 0.077 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.009 0.008 0.008 | 0.058 0.000 0.027 | 0.862 0.996 0.933
Kingdom 0.774 0.829 0.800 | 0.002 0.161 0.077 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.010 0.004 0.007 | 0.065 0.002 0.035 | 0.850 0.994 0.918
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Table 31: 2010 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (19-24 years old)

Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.364 0.354 0.359 | 0.002 0.432 0.201 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.014 0.002 0.009 | 0.050 0.003 0.028 | 0.433 0.791 0.598
Balqa 0.300 0.339 0.318 | 0.002 0.421 0.204 | 0.001 - 0.001 0.021 0.005 0.013 | 0.064 0.005 0.035 | 0.388 0.770 0.572
Zarqa 0.268 0.287 0.277 | 0.003 0.549 0.256 | 0.005 0.002 0.004 | 0.014 0.005 0.010 | 0.060 0.001 0.033 | 0.351 0.845 0.580
Madaba 0.345 0.391 0.366 - 0.404 0.186 - - - 0.016 0.003 0.010 | 0.047 - 0.025 | 0.408 0.798 0.588
Irbid 0.309 0.371 0.337 - 0.481 0.218 | 0.000 - 0.000 | 0.018 0.006 0.013 | 0.074 0.001 0.041 0.401 0.859 0.608
Mafraq 0.240 0.303 0.270 | 0.003 0.569 0.265 | 0.003 - 0.002 | 0.019 0.010 0.015 | 0.066 - 0.035 | 0.330 0.882 0.586
Jarash 0.263 0.304 0.281 0.002 0.526 0.244 - - - 0.033 0.014 0.024 | 0.074 - 0.040 | 0.372 0.844 0.590
Ajloun 0.290 0.455 0.369 - 0.385 0.184 - - - 0.008 0.009 0.009 | 0.062 - 0.032 | 0.36l 0.849 0.594
Karak 0.291 0.343 0.316 | 0.002 0.379 0.181 - - - 0.019 0.008 0.013 | 0.029 0.004 0.017 | 0.340 0.734 0.527
Tafeileh 0.335 0.370 0.351 - 0.447 0.210 - - - 0.004 - 0.002 | 0.032 - 0.017 | 0371 0817 0.580
Ma’an 0.202 0.327 0.262 | 0.003 0.459 0.222 - - - 0.028 0.008 0.018 | 0.056 - 0.029 | 0.289 0.793 0.532
Aqaba 0.187 0.363 0.272 - 0.423 0.204 - - - 0.026 - 0.014 | 0.059 0.004 0.032 | 0.272 0.789 0.521
Kingdom 0.315 0.346 0.329 | 0.002 0.462 0.215 | 0.002 0.000 0.001 | 0.017 0.005 0.011 | 0.058 0.002 0.032 | 0.393 0.815 0.589
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Table 32: 2010 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (15-24 years old)

Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total

Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.535 0.519 0.527 | 0.002 0.312 0.148 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.012 0.002 0.008 | 0.052 0.003 0.029 | 0.602 0.836 0713
Balqa 0.501 0.530 0.515 | 0.004 0.310 0.148 | 0.001 - 0.000 | 0.015 0.005 0.010 | 0.069 0.003 0.038 | 0.589 0.847 0.711
Zarqa 0.475 0.516 0.494 | 0.004 0.389 0.185 | 0.003 0.001 0.002 | 0.013 0.004 0.009 | 0.061 0.001 0.032 | 0.555 0911 0.722
Madaba 0.548 0.623 0.584 - 0.250 0.119 - - - 0.014 0.003 0.009 | 0.044 - 0.023 | 0.606 0.876 0.735
Irbid 0.511 0.581 0.543 - 0.328 0.150 | 0.000 - 0.000 | 0.014 0.005 0.010 | 0.077 0.001 0.042 | 0.602 0914 0.744
Mafraq 0.477 0.522 0.498 | 0.002 0.402 0.186 | 0.002 - 0.001 0.015 0.007 0.011 0.069 - 0.037 | 0.564 0.931 0.733
Jarash 0.461 0.493 0.476 | 0.001 0.404 0.186 - - - 0.019 0.011 0.015 | 0.079 - 0.042 | 0.559 0.908 0.720
Ajloun 0.498 0.640 0.567 - 0.264 0.129 - - - 0.008 0.010 0.009 | 0.075 - 0.039 | 0.581 0914 0.743
Karak 0.492 0.548 0.519 | 0.002 0.280 0.136 - - - 0.014 0.005 0.010 | 0.048 0.002 0.026 | 0.557 0.835 0.691
Tafeileh 0.540 0.590 0.564 - 0.302 0.142 - - - 0.009 0.003 0.006 | 0.047 0.003 0.026 | 0.596 0.897 0.738
Ma’an 0412 0.499 0.451 0.002 0.358 0.164 - - - 0.023 0.007 0.016 | 0.050 - 0.027 | 0.487 0.864 0.658
Aqaba 0418 0.559 0.489 - 0.293 0.148 - - - 0.018 0.003 0.010 | 0.054 0.002 0.028 | 0.489 0.857 0.675
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Kingdom 0.508 0.539 0.522 | 0.002 0.329 0.155 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 | 0.013 0.004 0.009 | 0.061 0.002 0.033 | 0.585 0.873 0.720
Table 33: 2011 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (15-18 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0811 0.850 0.829 | 0.003 0.136 0.067 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.011 0.008 0.009 | 0.047 - 0.025 | 0.872 0.994 0.930
Balqa 0.794 0.812 0.802 | 0.012 0.171 0.082 - - - 0.007 0.009 0.008 | 0.053 0.002 0.030 | 0.866 0.993 0.922
Zarqa 0.731 0.810 0.771 0.010 0.182 0.097 - - - 0.014 0.002 0.008 | 0.082 - 0.041 0.838 0.994 0917
Madaba 0.890 0.831 0.862 - 0.165 0.079 - - - 0.004 - 0.002 | 0.029 - 0.015 | 0.923 0.996 0.958
Irbid 0.780 0.802 0.790 | 0.002 0.193 0.093 - - - 0.011 0.002 0.007 | 0.092 - 0.048 | 0.884 0.997 0.938
Mafraq 0.753 0.788 0.770 | 0.004 0.208 0.104 - - - 0.016 0.002 0.009 | 0.108 - 0.055 | 0.882 0.998 0.938
Jarash 0.770 0.792 0.781 0.003 0.195 0.098 - - - 0.007 0.013 0.010 | 0.118 - 0.060 | 0.898 1.000 0.949
Ajloun 0.769 0.844 0.805 | 0.004 0.148 0.074 - - - 0.008 0.008 0.008 | 0.092 - 0.047 | 0.873 1.000 0.934
Karak 0.761 0.829 0.793 - 0.171 0.079 - - - 0.009 - 0.005 | 0.105 - 0.057 | 0.875 1.000 0.933
Tafeileh 0.796 0.891 0.843 - 0.091 0.045 - - - 0.018 0.006 0.012 | 0.090 - 0.045 | 0.904 0.988 0.946
Ma’an 0.730 0.794 0.763 | 0.011 0.191 0.103 - - - 0.016 0.005 0.011 0.097 - 0.047 | 0.854 0.990 0.923
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Aqaba 0.821 0.828 0.825 | 0.012 0.166 0.088 - - - 0.012 - 0.006 | 0.058 - 0.029 | 0.902 0.994 0.947
Kingdom 0.786 0.825 0.805 | 0.005 0.165 0.082 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.011 0.005 0.008 | 0.071 0.000 0.037 | 0.873 0.995 0.932
Table 34: 2011 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (19-24 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.395 0.371 0.384 | 0.007 0.444 0.208 | 0.001 - 0.001 0.010 0.005 0.008 | 0.048 - 0.026 | 0.46l 0.821 0.627
Balqa 0.278 0.312 0.293 | 0.011 0.487 0.228 - - - 0.015 0.003 0.010 | 0.049 - 0.027 | 0.352 0.802 0.557
Zarqa 0.271 0.257 0.265 | 0.010 0.592 0.265 | 0.002 0.001 0.002 | 0.012 0.005 0.009 | 0.065 - 0.036 | 0.359 0.855 0.577
Madaba 0.320 0.351 0.336 - 0.406 0.206 - - - 0.023 - 0.012 | 0.037 - 0.018 | 0.380 0.756 0.571
Irbid 0.299 0.373 0.333 | 0.003 0.487 0.224 | 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.015 0.005 0.010 | 0.092 - 0.050 | 0.410 0.866 0.619
Mafraq 0.268 0.330 0.297 | 0.002 0.533 0.250 - - - 0.014 0.004 0.009 | 0.087 - 0.047 | 0.371 0.867 0.602
Jarash 0.292 0.376 0.329 | 0.002 0.482 0.214 - - - 0.033 0.006 0.021 0.065 - 0.036 | 0.392 0.864 0.600
Ajloun 0.285 0419 0.349 | 0.003 0.422 0.204 - - - 0.035 0.003 0.019 | 0.058 - 0.030 | 0.380 0.844 0.603
Karak 0.279 0.356 0.318 | 0.002 0.369 0.188 - - - 0.013 0.011 0.012 | 0.069 - 0.034 | 0.363 0.736 0.552
Tafeileh 0.266 0.359 0.310 - 0.429 0.204 - - - 0.005 - 0.003 | 0.039 - 0.021 0.310 0.788 0.537
Ma’an 0.195 0.304 0.240 | 0.003 0.519 0.215 - - - 0.016 - 0.010 | 0.085 - 0.050 | 0.300 0.822 0.514
Aqaba 0.159 0.279 0.218 | 0.013 0.512 0.256 - - - 0.009 - 0.005 | 0.058 - 0.029 | 0.239 0.791 0.508
Kingdom 0.323 0.349 0.335 | 0.006 0.476 0.222 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 | 0.014 0.005 0.009 | 0.063 - 0.034 | 0.407 0.830 0.601
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Table 35: 201 1 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (15-24 years old)

Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male Female | Total
Amman 0.555 0.546 0.551 0.006 0.307 0.148 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.010 0.006 0.008 | 0.047 - 0.025 | 0.620 0.858 0.732
Balga 0512 0.524 0518 | 0.012 0.348 0.164 - - - 0.012 0.005 0.009 | 0.051 0.001 0.028 | 0.587 0.878 0.718
Zarqa 0.454 0.512 0.482 | 0.009 0.397 0.191 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.014 0.003 0.009 | 0.072 - 0.038 | 0.550 0913 0.721
Madaba 0.582 0.555 0.568 - 0.297 0.147 - - - 0.012 - 0.006 | 0.034 - 0.017 | 0.628 0.852 0.739
Irbid 0513 0.566 0.538 | 0.002 0.351 0.163 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.013 0.004 0.008 | 0.090 - 0.048 | 0618 0.921 0.758
Mafraq 0.465 0.529 0.495 | 0.003 0.390 0.185 - - - 0.014 0.004 0.009 | 0.096 - 0.050 | 0.577 0.922 0.740
Jarash 0.466 0.530 0.495 | 0.005 0.375 0.175 - - - 0.021 0.010 0.016 | 0.089 - 0.048 | 0.581 0915 0.734
Ajloun 0.487 0.593 0.539 | 0.003 0.302 0.148 - - - 0.022 0.005 0.014 | 0.073 - 0.038 | 0.586 0.901 0.738
Karak 0.501 0.550 0.525 | 0.001 0.286 0.139 - - - 0.011 0.006 0.008 | 0.082 - 0.042 | 0595 0.842 0.715
Tafeileh 0.490 0.609 0.546 - 0.271 0.130 - - - 0.010 0.003 0.007 | 0.060 - 0.031 0.560 0.883 0.714
Ma’an 0.387 0.531 0.452 | 0.006 0.367 0.168 - - - 0.016 0.005 0.011 0.087 - 0.048 | 0.496 0.903 0.679
Aqaba 0.421 0.498 0.459 | 0.012 0.354 0.181 - - - 0.009 - 0.005 | 0.059 - 0.030 | 0.501 0.852 0.674
Kingdom 0.514 0.544 0.528 | 0.005 0.336 0.161 | 0.001 0.000 0.000 | 0.012 0.005 0.009 | 0.066 0.000 0.035 | 0.598 0.885 0.733
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Table 36: 2012 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, governorates, gender, and age group (15-18 years old)

Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male Female | Total
Amman 0.835 0.858 0.846 | 0.005 0.132 0.065 | 0.001 - 0.000 | 0.009 0.003 0.006 | 0.041 0.002 0.022 | 0.890 0.995 0.940
Balga 0.809 0.795 0.802 | 0.009 0.194 0.100 - - - 0.012 0.003 0.008 | 0.043 - 0.022 | 0.874 0.992 0.932
Zarqa 0.781 0.805 0.793 | 0.0lé6 0.186 0.101 - - - 0.017 0.002 0.010 | 0.060 0.001 0.030 | 0.874 0.994 0.934
Madaba 0.802 0.906 0.854 | 0.004 0.086 0.045 - - - 0.004 - 0.002 | 0.073 - 0.037 | 0.884 0.991 0.938
Irbid 0.777 0.832 0.803 | 0.002 0.159 0.076 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.009 0.005 0.007 | 0.100 - 0.053 | 0.889 0.997 0.940
Mafraq 0.751 0.803 0.776 | 0.004 0.188 0.091 - - - 0.017 0.007 0.012 | 0.109 - 0.058 | 0.882 0.998 0.936
Jarash 0.794 0817 0.806 - 0.171 0.087 - 0.003 0.002 | 0.012 0.006 0.009 | 0.097 - 0.047 | 0.903 0.997 0.951
Ajloun 0.826 0.878 0.852 - 0.118 0.058 - - - 0.008 0.004 0.006 | 0.105 - 0.054 | 0.939 1.000 0.969
Karak 0.748 0.844 0.794 - 0.141 0.068 - - - 0.012 0.003 0.007 | 0.076 - 0.039 | 0.836 0.987 0.909
Tafeileh 0.790 0.850 0.820 - 0.138 0.068 - - - 0.006 0.006 0.006 | 0.074 - 0.037 | 0.870 0.994 0.932
Ma’an 0.793 0.831 0.812 | 0.005 0.149 0.078 - - - 0.010 0.020 0.015 | 0.096 - 0.048 | 0.904 1.000 0.952
Aqaba 0.760 0.804 0.781 0.006 0.196 0.099 - - - - - - 0.086 - 0.044 | 0851 1.000 0.924
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Kingdom 0.802 0.837 0.819 | 0.005 0.153 0.076 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.011 0.004 0.007 | 0.066 0.001 0.035 | 0.885 0.995 0.938
Table 37: 2012 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (19-24 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.427 0.380 0.406 | 0.008 0.422 0.197 | 0.005 0.000 0.003 | 0.014 0.007 0.0l | 0.040 0.002 0.023 | 0.495 0.8I1 0.639
Balqa 0.302 0.359 0.328 | 0.009 0.452 0.215 - - - 0.017 0.006 0.012 | 0.047 0.002 0.026 | 0.375 0818 0.581
Zarqa 0.290 0.287 0.289 | 0.015 0.578 0.270 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 | 0.0l 0.003 0.007 | 0.052 0.001 0.029 | 0.369 0.870 0.596
Madaba 0.310 0.367 0.338 - 0.424 0.208 - - - 0.014 - 0.007 | 0.038 - 0.019 | 0.362 0.791 0.572
Irbid 0.288 0.369 0.325 | 0.002 0.518 0.236 - 0.001 0.000 | 0.019 0.005 0.013 | 0.095 - 0.052 | 0.404 0.892 0.625
Mafraq 0.208 0.333 0.265 | 0.005 0.570 0.263 - 0.002 0.001 | 0.012 0.007 0.010 | 0.097 - 0.053 | 0.322 0912 0.592
Jarash 0.298 0.396 0.342 - 0.500 0.223 - - - 0.015 0.003 0.010 | 0.106 - 0.059 | 0419 0.899 0.634
Ajloun 0.304 0.408 0.352 - 0.422 0.193 - - - 0.020 0.003 0.013 | 0.079 - 0.043 | 0.404 0.834 0.601
Karak 0.313 0.371 0.342 | 0.004 0.351 0.175 - - - 0.013 0.011 0.012 | 0.050 - 0.025 | 0.379 0.734 0.554
Tafeileh 0.267 0.349 0.302 | 0.004 0.422 0.178 - 0.006 0.003 | 0.009 0.006 0.008 | 0.056 - 0.033 | 0.336 0.783 0.523
Ma’an 0.232 0.323 0.266 | 0.006 0.464 0.179 - - - 0.016 0.005 0.012 | 0.083 - 0.051 | 0.337 0.792 0.509
Agaba 0.182 0.392 0.281 | 0.012 0.429 0.209 - 0.005 0.002 | 0.017 - 0.009 | 0.074 - 0.039 | 0.285 0.825 0.540
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Kingdom 0.337 0.361 0.348 | 0.007 0.470 0.218 | 0.002 0.001 0.001 | 0.015 0.006 0.011 | 0.061 0.001 0.034 | 0.422 0.838 0.612
Table 38: 2012 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (15-24 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.606 0.597 0.602 | 0.007 0.291 0.138 | 0.003 0.000 0.002 | 0.012 0.005 0.009 | 0.040 0.002 0.023 0.668 0.894 0.773
Balqa 0.533 0.570 0.551 0.009 0.327 0.161 - - - 0.015 0.005 0.010 | 0.045 0.001 0.024 | 0.603 0.903 0.746
Zarqa 0.497 0.527 0.511 0.016 0.396 0.195 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.013 0.003 0.008 0.055 0.001 0.029 0.581 0.928 0.744
Madaba 0.527 0.612 0.569 | 0.002 0.271 0.135 - - - 0.011 - 0.006 | 0.054 - 0.027 | 0.594 0.883 0.737
Irbid 0.500 0.578 0.536 | 0.002 0.356 0.165 0.000 0.001 0.000 | 0.015 0.005 0.010 | 0.097 - 0.052 | 0614 0.939 0.764
Mafraq 0.449 0.546 0.494 0.004 0.396 0.186 - 0.001 0.000 0.014 0.007 0.011 0.102 - 0.055 0.569 0.950 0.746
Jarash 0517 0.611 0.562 - 0.334 0.159 - 0.002 0.001 0.014 0.003 0.009 | 0.102 - 0.053 0.633 0.950 0.784
Ajloun 0.522 0.620 0.568 | 0.002 0.285 0.135 - - - 0.015 0.004 0.010 | 0.090 - 0.047 | 0.629 0.909 0.761
Karak 0.502 0.573 0.537 | 0.002 0.262 0.129 - - - 0.012 0.008 0.010 | 0.062 - 0.032 | 0.579 0.842 0.707
Tafeileh 0.483 0.595 0.534 0.003 0.282 0.129 - 0.003 0.001 0.008 0.006 0.007 0.064 - 0.035 0.557 0.887 0.707
Ma’an 0.447 0.582 0.506 | 0.006 0.304 0.136 - - - 0.014 0.013 0.013 0.088 - 0.050 | 0.555 0.899 0.705
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Agaba 0.425 0.570 0.495 | 0.010 0.328 0.163 - 0.003 0.001 0.010 - 0.005 | 0.079 - 0.041 0.524 0.901 0.705
Kingdom 0.539 0.579 0.558 | 0.006 0.325 0.155 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 | 0.013 0.005 0.009 | 0.063 0.001 0.034 | 0.623 0.910 0.757
Table 39: 2013 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (15-18 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.842 0.865 0.852 | 0.008 0.132 0.064 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.006 0.001 0.004 | 0.045 - 0.025 | 0.902 0.998 0.946
Balqa 0.824 0.819 0.822 | 0.005 0.176 0.085 - - - 0.006 0.004 0.005 | 0.037 - 0.020 | 0.872 0.998 0.931
Zarqa 0.806 0.809 0.808 | 0.016 0.183 0.097 | 0.004 - 0.002 | 0.012 0.006 0.009 | 0.038 - 0.020 | 0.877 0.998 0.936
Madaba 0.834 0.835 0.835 - 0.152 0.078 - - - 0.005 0.004 0.004 | 0.055 - 0.027 | 0.894 0.991 0.944
Irbid 0.733 0.803 0.768 | 0.001 0.184 0.091 - - - 0.009 0.008 0.009 | 0.126 0.001 0.064 | 0.869 0.996 0.932
Mafraq 0.749 0.800 0.771 - 0.181 0.080 - - - 0.009 0.014 0.012 | O.111 0.002 0.063 | 0.869 0.998 0.925
Jarash 0.823 0.893 0.855 | 0.009 0.096 0.049 - - - 0.016 0.007 0.012 | 0.051 - 0.027 | 0.899 0.996 0.944
Ajloun 0.803 0.870 0.837 - 0.130 0.067 | 0.004 - 0.002 | 0.004 - 0.002 | 0.105 - 0.051 0916 1.000 0.959
Karak 0.805 0.849 0.826 | 0.002 0.138 0.067 - - - 0.017 0.014 0.016 | 0.077 - 0.040 | 0.903 1.000 0.949
Tafeileh 0.827 0.820 0.823 - 0.173 0.081 - - - 0.007 - 0.004 | 0.087 - 0.046 | 0.920 0.992 0.954
Ma’an 0.734 0.753 0.744 | 0.006 0.233 0.117 - - - 0.006 0.013 0.010 | 0.133 - 0.068 | 0.880 1.000 0.938
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Aqaba 0.703 0.856 0.778 | 0.005 0.144 0.074 - - - 0.026 - 0.013 | 0.099 - 0.050 | 0.833 1.000 0916
Kingdom 0.800 0.834 0.816 | 0.006 0.158 0.078 | 0.001 0.000 0.001 | 0.009 0.005 0.007 | 0.071 0.000 0.037 | 0.887 0.997 0.939
Table 40: 2013 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (19-24 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.463 0.381 0425 | 0.014 0.454 0.215 | 0.004 0.000 0.002 | 0.013 0.002 0.008 | 0.054 0.001 0.029 | 0.546 0.838 0.679
Balqa 0.372 0.378 0.375 | 0.013 0.456 0.213 | 0.00l - 0.001 0.028 0.008 0.019 | 0.013 - 0.007 | 0427 0.841 0.614
Zarqa 0.294 0.293 0.294 | 0.029 0.602 0.297 | 0.010 0.001 0.006 | 0.012 0.001 0.007 | 0.046 - 0.024 | 0.391 0.897 0.628
Madaba 0.307 0.375 0.339 - 0.426 0.203 - - - 0.017 0.007 0.012 | 0.053 - 0.028 | 0.377 0.809 0.582
Irbid 0.275 0.374 0.318 | 0.003 0.492 0.218 - - - 0.018 0.006 0.013 | 0.089 - 0.050 | 0.385 0.873 0.599
Mafraq 0.202 0.298 0.247 | 0.002 0.582 0.276 | 0.002 - 0.001 0.018 0.006 0.012 | 0.093 - 0.049 | 0316 0.886 0.585
Jarash 0.296 0.407 0.348 | 0.008 0.498 0.235 | 0.003 - 0.001 0.016 0.003 0.010 | 0.069 - 0.037 | 0.392 0.908 0.631
Ajloun 0.368 0.498 0.432 - 0.356 0.174 - - - 0.019 0.006 0.013 | 0.068 - 0.035 | 0.455 0.861 0.653
Karak 0.311 0.409 0.361 0.004 0.381 0.196 | 0.002 - 0.001 0.015 0.007 0.011 0.062 - 0.030 | 0.394 0.797 0.599
Tafeileh 0.350 0.424 0.381 - 0.370 0.153 - - - 0.009 0.006 0.008 | 0.056 - 0.033 | 0415 0.800 0.574
Ma’an 0.262 0.339 0.296 - 0.515 0.224 - - - - 0.006 0.003 | 0.112 - 0.063 | 0.374 0.861 0.586
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Aqaba 0.270 0.345 0.305 0.005 0.485 0.229 - - - 0.020 0.006 0014 0.082 - 0.044 0.378 0.836 0.591
Kingdom 0.357 0.368 0.362 | 0.011 0.482 0.227 | 0.003 0.000 0.002 | 0.015 0.004 0.010 | 0.062 0.000 0.034 | 0.448 0.855 0.634
Table 41: 2013 Economically Inactive Ratio by category, by governorates, gender, and age group (15-24 years old)
Student House maker Has income Disability Others Total

Governorates

Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male Female | Total
Amman 0618 0.553 0.588 0.011 0.337 0.159 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.010 0.002 0.006 0.049 0.000 0.027 | 0.691 0.892 0.782
Balqa 0.566 0.566 0.566 0.010 0.331 0.158 0.001 - 0.000 0.019 0.006 0.013 0.023 - 0.012 0.619 0.903 0.750
Zarqa 0.497 0.505 0.501 0.022 0.435 0.219 0.008 0.000 0.004 0.012 0.004 0.008 0.046 - 0.024 0.585 0.944 0.756
Madaba 0.509 0.569 0.539 - 0.308 0.152 - - - 0.011 0.006 0.009 0.058 - 0.029 0.578 0.883 0.729
Irbid 0.461 0.557 0.505 0.002 0.367 0.171 - - - 0.015 0.007 0.011 0.109 0.001 0.059 0.587 0.931 0.746
Mafraq 0.443 0.495 0.467 0.001 0.429 0.198 0.001 - 0.000 0.020 0.010 0.015 0.103 0.001 0.056 0.568 0.935 0.737
Jarash 0.526 0.603 0.563 0.008 0.338 0.163 0.001 - 0.001 0.015 0.006 0.011 0.058 - 0.031 0.610 0.948 0.768
Ajloun 0.538 0.660 0.599 0.003 0.261 0.132 0.002 - 0.001 0.016 0.004 0.010 0.082 - 0.041 0.641 0.925 0.782
Karak 0.527 0.580 0.553 0.002 0.291 0.144 0.001 - 0.001 0.016 0.011 0.013 0.065 - 0.033 0.611 0.882 0.744
Tafeileh 0.532 0.584 0.555 - 0.297 0.132 - - - 0.008 0.003 0.006 0.067 - 0.037 | 0.607 0.884 0.730
Ma’an 0.445 0518 0.478 0.003 0.399 0.183 - - - 0.003 0.009 0.006 0.123 - 0.067 | 0.573 0.926 0.734
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Agaba 0.450 0.590 0.516 0.007 0.319 0.154 - - - 0.022 0.003 0.013 0.089 - 0.047 0.567 0912 0.729
Kingdom 0.540 0.552 0.545 | 0.009 0.356 0.170 | 0.002 0.000 0.001 | 0.013 0.005 0.009 | 0.066 0.000 0.036 | 0.630 0.913 0.761
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Indicator 4: Unemployment Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group

Definition: The standard definition of unemployed persons is those individuals without work,
seeking work in a recent past period and currently available for work (According to the resolution
adopted in 1982 by the 13th International Conference of Labor Statisticians (ICLS))'. Thus
unemployment rate is the total number of unemployed persons divided by the total labor force. This
indicator explores the unemployment rate by governorates, gender, and age groups during the
period 2010-2013.

Source: Labor Force Survey (LFS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013

Results:

Table 42: Unemployment Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group (15-18)

2010 2011 2012 2013

Governorates

Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total
Amman 0.305 0.091 0.297 | 0.294 0.381 0.298 | 0.290 0.125 0.284 | 0.283 0.000 0.278
Balqa 0.297 0.250 0294 | 0.465 0.250 0.456 | 0.383 0.200 0.372 | 0438 1.000 0.444
Zarqa 0.342 0.286 0.341 0.373 0.500 0.378 | 0419 0.571 0.425 | 0.367 0.500 0.368
Madaba 0.500 0.500 0.500 | 0.619 1.000 0.636 | 0.296 0.500 0310 | 0.696 0.000 0.640
Irbid 0.314 0.300 0.314 | 0.400 0.286 0397 | 0364 0.200 0.360 | 0.262 0.000 0.254
Mafraq 0.453 0.500 0.455 | 0407 0.000 0.400 | 0.36l 1.000 0.371 0414 0.000 0.408
Jarash 0.326 0.000 0.326 | 0419 0.000 0419 | 0.387 0.000 0.375 | 0.406 1.000 0.424
Ajloun 0.448 0.000 0448 | 0313 0.000 0313 0.467 0.000 0.467 | 0.400 0.000 0.400
Karak 0.444 0.333 0.439 | 0.569 0.000 0.569 | 0.565 0.800 0.581 0615 0.000 0.615
Tafeileh 0.429 0.000 0.429 | 0.750 0.500 0722 | 0714 1.000 0.727 | 0917 0.000 0.846
Ma’an 0.568 0.000 0.568 | 0.630 0.000 0.586 | 0.737 0.000 0.737 | 0.684 0.000 0.684
Aqaba 0.613 0.000 0.594 | 0.706 1.000 0.722 | 0.385 0.000 0.385 | 0.531 0.000 0.531
Kingdom 0.345 0.218 0.341 | 0.383 0.383 0.383 | 0.370 0.349 0.370 | 0.362 0.143 0.357

Analysis:

Results show that unemployment rate of the age category (15-18) increased from 34.1% in 2010 to
35.7% in 2013. It is noticed that unemployment rate decreased significantly for females from 21.8% in
2010 to 14.3% in 2013; this can be explained by the high economically inactive rate for females
99.4% in this age category. On the governorates level, for this age category, the unemployment rate
significantly increased in the south governorates especially in Tafeileh governorate where it
increased from 42.9% to 84.6% during the period 2010-2013. Also in 2013, the highest
unemployment rates are on Tafeileh, Ma’an, and Madaba with 84.6%, 68.4%, and 64.0% respectively.

Table 43: Unemployment Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group (19-24)

Governorates 2010 2011 2012 2013

19 International Labour Organization. (2013). Key Indicators of the labour market. Online publication
(http://www.ilo.org/empelm/what/WCMS_114240/lang--en/index.htm)
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Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.209 0.406 0.257 | 0.255 0411 0.290 | 0.224 0.401 0.266 | 0.197 0.316 0.221
Balgqa 0.252 0.484 0312 | 0299 0.394 0.319 | 0.323 0.603 0379 | 0317 0.607 0.407
Zarqa 0.247 0413 0.275 | 0.222 0.455 0.257 | 0.241 0511 0.280 | 0.263 0.667 0.277
Madaba 0.269 0.429 0.305 | 0.333 0.600 0410 | 0.254 0.603 0.337 | 0421 0.750 0.478
Irbid 0.177 0.589 0.244 | 0210 0.518 0.260 | 0.207 0.547 0.252 | 0.213 0.480 0.263
Mafraq 0.220 0.549 0.263 | 0.198 0.526 0.249 | 0.177 0.396 0.199 | 0.186 0.545 0.221
Jarash 0.205 0.607 0.276 | 0217 0.644 0.281 0.178 0.485 0216 | 0.119 0.750 0.174
Ajloun 0.163 0.551 0.232 | 0.153 0.580 0.234 | 0.137 0.542 0.214 | 0.105 0.500 0.174
Karak 0.277 0.567 0.355 | 0.272 0.566 0.359 | 0.278 0.669 0.394 | 0.284 0.636 0.365
Tafeileh 0.199 0.650 0.291 0.293 0.667 0.374 | 0.292 0.722 0.374 | 0222 1.000 0.263
Ma’an 0.221 0.564 0.293 | 0.265 0.605 0.316 | 0.354 0.625 0.398 | 0.276 0.667 0.343
Aqgaba 0.333 0.533 0.376 | 0.366 0.400 0.373 | 0.353 0.474 0.374 | 0310 0.818 0.415
Kingdom 0.218 0.474 0.271 | 0.243 0.472 0.288 | 0.234 0.491 0.283 | 0.237 0.547 | 0.291

Analysis:

Results show that unemployment rate of the age category (19-24) increased from 27.1% in 2010 to
29.1% in 2013. Both males and females unemployment rates increased but the unemployment rate
for females is more than the double of males’ unemployment rate. Also, unemployment rate for
females increased significantly from 47.4% in 2010 to 54.7% in 2013. On the governorates level, for
this age category, the highest unemployment rates are for Madaba, Aqaba, and Balqa 47.8%, 41.5%,
and 40.7% in 201 3.

Table 44: Unemployment Rate by Governorates, Gender, and Age Group (15-24)

2010 2011 2012 2013
Governorates

Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Amman 0.216 0.274 0.232 | 0.245 0.285 0.255 | 0.233 0.395 0.268 | 0.235 0.409 0.278
Balga 0.247 0411 0.287 | 0316 0.352 0.323 | 0332 0.584 0.378 | 0.344 0.551 0.384
Zarqa 0.261 0.387 0.280 | 0.236 0.398 0.260 | 0.263 0510 0.296 | 0.282 0.514 0.310
Madaba 0.291 0.375 0.310 | 0.356 0.541 0.409 | 0.259 0.600 0.335 | 0319 0.600 0.382
Irbid 0.193 0.520 0.243 | 0.226 0.464 0.262 | 0.227 0.540 0.264 | 0.217 0.622 0.273
Mafraq 0.247 0.526 0.280 | 0.222 0.482 0.259 | 0.200 0.420 0.220 | 0.220 0.662 0.275
Jarash 0.237 0.552 0.285 | 0.237 0.542 0.282 | 0.202 0.485 0.233 | 0.197 0.469 0.227
Ajloun 0.187 0.529 0.243 | 0.173 0518 0.237 | 0.160 0.542 0.228 | 0.168 0.698 0.266
Karak 0.293 0.512 0.350 | 0313 0.539 0.373 | 0.327 0.678 0.420 | 0.336 0.664 0416
Tafeileh 0.215 0.634 0.293 | 0315 0.659 0.383 | 0.345 0.730 0412 | 0.284 0.629 0.352
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Ma’an 0.266 0.525 0313 | 0.286 0.575 0.325 | 0.386 0.625 0.422 | 0.288 0.500 0.316
Aqaba 0.323 0.386 0.337 | 0.370 0311 0.357 | 0.354 0.474 0.373 | 0.342 0.688 0.402
Kingdom 0.231 0.371 0.261 | 0.252 0.377 0.277 | 0.252 0.488 0.292 | 0.252 | 0.514 0.301
Analysis:
Results show that unemployment rate of the age category (15-24) increased from 23.1% in 2010 to
25.2% in 2013. Both males and females unemployment rates increased but the unemployment rate
for females increased significantly from 37.1% in 2010 to 51.4% in 2013. On the governorates level,
for this age category, the highest unemployment rates are for Karak, Aqaba, and Balqa 41.6%, 40.2%,
and 38.4% in 2013.
Indicator 5: Unemployment Rate by Urban/Rural, Gender, and Age Group
Definition: This indicator explores the unemployment rate by urban/rural, gender, and age groups
during the period 2010-2013.
Source: Labor Force Survey (LFS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013
Results:
Table 45: Unemployment Rate by Urban/ Rural, Gender, and Age Group during the period 2010-2013
2010 2011 2012 2013
Urban/ Age
Rural | Category
Male Female Total Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total
Urban 0.322 0.204 0318 0.363 0.375 0363 | 0.339 0.212 0.334 | 0.339 0.176 0.336
Rural 15-18 0.470 0.429 0.469 0.484 0.286 0.477 | 0.525 0.875 0.539 | 0.482 0.000 0471
Total 0.345 0.232 0.341 0.382 0.362 0.381 | 0.370 0.341 0.369 | 0.363 0.143 0.359
Urban 0214 0.458 0.267 0.251 0.454 0.292 | 0.236 0.470 0.282 | 0.231 0.556 0.286
Rural 19-24 0.232 0.550 0.289 0.212 0.561 0.271 0.223 0.601 0.283 | 0.245 0.557 0.299
Total 0.218 0.473 0.271 0.243 0.472 | 0.288 | 0.234 0.491 0.283 | 0.239 | 0.556 | 0.293
Urban 0.224 0.349 0.252 0.255 0.353 0.275 | 0.251 0.464 0.289 | 0.251 0.494 0.297
Rural 15-24 0.260 0.509 0.303 0.239 0.520 0.284 | 0.257 0.609 0.310 | 0.257 0.615 0313
Total 0.231 0.371 0.261 0.252 0.377 | 0.277 | 0.252 0.488 | 0.293 | 0.252 | 0.514 | 0.300
Analysis:
Results show that unemployment rate for the age category 15-18 years increased slightly from 31.8%
to 33.6% and from 46.9% to 47.1% of urban and rural areas respectively during the period 2010-
2013. Also, in this age category in 2013, the unemployment rate for males is the highest amongst
other age categories (32.2%) especially for the rural areas (47%). Moreover, rural unemployment
rate for females is 0% in 2013 in the age category (15-18); this could be explained by the high
percentage of inactivity rate for females in this age group.
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On the other age categories 19-24 and 15-24, rural unemployment rate is higher than urban
unemployment rate; although the difference is not significant (almost 2 percentage point). The
female unemployment rate is more than double male unemployment rate in both urban and rural
areas and the female unemployment rate in the rural areas are much higher in the age category (I5-
24).

Indicator 6: Number of Created Jobs by Gender, and Age Group

Definition: The number of created jobs is the difference between the number of new jobs and the
number of lost jobs in the reference period. To consider a person as he/ she has got a job, he/ she
should start the job during the reference period and have never worked before; or started the work
regardless whether he/ she worked before; or never worked before the reference period.
Concurrently, to consider a person as he/ she has left a job, he/ she should have retired before the
beginning of the reference period, whereas the person who obtains a job during the reference
period is not considered as leaving work.20

Source: Job Creation Survey (JCS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013

Results:

Table 46: Distribution of Persons Aged 15+ Years Who Joined a New Job or Left it and Net Jobs during
2010 by gender and age categories

New Job Left Job Net Created Jobs

Age
Categories Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total %
15-19 13372 1114 14487 2628 0 2628 10744 1114 11859 18.9%
20-24 27559 13543 41102 7527 1389 8916 20032 12154 32186 51.2%
25-29 15662 7750 23411 8615 1851 10466 7047 5898 12945 20.6%
30-39 15882 6936 22817 12514 2704 15217 3368 4232 7600 12.1%
40-49 8350 1869 10219 8771 1491 10262 -421 378 -43 -0.1%
50-59 3230 346 3576 3905 618 4523 -674 =272 -947 -1.5%
60+ 709 0 709 1470 27 1497 -760 -27 -788 -1.3%
Total 84764 31558 116322 | 45428 8081 53509 | 39336 23477 62813 | 100.0%

Analysis:

Results show that persons in the age category 20-24 years old got the highest share of created jobs
in the economy (51.2%), and it is the highest for males and females in this age group too. Persons in
the age category 15-24 years old got around 70% of the created jobs in the economy. Total number
of created jobs in 2013 is 62,813 where around 91% of those jobs were filled by persons in the age
category 15-29 years old.

Table 47: Distribution of Persons Aged |15+ Years Who Joined a New Job or Left it and Net Jobs
during 2011 by gender and age categories

Age New Job Left Job Net Created Jobs

Categories Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total %

20 Department of Statistics. (2010). Job Creations Survey annual reports. Amman
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15-19 12372 407 14487 1748 0 2628 10624 407 11031 20.9%
20-24 24260 8718 41102 4717 1186 8916 19543 7532 27075 51.2%
25-29 13977 5830 23411 6608 1715 10466 7369 4115 11484 21.7%
30-39 8761 4369 22817 7344 1250 15217 1417 3119 4536 8.6%
40-49 9123 2752 10219 11348 1156 10262 -2225 1596 -629 -1.2%
50-59 1829 306 3576 2258 221 4523 -429 85 -344 -0.7%
60+ 602 16 709 839 44 1497 -237 -28 -265 -0.5%
Total 70924 22398 116321 34862 5572 53509 | 36062 16826 52888 100.0%
Analysis:

In 2011, results show that persons in the age category 20-24 years old got the highest share of
created jobs in the economy (51.2%), and it is the highest for males and females in this age group
too. Persons in the age category 15-24 years old got around 72% of the created jobs in the
economy. Total number of created jobs in 2011 is 52,888 where around 94% of those jobs were
filled by persons in the age category 15-29 years old.

Table 48: Distribution of Persons Aged 15+ Years Who Joined a New Job or Left it and Net Jobs during

2012 by gender and age categories

Age New Job Left Job Net Created Jobs
Categories Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total %
15-19 12951 525 14487 1237 95 2628 11714 430 12144 25.3%
20-24 20966 6937 41102 4859 1287 8916 16107 5650 21757 45.3%
25-29 11991 5657 23411 5459 1562 10466 6532 4095 10627 22.1%
30-39 10355 4738 22817 8999 2446 15217 1356 2292 3648 7.6%
40-49 6822 1380 10219 6214 974 10262 608 406 1014 2.1%
50-59 1433 135 3576 1715 305 4523 -282 -170 -452 -0.9%
60+ 477 0 709 1064 84 1497 -587 -84 -671 -1.4%
Total 64995 19372 116321 29547 6753 53509 35448 12619 48067 100.0%

Analysis:

In 2012, results show that persons in the age category 20-24 years old got the highest share of
created jobs in the economy (45.3%), and it is the highest for males and females in this age group
too. Persons in the age category 15-24 years old got around 70% of the created jobs in the
economy. Total number of created jobs in 2012 is 48,067 where around 93% of those jobs were
filled by persons in the age category 15-29 years old.

Table 49: Distribution of Persons Aged |15+ Years Who Joined a New Job or Left it and Net Jobs during
2013 by gender and age categories

Age

New Job

Left Job

Net Created Jobs
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Categories Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total %
15-19 10701 245 10946 710 0 710 9991 245 10236 21.1%
20-24 19884 5237 25121 3540 575 4115 16344 4662 21006 43.2%
25-29 11080 5662 16742 4303 1269 5572 6777 4393 11170 23.0%
30-39 10173 5436 15609 6481 873 7354 3692 4563 8255 17.0%
40-49 5309 1210 6519 5583 1004 6587 -274 206 -68 -0.1%
50-59 960 135 1095 2480 520 3000 -1520 -385 -1905 -3.9%
60+ 312 0 312 434 0 434 -122 0 -122 -0.3%
Total 58419 17925 76344 | 23531 4241 27772 | 34888 13684 48572 | 100.0%

Analysis:

In 2013, results show that persons in the age category 20-24 years old got the highest share of
created jobs in the economy (43.2%), and it is the highest for males and females in this age group
too. Persons in the age category 15-24 years old got around 64% of the created jobs in the
economy. Total number of created jobs in 2012 is 48,572 where around 87% of those jobs were
filled by persons in the age category 15-29 years old.

Indicator 7: Percentage Distribution of Employed Persons by Governorates, Gender, Main
Current Economic Activity, and Age Categories

Definition: The percentage distribution of employed persons by the main economic activity is the
number of employed persons in a specific economic activity divided by the total number of
employed persons in the reference period.2! The main economic activity is the type of the major
product/ service produced by the establishment for which the person is working, in other cases
when the economic activity is not clear, it is identified by the occupation of the employed persons.
The disaggregation of economic activities is based on International Standard Industrial Classification
(ISIC) version 4.1.22

This indicator includes the age categories 15-18 and 19-24 disaggregated by gender and governorates
for the years 2010-2013.

Source: Labor Force Survey (LFS), Department of Statistics 2010-2013
Results:

The following tables are the results of “Percentage Distribution of Employed Persons by Main
Current Economic Activity” indicator disaggregated by gender (male, female, and total),
governorates, and age groups (15-18 and 19-24) for the years 2010-201 3.

2 Department of Statistics. (2010-2013). Labour Force Survey reports. Amman
22 More information are found on http://unstats.un.org/unsd/cr/registry/isic-4.asp
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Table 50: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 15-18 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 2010

Male
Economic Activity23 Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.92% 1558% | 1.03% 0.00% 563% | 1463% | 667% 6.25% | 2059% | 833% 5.00% 0.00% 437%
Mining and quarrying 0.69% 0.00% 0.52% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 16.67% | 5.00% 0.00% 0.64%
Manufacturing 20.82% | 20.78% | 27.32% | 1538% | 1455% | 1220% | 10.00% | 0.00% 2.94% 0.00% 5.00% 833% 18.56%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 9.84% 1.69% | 1237% | 000% | 1643% | 7.32% | 1000% | 625% 5.88% 0.00% 15.00% | 833% 11.28%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of 41.65% | 2857% | 34.54% | 3846% | 28.17% | 17.07% | 1333% | 1250% | 1471% | 1667% | 2000% | 33.33% | 33.12%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 3.43% 2.60% 412% 0.00% 0.47% 0.00% 333% 0.00% 2.94% 0.00% 5.00% 833% 2.73%
;“t?“,’irt?e"s‘°dat'°“ and food service 435% 5.19% 2.06% 0.00% 6.57% 4.88% 1333% | 0.00% 2.94% 0.00% 10.00% | 833% 4.64%
Information and communication 1.60% 1.30% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.73%
Financial and insurance activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Real estate activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.09%
:c’::fz::‘s’“a' scientific and technical 023% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 009%
i‘c‘:'i‘;i':i'::"“'"e and support service 1.14% 1.30% 1.55% | 0.00% | 0.00% 244% | 000% | 625% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 8.33% 1.09%
Public Administration and Defense, 5.26% 9.09% | 1031% | 46.15% | 2207% | 39.02% | 3333% | €875% | 47.06% | 5833% | 3000% | 2500% | 1565%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 0.69% 0.00% 1.03% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.45%
:'c‘:::'i:i';:‘ea'th and social work 046% | 390% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 333% | o0o0o% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 055%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.46% 0.00% 0.52% 0.00% 1.88% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.64%
Other service activities 8.47% 0.00% 4.64% 0.00% 3.29% 2.44% 333% 0.00% 2.94% 0.00% 5.00% 0.00% 5.19%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.94% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.18%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% 0.00%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
2 Annex IV (ISIC 4) provides detailed information and definition of each economic activity.
57

Jordan National Youth Assessment Primary Data Analysis



USAID | Jordan Monitoring and Evaluation Support Project

Table 51: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 15-18 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 2010

Female
Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash | Ajloun Karak Tafeileh Ma’an Aqaba Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.00% 2857% 0.00% 0.00% 7143% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 17.39%
Mining and quarrying 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Manufacturing 0.00% 14.29% | 80.00% 0.00% 14.29% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 13.04%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair | 5, 5.0 | 55570 0.00% 100.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2391%
of motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
::t?“,’i';‘i‘:s‘°d“'°“ and food service 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Information and communication 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Financial and insurance activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Real estate activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Professional, scientific and 909% | 000% | 000% 0.00% 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 000% | 000% | 000% 435%
technical activities
:\cdt:ci't“i::rat"’e and support service | 4o 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00%
Public Administration and Defense, | ;o 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 14.29% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.17%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% [00.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.17%
:'c‘g‘:i:i';i‘ea'th and social work 9.09% | 1429% | 0.00% 0.00% 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% 000% | 000% | 000% 6.52%
Arts, entertainment and recreation | 9.09% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 435%
Other service activities 22.73% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 13.04%
Activities of households as
employers; undifferentiated goods | 13.64% | 1429% | 20.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% 13.04%
and services-producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
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Table 52: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 15-18 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 2010

Total
Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.87% 16.67% 101% 0.00% 7.73% 1429% | 667% 6.25% | 2222% | 833% 5.00% 0.00% 4.89%
Mining and quarrying 0.65% 0.00% 0.50% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1667% | 5.00% 0.00% 061%
Manufacturing 19.83% | 2024% | 28.64% | 1429% | 1455% | 11.90% | 10.00% | 0.00% 2.78% 0.00% 5.00% 7.69% 18.34%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste manag. | ) ;o 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
and remediation activities
Construction 9.37% 10.71% | 12.06% | 0.00% 1591% | 7.14% 10.00% | 6.25% 5.56% 0.00% 15.00% | 7.69% 10.83%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of 4139% | 2857% | 33.67% | 42.86% | 27.27% | 1667% | 1333% | 1250% | 13.89% | 1667% | 2000% | 3077% | 32.75%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 3.27% 2.38% 4.02% 0.00% 0.45% 0.00% 3.33% 0.00% 2.78% 0.00% 5.00% 7.69% 2.62%
;ct?“,’irt?e"s‘°da"°" and food service 4.14% 4.76% 2.01% 0.00% 6.36% 476% 13.33% | 0.00% 2.78% 0.00% 10.00% | 7.69% 4.45%
Information and communication 153% 1.19% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.70%
Financial and insurance activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Real estate activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.09%
:c’:fz::‘s’“a' scientific and technical 065% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 026%
i‘c‘:'i‘;i';‘i'::"“"'e and support service 1.09% 1.19% 1.51% 0.00% 0.00% 2.38% 0.00% 6.25% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 7.69% 1.05%
Public Administration and Defense, 501% 8.33% 10.05% | 42.86% | 21.82% | 38.10% | 33.33% | 6875% | 44.44% | 5833% | 30.00% | 23.08% 15.11%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 0.65% 0.00% 101% 0.00% 0.00% 2.38% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.52%
Human health and social work activities | 0.87% 476% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.79%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.87% 0.00% 0.50% 0.00% 1.82% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.79%
Other service activities 9.15% 0.00% 452% 0.00% 3.18% 2.38% 3.33% 0.00% 556% 0.00% 5.00% 0.00% 550%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 0.65% 1.19% 0.50% 0.00% 0.91% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 7.69% 0.70%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
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Table 53: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 19-24 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 2010

Male
Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.49% 361% 0.32% 1.90% I.14% 3.29% 2.88% | 0.53% 2.50% 0.79% 127% 1.35% 1.16%
Mining and quarrying 0.12% 0.52% 0.53% 0.00% 0.29% 0.27% 0.00% 0.53% 2.86% 0.79% 2.53% 6.08% 0.56%
Manufacturing 18.14% | 12.11% | 2127% | 506% 6.37% 5.75% 337% 1.59% 571% 397% 127% 3.38% 12.47%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.40% 0.52% 0.95% 0.63% 0.50% 0.55% 0.00% 0.00% 0.36% 0.79% 2.53% 1.35% 0.57%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste manag. | 500 | 0003 | o0.1% | 063% | 029% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.09%
and remediation activities
Construction 8.62% 505% | 11.01% | 6.96% 8.23% 3.29% 2.88% 2.12% 357% 2.38% 3.16% | 10.14% 7.58%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of 26.60% | 1546% | 2148% | 696% | 1545% | 685% | 817% | 529% | 53¢% | 397% | s570% | 1351% | 1826%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 7.33% 3.09% 593% 5.70% 2.93% 301% 0.96% 0.53% 2.50% 2.38% 1.90% 6.08% 4.90%
:‘c‘:tci\‘,’i':i‘:s‘°d“'°" and food service 5.02% 3.87% 2.86% 1.27% 2.00% 0.27% 3.37% 1.59% 0.71% 0.79% 633% | 10.14% 3.44%
Information and communication 437% 1.80% 127% 063% | 057% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.53% 0.36% 0.00% 0.00% 1.35% 2.05%
Financial and insurance activities 2.11% 1.29% 0.95% 063% | 043% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.36% 0.79% 127% 0.00% I13%
Real estate activities 0.24% 0.26% 0.11% 0.63% 0.00% 0.27% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.15%
:::i?::‘s’"a' scientific and technical 219% | 180% | 106% | 063% | 136% | 000% | 000% | 053% | 036% | 000% | 000% | 203% | 40%
:fgci't“i'::m"’e and support service |.54% 206% | 042% | 063% | 072% | 027% | 0.00% 159% | 071% | 0.00% 253% | 0.68% 1.05%
Public Administration and Defense, 1555% | 38.14% | 23.07% | 5823% | 5229% | €822% | 71.63% | 77.25% | 6821% | 7222% | €329% | 27.03% | 37.16%
Compulsory Social Security
Education T42% 335% 254% | 4.43% 3.00% 4.38% [44% 3.70% 3.57% 7.94% 2.53% 7.43% 2.66%
:‘:;‘;i';:'ea"h and social work 247% | 284% | 212% | 190% | 200% | ri0% | 192% | 307% | 143% | 238% | 31e% | 405% | 227%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.36% 0.52% 0.32% 0.00% 0.43% 0.00% 0.48% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.27% 4.05% 0.42%
Other service activities 291% 361% 339% 3.16% 1.93% 2.47% 2.88% 1.06% 143% 0.79% 127% 135% 2.58%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 0.00% 0.00% 0.21% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.03%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 0.12% | 000% | 011% | 000% | 007% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | o0.07%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
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Table 54: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 19-24 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 2010

Female
Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.00% 6.32% 0.00% 0.00% 147% 6.45% 0.00% 0.00% 161% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 091%
Mining and quarrying 0.17% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.08%
Manufacturing 1007% | 13.68% | 17.2% | 2.86% 8.82% 6.45% 435% 833% 0.00% 0.00% 9.09% 3.45% 9.86%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 1.02% 0.00% 0.66% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.58%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.45% 0.08%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 2.39% 0.00% 2.65% 0.00% 147% 0.00% 435% 0.00% 161% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.82%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of 122% | 520% | 728% | 1143% | 1029% | 323% | 870% | 417% | 484% | 769% | 000% | 345% | 9.44%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 2.90% 0.00% 132% 2.86% [47% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.82%
;ct?“,’irt'i‘:s‘°d“'°" and food service 0.85% 1.05% 1.99% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.75%
Information and communication 5.80% 2.11% 2.65% 2.86% 0.74% 0.00% 435% 417% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.65%
Financial and insurance activities 6.48% 526% 2.65% 2.86% 3.68% 0.00% 0.00% 417% 161% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 456%
Real estate activities 051% 1.05% 0.66% 0.00% 0.74% 0.00% 435% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.58%
::Ziftsf:s’"a' scientific and technical 870% | 105% | 464% | 000% | 221% | 323% | 000% | 000% | 161% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 530%
:‘C‘:ci';'::"“"’e and support service 2.90% 1.05% 1.99% 2.86% 0.00% 0.00% 435% 4.17% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.45% 2.07%
Public Administration and Defense, 478% 11.58% | 331% 17.14% | 11.03% | 9.68% 17.39% | 12.50% | 2097% | 2308% | 18.18% | 24.14% 8.45%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 15.02% | 2947% | 2583% | 3143% | 2426% | 4839% | 21.74% | 29.17% | 3548% | 46.15% | 4545% | 4828% | 23.03%
:'c‘::,‘i:i';:ea'th and social work 17.06% | 2000% | 21.19% | 2286% | 2647% | 2258% | 2609% | 29.17% | 29.03% | 23.08% | 2727% | 345% | 20.13%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 1.19% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.74% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.66%
Other service activities 2.73% 1.05% 331% 0.00% 141% 0.00% 435% 417% 61% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 257%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 461% 1.05% 2.65% 2.86% 221% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.61% 0.00% 0.00% 6.90% 3.23%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 068% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 345% 0.41%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
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Table 55: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 19-24 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 2010

Total

Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.39% 4.14% 0.27% 1.55% T17% 3.54% 2.60% 0.47% 2.34% 0.72% T11% 113% 1.12%
Mining and quarrying 0.13% 041% 0.46% 0.00% 0.26% 0.25% | 0.00% 047% 2.34% 0.72% 222% 5.08% 0.49%
Manufacturing 1659% | 1242% | 2071% | 4.66% 6.58% 581% 3.46% 235% | 4.68% 3.60% 222% 3.39% 12.08%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.52% 0.41% 0.91% 0.52% 0.46% 0.51% 0.00% 0.00% 0.29% 0.72% 2.22% 1.13% 0.57%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.00% 0.00% 0.09% 0.52% 0.26% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.56% 0.09%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 7.43% 4.14% 9.85% 5.70% 7.63% 3.03% 3.03% 1.88% 3.22% 2.16% 2.78% 847% 6.72%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of | 30,0 | 13460 | 1953% | 777% | 1499% | 657% | 823% | 5.06% | 526% | 432% | 500% | 11.86% | 1694%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 6.48% 2.48% 529% 5.18% 2.80% 2.78% | 087% 047% 2.05% 2.16% 167% 5.08% 444%
;ct?“,’irt?:s‘°d“'°“ and food service 4.22% 331% 2.74% 1.04% 1.83% 0.25% 3.03% 1.41% 0.58% 0.72% 5.56% 8.47% 3.03%
Information and communication 4.65% 1.86% 1.46% 1.04% 0.59% 0.00% | 0.43% 094% | 0.29% 0.00% 0.00% 113% 2.29%
Financial and insurance activities 2.95% 2.07% 119% 1.04% 0.72% 0.00% | 0.00% 047% | 0.58% 0.72% T11% 0.00% 1.64%
Real estate activities 0.29% 041% 0.18% 0.52% 0.07% 025% | 0.43% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 021%
::Zif::‘:“a' scientific and technical | 5 0 | gen | 15s5% | 052% | 143% | 025% | 000% | 047% | 058% | 000% | 000% | 1.69% 1.99%
:‘C‘i'i‘;i';:::"“"’e and support service 1.80% 1.86% | 0.64% 1.04% | 065% | 025% | 043% 1.88% | 058% | 0.00% 2.22% 1.13% 1.21%

Public Administration and Defense,

. . 13.48% 32.92% 20.35% 50.78% 48.63% 63.64% 66.23% 69.95% 59.65% 67.63% 57.78% 26.55% 32.85%
Compulsory Social Security

Education 400% | 849% | 575% | 933% | 489% | 783% | 346% | 657% | 936% | 1151% | 778% | 1412% | 572%
:'c‘:i"‘,‘i“t'i';:ea'th and social work 527% | 621% | 474% | 570% | 417% | 278% | 433% | e10% | 643% | 432% | e11% | 395% | 495%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.52% 0.41% 0.27% 0.00% 0.46% 0.00% 0.43% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.11% 3.39% 0.46%
Other service activities 288% | 3.01% | 338% | 259% | 215% | 227% | 303% | 141% | 146% | 072% | T11% | 1.13% | 257%
Activities of households as

employers; undifferentiated goods 088% | 021% | 055% | 052% | 020% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 029% | 000% | 000% | 1.13% | o051%

and services-producing, etc.

Activities of extraterritorial 023% | 000% | 009% | 000% | 007% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.56% 0.12%
organizations and bodies

Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
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Table 56: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 15-18 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 201 |

Male
Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Agaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 15% 9.43% 0.70% T.11% | 397% M.11% | 1053% | 4.76% 15.38% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.39%
Mining and quarrying 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.85% 0.00% 10.00% | 0.00% 0.24%
Manufacturing 2126% | 1321% | 2465% | 3333% | 1391% | 1667% | 526% 476% 7.69% 0.00% | 20.00% | 0.00% 18.40%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 0.70% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.12%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.00% 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 7.18% 3.77% 1056% | 0.00% 1.26% | 833% 1053% | 4.76% 7.69% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 8.11%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of | 4550 | 35950 | 3380% | 2022% | 3377% | 2222% | 526% | 1429% | 1154% | 2000% | 3000% | e667% | 35.84%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 2.87% 3.77% 5.63% T11% | 662% 2.78% 5.26% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 4.00%
’a‘cct?f,’i':i‘:s‘°d“'°" and food service 603% | 377% | 211% | 000% | 397% | 000% | 1053% | 000% | 1154% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 448%
Information and communication 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Financial and insurance activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Real estate activities 0.57% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.24%
::gf,fts:‘s’“a' scientific and technical 057% | 000% | 070% | 11.11% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 476% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 061%
’a‘c‘i'i:,‘i't';::"“"’e and support service | .44% .89% 2.11% 0.00% 0.66% 0.00% 0.00% 4.76% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.33%
Public Administration and Defense, 575% | 22.64% | 9.15% | 11.11% | 1854% | 36.11% | 47.37% | 57.14% | 34.62% | 80.00% | 40.00% | 33.33% | 1538%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 0.29% 0.00% T41% 0.00% 132% 0.00% 526% 476% 3.85% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.97%
:'C‘:i':‘i::‘erea'th and social work 0.00% 0.00% 0.70% 0.00% 0.66% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.24%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.00% 0.00% 2.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.36%
Other service activities 891% 5.66% 5.63% 0.00% 530% 2.78% 0.00% 0.00% 3.85% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 6.30%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
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Table 57: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 15-18 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution),

2011
Female

Economic Activity Amma Balga Zarqa Madab Irbid Mafraq Jaras | Ajlou | Kara | Tafeile Ma’an Aqab Kingdo

n a h n k h a m
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.00% | 3333% | 000% | 000% | 33.33% | 000% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 17.24%
Mining and quarrying 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
Manufacturing 30.77% | 000% | 7500% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 24.14%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 1538% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 6.90%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair | 50 | 009 | 000% | 000% | 1667% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% | 3.45%
of motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
ii?;::::waﬂon andfood service | 5300 | 000% | 000% | 000% | 1667% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 1034%
Information and communication 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
Financial and insurance activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00%
Real estate activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00%
Professional, scientific and 15.38% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 6.90%
technical activities
:c‘i?:i't’;::’at"’e and support service | 300 | co67% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 13.79%
Public Administration and Defense, |, ;o 0.00% 000% | 000% | 1667% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 6.90%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00%
chl:::::a ;‘ea'th and social worlk 000% | 000% | 2500% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% | 3.45%
Arts, entertainment and recreation | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
Other service activities 7.69% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 345%
Activities of households as
employers; undifferentiated goods 0.00% 0.00% 000% | 000% | 1667% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 3.45%
and services-producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
organizations and bodies
Total 100.00% | 100.00 | 100.00 | 0.00% | 100.00 | 100.00 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00 | 0.00% | 100.00%
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Table 58: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 15-18 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 201 |

Total

Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing I11% | 1071% | 068% | I1.11% | 5.10% | 1081% | 1053% | 476% | 1538% | 000% | 1667% | 0.00% 3.86%
Mining and quarrying 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.85% 0.00% 8.33% 0.00% 0.23%
Manufacturing 2161% | 1250% | 2603% | 33.33% | 13.38% | 1622% | 526% 476% 7.69% 0.00% | 1667% | 0.00% 18.60%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 0.68% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.12%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.55% | 0.00% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.23%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 6.93% 357% | 1027% | 0.00% | 1083% | 8.11% | 1053% | 4.76% 7.69% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 7.84%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of 4238% | 3393% | 3288% | 2222% | 33.12% | 21.62% | 526% | 1429% | 11.54% | 2000% | 2500% | e6.67% | 34.74%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 2.77% 357% 548% | 11.11% | 637% 2.70% 526% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.86%
;'\cct?“,’i't‘i‘:s‘°dat'°“ and food service 6.37% 3.57% 2.05% 0.00% 4.46% 0.00% 10.53% | 0.00% 11.54% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 4.68%
Information and communication 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Financial and insurance activities 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Real estate activities 0.55% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.23%
::Zif::‘s’"a' scientific and technical 1% | 000% | 068% | 11.11% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 476% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 082%
;'\c‘i'ici't';:::"at"’e and support service 1.94% 5.36% 2.05% 0.00% 0.64% 0.00% 0.00% 4.76% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.75%
Public Administration and Defense, 554% | 2143% | 890% | I1.11% | 1847% | 37.84% | 47.37% | 57.14% | 3462% | 80.00% | 3333% | 33.33% | 15.09%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 0.28% 0.00% 37% 0.00% 127% 0.00% 526% 476% 3.85% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.94%
:'c‘::,‘i:;:ea'th and social work 000% | 000% | 137% | 000% | 064% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 035%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.00% 0.00% 2.05% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.35%
Other service activities 8.86% 536% 5.48% 0.00% 5.10% 2.70% 0.00% 0.00% 3.85% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 6.20%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.64% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.12%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.00%
organizations and bodies
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Total

[ 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%

Table 59: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 19-24 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 201 |

Male

Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.33% 3.85% 0.75% 0.80% 197% 3.32% 3.03% 2.20% 201% 01% 2.53% 0.00% 1.40%
Mining and quarrying 0.38% 051% 0.32% 0.00% 0.47% 0.30% 0.00% 0.55% 61% 2.02% 0.63% 2.78% 0.50%
Manufacturing [646% | 1051% | 2155% | 640% 6.15% 183% 3.54% 1.10% 142% 3.03% 127% 741% 1.77%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.05% 0.00% 0.65% 0.00% 0.32% 0.60% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.02% 0.63% 0.93% 0.28%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.05% 0.00% 0.54% 0.00% 0.08% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.40% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.13%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 9.44% 538% 9.70% 7.20% 9.07% 2.11% 6.06% 3.85% 201% 01% 3.16% 6.48% 7.78%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of | ;50 | 14360 | 2683% | 1680% | 1254% | 695% | 455% | 604% | 402% | 202% | 696% | 1296% | 17.79%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 579% 136% 539% 5.60% 331% 272% 152% 1.65% 201% 2.02% 3.16% 741% 4.44%
;'\cct?;’irt'i‘e"s‘°d“'°“ and food service 6.26% 7.18% 3.13% 1.60% 2.37% 091% 2.02% 2.20% 281% 0.00% 5.70% 9.26% 420%
Information and communication 337% 0.77% 0.65% 0.80% 0.63% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.45%
Financial and insurance activities 237% 2.05% 0.65% 0.80% 0.55% 0.30% 0.00% 0.00% 0.40% 0.00% 0.00% 463% 129%
Real estate activities 0.43% 0.26% 0.11% 0.00% 0.16% 0.30% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.23%
::Ziftsf:s’"a' scientific and technical 194% | 077% | o086% | 080% | 079% | 030% | 000% | 055% | 000% | 000% | 063% | 093% 1.09%
;'\c‘:ci';'::"at"’e and support service 0.95% 1.79% 0.54% 0.80% 0.63% 091% 0.51% 2.20% 1.20% 2.02% 0.00% 2.78% 0.93%
Public Administration and Defense, 1826% | 3949% | 22.09% | 48.00% | 51.74% | 67.98% | 7121% | 71.43% | 71.08% | 7879% | 7089% | 3241% | 3838%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 119% 333% 237% 7.20% 102% 3.93% 152% 330% 522% 5.05% 3.80% 6.48% 2.82%
:'c‘::,‘i:i';:ea'th and social work 285% | 205% | 129% | 160% | 252% | 242% | 303% | 385% | 161% | 101% | 063% | 278% | 234%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 071% 051% 0.43% 0.00% 0.47% 0.30% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.46%
Other service activities 4.03% 256% 1.83% 1.60% 221% 81% 3.03% 1.10% 120% 0.00% 0.00% 1.85% 2.62%
Activities of households as
employers; undifferentiated goods 0.09% 0.26% 0.11% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.07%
and services-producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 000% | 000% | 022% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 093% 0.05%
organizations and bodies
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Total

[ 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%

Table 60: Jordanian Employed Persons Age 19-24 Years by Governorate, Gender and Main Current Economic Activity (Percentage Distribution), 201 |

Female

Economic Activity Amman Balqa Zarqa | Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jarash Ajloun Karak | Tafeileh | Ma’an Aqaba | Kingdom
Agriculture, forestry and fishing 0.00% 3.57% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 462% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.57%
Mining and quarrying 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 7.69% 0.00% 0.00% 0.10%
Manufacturing 1522% | 1429% | 1043% | 10.00% | 1149% | 526% | 11.76% | 000% | 4.62% 0.00% 6.67% 0.00% 11.87%
Electricity, gas, steam and air 0.00% 0.00% 0.87% 0.00% 0.68% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.19%
conditioning supply
Water supply, sewerage, waste 0.00% | 000% | 087% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 1.54% | 000% | 000% | 0.00% 0.19%
manag. and remediation activities
Construction 2.11% 0.00% 522% | 0.00% 0.68% 2.63% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.72%
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of 11.21% | 3.57% 870% | 10.00% | 6.08% 2.63% 0.00% 5.00% 1.54% 0.00% 0.00% | 11.11% 8.04%
motor vehicles and motorcycles
Transportation and storage 0.00% 119% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 5.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.19%
;“t?“,’irt?e"s‘°dat'°“ and food service 0.63% 0.00% 3.48% 3.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 6.67% 3.70% 0.96%
Information and communication 5.50% 3.57% 522% | 0.00% 3.38% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.54% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.92%
Financial and insurance activities 6.98% 9.52% 3.48% | 0.00% 3.38% 5.26% 0.00% 0.00% 1.54% 7.69% 0.00% 741% 5.36%
Real estate activities 021% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.10%
::t‘:if::‘s’"a' scientific and technical 550% | 238% | 696% | 333% | 473% | 263% | 000% | 500% | 154% | 769% | 000% | 370% | 469%
i‘c‘:'i‘;i':i'::"“'"e and support service 2.54% 4.76% 2.61% 3.33% 1.35% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 4.62% 0.00% 0.00% 7.41% 2.58%
Public Administration and Defense, 6.13% 9.52% 522% | 2000% | 12.16% | 2368% | 11.76% | 2000% | 1231% | 1538% | 1333% | 7.41% 9.19%
Compulsory Social Security
Education 2093% | 19.05% | 20.87% | 2667% | 2095% | 34.21% | 2941% | 3500% | 30.77% | 3846% | 60.00% | 33.33% | 23.54%
:'c‘:::'i:i';:‘ea'th and social work 1290% | 2024% | 21.74% | 2000% | 24.32% | 1579% | 17.65% | 30.00% | 3077% | 23.08% | 1333% | 1481% | 18.09%
Arts, entertainment and recreation 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Other service activities 381% 2.38% 261% 3.33% 8.11% 526% | 17.65% | 0.00% 1.54% 0.00% 0.00% 741% 321%
Activities of households as employers;
undifferentiated goods and services- 6.13% 5.95% 1.74% | 0.00% 2.70% 2.63% 5.88% 0.00% 3.08% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 421%
producing, etc.
Activities of extraterritorial 021%  000%  000%  000%  000%  000%  58%  000%  000%  000%  000%  3.70%
organizations and bodies

Jordan National Youth Assessment Primary Data Analysis 67



